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INTRODUCTION.

Tnatoryuhhs life of Archhishop King has been so fully told by the

late Professor G. T. Btokes,' that it is unnecessary here to do more
then chromicle a fow leading dates, so far as the eerlier years of his
career are coneerned.

Wﬂhmhgmbmmthﬂﬂmthnlhﬂlmﬂmtheymlﬁﬁﬂ and
at the age of seventeen entered Trinity College, Dublin. Hizs course
thers seems to have been distinguished; and in 1672 he competed,
but unsuecessfully, for Fellowship. His answering st the Fellowship
examination was sufficiently good to atiract the notice of John Parker,
Archbishop of Tiam, end for-his diocese he was ordained deacon by the
Bishop of Derry in 1673, 1In April, 1674, he was advanced to the
priesthood. Parkergn:vehmﬂ:e[‘mbonﬂu!lﬂmmnmm and subse-
quently the Provostship iv Tusm Cathedral. A fow years later the
Archbishop was translated to Dublin ; and in 1679 he presented King to
the living of 8t. Werburgh’s, and the office of Chancellor in 8t. Patrick’s
Cathedral. John Worth was at the time Dean. Nine years afterwards
illnges obliged him to relinquish the rule of his eathedral, and he nomi-
nsted the Chancellor Bub-Dean. On his death in April, 1688, the
Chapter, by a unanimounz vote, elected King as their President. A
contest with the Gévernment caused o long delay in the appointment of
“Worth's euccessor, but at length the Chapter met 26th January, 1688-9,
end William EKing was elected Dean of 8t. Patrick’s.

‘Weo have now reached the year of King’s imprisonment, and it becomes
necessary, for the elucidation of the Diary which is here for the first
time printed, to follow ﬁuh:atoryofthei;me and of King hmmlf.,
somewhat more minutely.

It is well kmown that, in the early months of the eventful year 1689,
there was & considerable exodus of Protestants from Ireland, Amongst
those who left was Francis Marsh, Archbishop of Dublin. Marsh had
summoned his clergy to a Visitation, to be held on the Bth April, and it
‘Wwas necessary to appoint commissaries to act for him at it, and to watch
over the diocese during his absence in Englend., For this purpose he

! Worthies, Lectures vif.-xv.
B
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2 ROYAL HOCIETY OF ANTIQUARIES OF IRELAND,

eelected two of the more preminent clergy, William King and Samuel
Foley. A copy of the deed of their appointment as commissaries is pre-
served in the Diocesan Register. It is dated 5th February, 1688-9. Ten
days before, as we heve seen, King had been elected Dean of Bt. Patrick’s,
and without loss of time Foloy had been appoimted to sueceed him
28 Chancellor of Bt. Patrick's' and Ineombent of 8. Werburgh's,
Dublin, and 8t Canice’s, Finglas, Thus the Archhishop had made all
neodful preparstion for his departure. He ssema to have left Ireland
& fow days later, for, on 26th February, John Fitzgerald resigned the
Archdeaconry of Dublin, and his resignation was accepted the same day
by King and Foley, acting as commissaries for the Archbishop. This
tact, which is attested by the Diocesan Register, indicates that Francis
Mersh was already absent from Dublin. He wae apparently followed
shortly afterwards by Samuel Foley;* and thus it came thet King, from
ahout Easter onwards, was the real ruler of the dicecse, *‘I took upon
me,” he writes,? *“the juriediction of the entire diocese, and, with the
consent of the elergy, ordered all things, as though invested with full
guthority so to do.”” And the statement is confirmed by & very intercst-
ing latter addreseed to him by the Rev, Jeremish Dawson, 28th May, 1689,
and preserved in the vuluable collection of Mre. Lyons. King had written
to him complaining of his neglect of his parishes of Bathdrum, Dungans-
town and Derrylossary, in the county of Wicklow. Dawson defends
himself against the charge, but admits the right of Dean King to inguire
into his management of his cure, since ““my Lord Archbishop had . . .
left the care of the diccese upon him in his absence.”

Maanwhile, nnder the strong hand of Tyrconnell, things hed rapidly
advanced in Dublin and throughout Ireland. The Protestants had been
deprived of their arme in February; King James, after landing at
Kinsale on the 12th Mareh, had entered Dublin on Palm Bunday, 24th
March. Then followed hia short and unfortunate visit to the besiegers
of Derry, and his famous Parliament in Dublin, at which the Act of
Bettlement was repealed and the great Act of Attainder passed, The
first act of the sad drems ended with the prorogation of Parlisment,
20th July, 1689. By the end of July the fortunes of King James were at
4 low ebb; dissster followed disaster. At the battle of Killiecrankie on
the 27th, the death of Claverhouse had deprived him of his chief sup-
porter in Scotland ; on the 30th, Kirk had entered Derry, and two daxa
later the singe was raised ; on the 30th, too, Justin Mac Carthy, Visoount
Mountcashel, had been defeated by the Enniskilleners at Newtown Butler

! He was inmtalied 31 hwag' [Chﬂ:p;ar Hi]é:l:ltu].

3 In the Act of Atteinder Hor of Bt. Patrick’s,” is named

* among thoss who ** have abeented themselves from this kin , and have gons into

England, or some other places beyond the seas, since the fifth day of November lest,
ncrinlnﬁmﬁulimtin;:dm and did not return'* (B, P. L, pp. 274, 8).
.H.R.. p. 318.
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and taken prissner; and; above all, the redoubtsble Behomberg had
arrived at Chester on the 20th, and was waiting his opportunity to cross
over to Ereland,

It was probably the approach of Schomberg which was the immediate
cause of the imprisonment of a considerable number of Protestants in the
<ity of Dublin, which took place towards the end of the month, Among
the rest twelvo men of good position wero sent to Newgate, some of
whom were transferred to the Castle, and some to Trinmity College.
Others, of whom the Dean of 8t. Patrick’s was one, were sont direct to
the Castle. Others, doubtless, were imprisoned clsewhere,

About King's imprisonment there is & conaidorable amount of ob-
sourity. In the first place, it is impossible to speak with confidence as
to the reason gpesigned for it. We may surmise, indeed, that ite real
motive was the desire to have a strong man, suspectsd to be in more or less
€losn eympathy with the Williamite party, and undoubtedly ready an all
cccasions to reaist attempta to harass the Chureh, out of the way., And
King certainly implies that no charge of sny kind was brought sgeinet
him. ¢ Almoat ell the Protestant Gentlemen,” he writes'—and he was
among the number—¢* without Reason or pretence of Reason, without
&0 much as & 'Warrant, or Form of Law, were put in Guals (sic) under
the custody of mean and barbarous Guards.” But Leslie challenges the
statement. *“Was not he aconsed for holding Correspondence, and giving
Intelligenee to the Rebsls (as they were thon called) both in England and
the North of Treland? And was it not trwe 7 Did he not give frequent
Intelligence to Sehemberg by one Sherman, and keep constant Correspon-
dente with Mr. 7olls# and others in Zondon ¥ He knows this would have
been called Trsdeon in those days, and a bloody-minded Tyrené would
have found enother Remsdy for it than a short Imprisonment.”* King
will not admit the truth of these insinuations, but his depials are mot
altogether sutisfactory. In his manuseript notes for a rejoinder to
Leslio* he writes ngainst the passage just quoted, ““Most fales ¥* he was
accused of correspond[ence] ; kmows mo such man as Sherman.” And
in 8 more formal reply, in & letter addresacd ten years afterwards to Dean
Trench, he has thess words: * As for their finding any of my letters, it's
most horribly false, they never had nor cou’d have any such, nor did my
Tord Chiefe Justice, Herbert, ever tax me with sny such thing.”®* But
the resl guestion is not What accusation his friend Horbert may or may
1ot have brought against him: we want to know whether he was, rightly
or wrongly, suspected by Nugent, or others in suthority, of sending

1 Bea balow, 11 August, and note 2 theo.
% 8§, P. 1., chap. 111, § T, p» 92.
2 Laalin, p. 106. . . . .
* Lyons Colleation (see Historiesl Manuseripts Commision, Appendiz to Becond
BRepert, p. 238).
% Mason, p. 211.
n2
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information to the enemy. Again, it may be quite true that he did not
know Bherman; but he makes no such affirmation with respect to George
Tollet of London ; and in faet he wss in correspondence with that ardent
Williamite—clearly no new qua.i.ntume-—in Febroary, 1688-9,' And,
finally, whoever will read his own account in the following Diary of his
interview with Judge Nuogent on 16th Angust, will have no doaobt that
at least Nugent professed to believe that he had been gnilty of treason-
sble correspomdence. The riddle appears to us to be in part selved,
without the necessity of aceusing King of any want of good faith, by
the following passage, which we translate as well a8 we can, from his
Autobiography :—

“We (sc. Anthony Dopping, Bishop of Meath, and himself) were
regarded as orseles, and whatever news they (the Frotestants} heard
they used o bring to us; they used to tell us shout any ill-usage
they had suffered or feared; so that almost the whole history of what
was done became known to ne—private letters addressed to themselves,
others of a public nature, public instruments, proclamstions, ordinanees,
even copies of documents which were keptin the presses of the secre-
taries, were communicated to me, About these things we used often
to spesk in conversation with our friends, who sent nofes of things
which we had said with regard to their ffsirs to frisnds in England and
the North of Ireland, amd very imprudently blazoned them about as
mine. And when these things were reported by spies to the faction
of King James, I myself was regerded es the author of thom all, and
suffered very severely in consequemee.”* No charge may bave been
alleged at the moment of King’s arrest ; but these quotations leave Little
doubt as to the nature of the accusation which was subeequently made;
and they tend to justify James and his Privy Council in regarding the
Dean of Bt. Patrick’s a8 ‘‘a dangerone man,”

In what part of the Castle was King imprisoned P The question is of
littls moment, and cannot be answered with asenmance. It iz sometimes
assertod withont misgiving that he and his companjons were lodged in
the Birmingham Tower," to which one writer adds, by way of explanation,
that his prison was ** at the very top of the Record Tower, now filled with

1 A Jetter in Tullet's hand, without udd:m, year, or signature, but hnﬂounll, in
King's writing, ** Mr. Tollet, Feb. 22, 1688, in 1 & oollection of letters
]ﬂc].belmg_ul o thelate Bishop Roeves (T.C.D. M. 1123, No. 5). n,qmmnm
Luslie’s significant question. An interview with Behomberg in me
course of which 'l‘ullettp-uhtnhmabont “ Dr. K. and ye Arch Be. of D.“ Hu
begl]hn;hmfm him of *‘the quarters of all troope and companys, the number
Pgﬂ;ﬂhﬂh in Dh wt [vompa]nies are mude and whatever you
concuive [ - ][nqslmﬂﬂoneﬂut Bll.rum]{] longs to serve his frends in time of
niead. ™ mtuw is Irndh tmmﬁbm; pon the E* election to y* erown,
saveral of our Irish-English here, writ extravagant letters into Ireland, nay to y*
bepnl;r himselt, and 'm affraid yoo have or will find 7o effects of those undecent

'E.E]LPIIE i 3 E.g. Lough Erne, p. 80.
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aneient records.'™ That is to eay, King was confined in the tower which
is oty known es the Birmingham Tower, but which he knew as the
Wardrobe Tower.? That may be true. His way of speaking of that
which As called the Birmingham Tower, at 17th Beptember, makes it
unlikely that he was in it. He was certainly {it is everywhers implied
in the Ddary) in & room pretty high up, with a considersble numher of
prisotiers below and none above him—as it appears, in “a cold nasty
garret.”® Tt muet have been diffloult, in the semi-ruingus Castle of those
days, to find such a place, execept in one of the towers, and apparently
almost all of these had fallen except the two that have been mentioned.*

The date of King’s imprisonment is vot wholly without importance,
and here again we are in difficulty. His own teetimony is, indeed, very
precise.  © On the 25th of July, 1888, I, and many others, were arrested
and committed to prison.” And equally precize is his statement that on
the 4th Deccmber, after an incarceration of nearly five months, he wus
releaned.? DBut unfortunately King's recollsetion of dates is not to be
frusted. In the present case he is inconsintent with himeelf. For from
25th July to 4th December is mot **nearly five monthse.” TIn fact, itis
certain that his arrest tock place before 25th July ; for on the 24th he
wrote to Price sasking him to act 28 Sub-Dean of 8¢, Patrick’s, and in his
letter he distinetly states that he was “ now under confinement.'” It ia,
Tsuppose, on the suthority of this letter that Mason states definitely that
be wes semt to the Castle om 24th July.* But thia is scarcely probable.
It is true that a man of King’s vigonr and semse of duty would not be
likely to let much time pass befors he made such arrangements as were
possible for the performance of his work at the Cathedrsl; but even he
can scarccly be supposed to have eat down to write letters the moment
the doors of his prison were closed behind him ; and we must not assume
that pems, ink, and paper were at once supphaﬂh:hlm Thereis, indeed,
eﬂdenmwhmhmtstohuhmngbe&nﬁepnwﬂdﬁ'bwbytwﬂorthm
duys before he wrote to Henry Price. It cannot bo stated very shortly,
but as the Church Historians tell us very little sbout it, and as it is of
some interest for its own sake, we need not scruple to devote & fow
peragraphs to it,

* Worthizs, p. 191, * 8as below, nota 187.
*8. P L, chap. ur, § 18, p. 202,
il Uns tower wul taken down about 1870, another bad previously falien, aud the
were ¢ vary crary " (Bayly's Hisloricwd mmxgrm mmg Dusblise Cuatle,
l.'« ln 1684 ﬂm apartments, which been destroyed by fire, ware
! + p- 3L1J, Mtlne'ndnfh:;? 1889, * the Mid Rampier
Tﬂ'!’l.r" iu!l {erl Nawe frou the Fort of Hingeale in Ireland, London,

‘l H.R., ]1:‘;; 418, 3lo.

* He dates ordination to the priesthood incorrectly [ Forthies, p. 151).
ﬂi;l:-hnhoinmuhthdnydh:entmathnlﬂ Ua]kge?ﬁ P 149}

"P, 208. Harris gives the date as 29 July in his edition of Ware's Biskeps of
Irtiand, p.-364, ¥




