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T Chulainn conciudes by exiolbng lhe benetits of belicving in Patrick and revenls
that cven his apparcncly glncines aceonirernents have beesn supplicd by the zainn fro
the oceasion. Firally, “the carth came gver Loegeire, heaven 35 promized tee O
Chuleinn™ (9539400, LL7 alone adding (hat L odewaire then belisved in Patrick"
(45200,

[he scheme ol saint, helper-hera and king Dece eveniially replicaces thar of =aint
(Patrics again, helper-noet (Dubthach) and king (Ldegaine dgeing in Lhe lewal sphere
(el 4, 51 The palhelic dependence of the oncs invincible main hero ol the Ulsier
rales upod 51 Tairick o order 1o escape the torments of hell s gnremiiliogts ham-
mered honne in this powerlul narrative: his groseness is in the past, and enly the
cleria’s power can recicdle any semblanve of it in the present o secire him g
bearable future. Patrick thus proves o have virtpelly complete control over the
here’s image snd message, which invifes [he reader 1o consider Scdth's nasiy
lransmarine kingdom a: a rather pale allegoricl rellection of hell. just as the hlissfal
lamad overseds functions as an allegory of the Chrisian paradize o feamram Brain
antd Lfiepe Chofa? ok 3, 15} Co Cholainn may bave escaped from Scach’s clut-
ches under iz own sfearm, but the real kell is a different rsler, The vere embodi-
ment of e preChristian keroic traditon, Cd Chulainn can ouly be suved by
corering the service of the Church sod submitting o clerical masipuladion,

Carncy (rovides convenienl synopses of the variows main accound: ol Lhe
Jatisizod or rovealing'” of eacly Christian Irelond’s foremost literary epic, Tdin Ha
Ceigiinge (1933, 106-791. The earhigst allested ol these (LL 3ZETR-909, rrans.
Kiosellea, L% 1-23 wells how Tecland’s 0id were gathered before the raditionaliy
seventli-ieniury poel Senchan Torpdése (of. Thooiessen, 1921, 252, 0.2) "o see iF
they remembered Tdin Bd Crgilrgs in s endirely, and Chey sanl thit they vniy koew
hirs of it. Thea Senchin asked his pupils which of them would go with his blessing
to Latin lands to learn Lhe 1500 which the same §in sur) had taken enstwirds in
cxchange for the celfires™ (F2ER03), o nomistakable refercnce o the sehuodscly
bichop Isidore of Scville [+ 636), whose snormous!y influcartial Bipaedoyive wore
known in Ircland as the caillmesin) or U summit™ of knowledge (3 Maille, 19213
Two pupils, one of them Sonchdn’s own son Murgen, duly sor out. When they reach
Perpus mac Boir’s gravestonc in Coannachi, Murgen s ledt oo sit thereon alone and
chael @ Juy Lee 0L ay 31 it were Foergos himzell, A gresl oo descends and keeps him
lroom kis Tollowsrs for three days and aiglus, dering which Fergus appears in all his
weoy Uaned Then recites Che whole T to hin as o was done (rom berinning to cnd.
Hovwever, nileis say i i (o Senchdn it was recited after 2 Tasl against Lhe sainme of
Fergus's race, and it were nu wonder i it shoold have beew so. U e they ol s o
fenchén and rocownt their wlveorueess to him and he was gratelul (o ibem (hen™
[32805-4],

Here we soo the filfid of Treland ohiaining direvt sooess o past ovents in the wnidd e
irround of heroic epiphany botween ae adegeste pral tradidion and the licerate
seclesiasliv) learning that bad supplanted i The Church’s indispensability as a
vitliabysl ol poedic revelation, also strossed in the “Caldron of poesy' fehe 7, 60, s
magde sl e explivil in the ather voraions, where carions ssinte ere invoked o
lelpe rhe pogts communivare with Ferpos, a further applicition of the Christian
saind’s porocived affinities wich the pre-Christian hereand a wood example of the
well atteseed syvmbiosis berween churchrmen ansd iV in carly Christian Freland ggh.
Io LD As Negy purs e, “the role ol calling forth the deed Feroos is played Join#
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b the secking poets and the saintg of Treland, whee thoooeh (Beir joined powers
gccomplish the extraordinary deed™ (1983, 141-200 To effect, these pests cindidly
ecknowledge that nothing like & completz Tdin was available m (he early sevenih
contury. irs basis in oral tradition heing ar besr Fragmeantany, aod il 20 owed g sy b-
sequent sxistence to the coclesiastically micdiated of forts of poeis. Tnosirighiforwanl
modern parlunee, i was g Lterary creation amacking of monastic learnmng, a:
Churngysen cugenily aceoed long seo (1921, B6-71.

Being aware thi Fol-scele teracy had tirst reeched chedr dsland in the wake of
Christranity, medieval Irish men of leteers bed to confront the problem of how the
Irath bl tleie pre-Christiun seochus could be konown, Censequently the conver-
sion ol aral into wriclen eshmony was o matter of profound coneern 1o them, as
Mapy hes shown with ceference to what be dabs these “'slose encounters of che tradi-
tiomal kind'*: "'like Patrick in the rales disciussed above, (he Lrish frernti, extending
the ounds of the new Christian cultiose, were anempding Lo record the words of 2
wondrocus being. the oral tradicion, thar had its own modles of seperation and
trapsmission’” (ibid., 136

Huowever, 3t might oo argued that by reoularky catring ool nlermediaries (o
revower i evewiiness avoount, the kind of ffadnaize secoptahle ag evidenes bt courl
(Binshy, Ondth Crabigoh, 90-1), this ganre actually shows irself to be misicustful or
everr subversive of orad rragivios, which by definition entails a chein of soch
lestirnaties  (Vansing, T9F3, 9. That the 'close cncounter® socmario wias ol
specifically inrended 1o juzlily the recording of genuine oral traditions i= indicated
Ty s application oo the Cransmizsion of seachys ps powhols, including ke *synrheric'
Tistnrizal schemes whase bigh lierary and scolesiastics] concent is nat in dispuce (ch.
A, Land 69, Do Swidlgud Tilaick; Venmrg has already been disoussed, and a futher
crample of this oype is Sodl Tudin aeele Cadeid (LLO1207-1255); in which the ancient
shape-changing Tudn, cager tochear Qiosd's word, engounters St Finnien of Maoville
and tells him of Ireland's five post-diluvian invasomns,

It thus seems thet, rather than placing rowch trosd moan agieal or idealized oral
irudilion's ¢ipacity 1o transmit cheir pro-Patrician readivions relinbly, the clercal
eetablizhment wlopied an obvicus snough medicval solucion o (he oroblem of
snlhentication By claining fer the Church and her Icarned appendagss privilesesd
access 1B frutl abeul the past through divine revclation. Classically liminal
heroes like Cd Chulaion wndd Fergos covld then be enlisted as svitahle messengers
alang with other hridgess of gaps such ws the putciarchal Fintan and Tuédn or the
angelic Trefuilogid, the Charch’™s essevinl conloolling role being personificd by 2
saintly go-betwesn or near equivalent. Through such interchanges between hero and
gaint on the boundary between the twe, Lonwledze of {be dead or dormant pagan
pest could be authoritatively channeled by 1hie Church's alliss and representatives
inte the Christian present. In practice, this docirne wie @ chaster for the
s il by ostented Jilerary reworking and invention of saza and olher senchus ps
requited, within the fimils imposed by the oced o avoid steaining cradibiliy By
unduly grear o sudden diverrences from = received cradition increasingly bolstersd
By winting. Clarrers, of course, are wsually intended far wee.




CHAPTER NINE

Druids and
outlaws

I The. figrn and some of its basic traics have already been gliuded to here and thare
in the preceding chaplers (ch.l, Toch.d, 4 che 5, & ch. 7, 3 angd B9 ch, 3, 71 It
ia nieew The Durn ol these anild varous other growps associated with theem oo the fringes
of carly Trish sociely o be considered in greater detail.

In ancient Ircland the early Life of o girl or, sven more pronouieedly, a Bow wis
divided inte distiner plases. Afer being reared in the pareintal home duning inlancy
{mice). a child of free Birth was vseally o gway to be fosrered when il guiles
voung (Eelly, 1988, 86}, the noomal age Tor this being seven vears zccarding 1o
Breshe Crofige (par. 7; Binchy, 1938, 890 Foslerage for affection [aitramm seirce)
with friends or relatives for no foe imay well conlinue an lndo-European practioc,
convincingly documenced by Jan Biemener (1976); of giving a voung bov to the head
of his mother's Kin, typically her farher of oldes] brifber, to be rearcd. A pood
filerary expmple of chis institudon bordering on the avopculate, OO Chulaing's
prevecivusly «arly depurture for fosterage wich hizs moher’s brovher Conchobar io
tleg Pirst of his reges peimradn or “yourhful docds™ in the T (11, 399-256), has besn
discussed along with wihers by O Cacheseigh (1986b, cap. 152-5). However, (he (ype
of fosterage afforded npsd prominence o surviving legal material is a kingd of @arly
medievel Trish equivalent of The English ‘public’ school entailing the professional
fosterage and training of a number of children for & fer and associated privileges
determined serictly by parencal rank (Relly, ibid,, 27-81

There is some dissgrecment belween the jexiz as (0 whether fosterape was
ernsrally concluded at the age of Tourteen or sevediesn vears, Ortir Gobfock opting
tor the tormer and Hretha Crdlfige for the armer Gkid., §8-9), However, regardiess
al which of thess iz correct or of whether they reflect variations o7 ¢hanges in prac-
fige, Uhe main coneern of the present chanter is wich che well hoen young male's posi-
tian during the intermeilizie phase between the end of fostorage (eltrem) and 1he
attzinment of manhood (ferry) wlong with the inberitance of landed properiy
{rrehad).

2. Concerning the owest geade of Cresman [ recoemises, O Gablock asks:
“why iz this man called & “mar of middle huls(?y er inidbeth)? Bacavse he has

come froon childheod. fram the law ol fosierags, and bas ot reached menhood
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Caring? docndiche! & mimaicd, @ adlighed oltrmorg, 3 madeody feriaidls Ls o particular
age assigned 10 the fer midboth who swears concerning peoalies (rimehuing
srgchie)? Adl apge of fourtoen vears i assipmed. The reason be cannor maintain
testirmony % rhat he who has met slessdy faken possessind o inberitanze
{rafedi-rogeih geilh nd comarbus g sind is ool cepable oF lestimeny excepr regarding
every [ifle before sevenresn wears, unless a Tree adult [fer ffre] maintzin it with
hiim"' {par_ G).

Regarding the secenl Jer evidlodk “who maintaing testimony™ {oonsod frser), |
i5 asbeed: Y fa purlicular e ] wssigied [to hbm? T is assigned] from Fourieen yeers
o twenty, 10 benrd-sncirclernent.. Thmegh it be thar ke acguire the estaly ol o cow
freeman [fo-wiri) before Te have an encircling beard, his vuch does nol avall except
wevording (o the oach of a fer sidbodh, Morgpver, hough e be wirhout taking
inheritance until old age, his oath still does o ge bevood the fee sudborh. His fief
is five s8te (e two and a hall milch-cows], his rendsra werher with irg gceossorics.
[lar is the render of en der-ciinid, o nin who docs ot oceupy possessions o luod
fror nimself {fer no:frede sedtd mi Sorann i Ffaddsizing L L Mo onz i allowed Lo sel
up hiz house as long as e is o minos ontil he is capable of scparate estute ownership
(sain-fread) and ol aking prsscssions (gabd! seff). (and this upplies w) o fer sdid
borf as 0T us he be ancea-ckiniud, cxcept his lord be counterbound ., {pare 9

It iz apperent Proos this accoont that aradvscon to full legel staoss as anoaduob
within the setiled landowning laity of the rieck depeoced apon the fulfilment of owo
corsliionsg, namely the attzinment of a mimmorn age ol Pwenty syimbolized by
groowth of & full beard aod the peguisition of (he appeopriate properiy rating by
nheiitanee. Henee the reluctance of wo asduli warnor ke Nad Crandail to fight with
ihe Peardicss Od Chulainn io the Todn (L 1443-56) o the peepl: of Tars®s initial
reacion o Conwre’s voulblul appeamnee naked and anmed enly with & sling (o
claim the Kingship m foged’ Beoedse Da Derpa i socems tous chut ous budl-least
and our incantadion ol el have boen rained singe ic is w bearcibess voulh thal wss
shown to s Lhersin'' (par, 18k T the absencs of cither ooe of thess goalilnsiions,
progmess Froa the relatively low stasus of fer midbodh o the higher coe ol Bd-aive
or che Lke mnst waic. To the case of an under-ige person walh (e necessany
inherilance this would only be a matter of Leme, six vears o most, hu failurs to
inhierit the roguisite property mighe cesuli n lasting fer eidfosh s1atus.

Binchy's extually untemebie aiizmpl Lo dislinguish berween & junior and a senjer
Jer midbork aped 14-17 and 17-20 years sospoctively has boen effectively critivissal
by BlcLeood (1982Zh), who proposes a single age group of 1420 jurther sebdivided
on the basis of nen-inhericanee versas imheritance., However, Lhis view s Basad apna
& misinterprelaian of the passage abour the junior der micharh, which clearly stares
thet his delimive Tailare o maiinain testmony did ol extemd beyand the sonzn-
peenth years The solotion would scem to be thal both age and inheritance were
vl ved: wp oo the ape of seventeen Failure woonherin entziled the Tower fer mridhbolf
slains, rhe upper grade teing available from Bis fowrteonth year oo ong who had
inlerired properoy but only from g sevenleencl tn o whe had not, Moreover, the
Cwenticrh yoar only marksd cransivion Crom the dppes fer sfd ool tooa higher stacns
foor the inferitor of sullicienl priperty, the landless dewchining being condemned
to cemain gt the former level anrl such time as he inheritad, il ever,

Apart from i beiel convergence in status from the ages ol sgveiblesn 10 DW20TY,
the distinciion hetween the inheritor of independenl lamled propesiy or eefed and
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the non-inheriting den-chiinind 15 crucial throughout, differentiacing the upper Irom
thie lawer fer mighorh in the fourieen-to-sevenoeen age rroup and the Dull legal st
of Ad-gire ere. from the merely parual comnpeience ol (he upper for edaiodt alfe
the ape of twenty.

Whao, then, was Lhis dgm-cfiinipg or sole kin' caaght i mbsa, as 0t were,
betwesn the e of Tnsterags aad the moee o less pestponed inhoricance of the
intlependent properey necessary o secure foll legsl statug 25 2 mamber of landed
saviety? Thurneysen’s rarher degperate sugeestion thar he wae “'the lass of an
napeerialied kindred (Snel" hardly sguared cither with mention in the sources of
“hig *kin® . . oand his rolagives © . whe can impusn his contreen, if it excesds wha
is narmel™ or with bis obwvious lack of inheritance sinee *'in accordance with (he
Irish lew of inheritunce whersby the collateral kin of oneg who dies childless inherir,
suchk a 'last descendent’ ought to be pacticolarde ochoan Bl (1923, 3£7), O the
arher hansd, someone legally cul of 0 (ramebas ki enlil sach fime as be s hoeld nsherie
would 110 the ball mgely, Cowe is remimded of lee sionalan term declane, mezaning
Bieerally “swithosur Family™', applied roowarriors in mediaval Trish sourees (see DI,
and the classically propertileas sratos of the Sen-werrior amerges clearly from
Teeoses Cormoic's dictum fannid odeh oo frebad “every one e a fise-member until
(he acgquires) landed properts’ (par. 31, 10L

The derciinius [ikely association with the warlike fien s contirmed by Taie i
Flidary, in which the Llster exiles denciiniof are cosl io the rale of mgke] berserky
whov intervens o he crocial stioge ol @ siewe oossinlch viciory Tor e and then
Conocht e Trorm e JiEws al deleal: f socfein il irgal pechanrday Tiad 5 slas
ozt 7 dosberel folaier tein folvkar oo felee 5 Inidres dermiar oo rrdesal ol
o Seredoeaes e cind oo mhad o owedor ed s o0 Baeeic Corechie idn imimalie
“thorenpon the Ulster derchiniuds arose stark naked end launched s atrong,
vigorous artack with wrath and enormouws fury so that they brought the lintel down
upon them {the enemy) woil it wes on the middle of the counvard, ool (he
Connachimen joined them®' (L7 1606-5).

3. 11 apowacs, thaen, thal b eacly Drsh e calered Tor properiless niales of Trec
brrib whie bad lef fosterawe bor nad oor e imbesiied the property needed o setlc
down as ol landawaing memhbers of the fdgart Hahie o military service only an
prochivnation of & sdgad o “hosting'® (ch. %, & Binchy, Crdh Galdach, 106).
bloreover, tho laws associace the lacter starus with & formal marriage in whick both
sposes should ideelly be of the same social class and o which both or either shoeuld
concribute the reguisite property (s2e Kelby, DH8H, T0-3)0 Since such maiomeny
obviously presuppossd sither the inheriance of properiy in one™s owno righl,
tvpically on the deach of one’s facher, or merriage 1o an heicess cousio endowed by
the strictly circumscriped “Zelophahiod’ ode (che 4, Wi, members of the Sea can
birdlv bave b2en maccied o the nnomal conrse of things.

Citwen the eompararive pauciny of Meruaigectr or Fenian lore in the pre-Mocman
veacid 1see Weyer, 1510h), oar Tullest litcrary aecounts of the fon's idesls and way
af 1ife conne from racher later sourecs, above all thar massive coeltfth- or chirtsench-
cenbury somposition Acellcs Ag Sedddesch. The basic traitz of flonnaipechr in this
broader perspective have bren admirebly brought vul by Nagy's recent revolo
donary studsy ol Fhewivaloen o e oo (19ES), and e fe ||.-'.H.~u:|r|.i'|:||_'.- 20
arusl l.'.-i:h '\,l_n_.h I ';l-l:rl.:f__ir_'-n ity q:ilr“l,-r lex s Ei'\l-'l: :':h-:’ull 1hix _.'-."'uﬂ as a ancial
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imstilulison  in early Cheigtian Ireland, the focal point of the prescnt chapter,

W liglever the propensitics of later fexes like the Acafaw o differentiate a
sarmewhat romanticized fndid of fus-member from e disreputeble diferpiachy
oF brigand, these terms scem to have been more of 1cis interehangeable in the carlier
souices (MeCone, 19864, |-} Thus when in Topalf Bruidue Da Derpe Conaire's
fostcrbrothers, the theee sone of the fiedid Denn Désa (par. 9%, compleio about
their inebility to practise the profession (o) of their Baiber wod grundbaber, this
is described as god 7 b 7 gui daine 7 dtbers ' Ihedt and pluoder snd staughles of
peopls and cifberz™ (pac. 18], Subsequently *'they took up brigandage (b wilh
the soms of the lords kings of the men of Ireland sbouat them (oo macoail flaiiei fer
nEreny fmpuy® (par. 20), & passage thet corroborates the Acollawr’™s repeated
deslgnation of fon-maembers as meaie mp “kKings” sons'" with regard o the
preponderantdy youchful and aristocratic make-up of such bands. Mareovar, the
inpravoked purswit of Maine Milscothach's swineherd by Donin [ea's sons and
their fellow dikergs (par. 200 i3 reminiscent of the temporarily resureected 200 of
hiac Cais’s complaint 1o Parrick in Tirechan’s memoir: *''1 was the swinzsherd of
Lugpir king of Ircaaith. The ffan of the son of Mac Con slew me (fvgadavit me fen
maice Maics Cow) in be reign of Cairbre Mg Fec™ (40 (T); Bieler, 19749, 134.5],

These ditrerga or (bhands o) brigpods and che British covnterpariz with whom they
eventually combing are wlso termed Sianmer on oocaston in Tt Brddne D Derger
(e, pac. 1431, @ pactivularly siriking instance being furnished By e deseniplion of
their landing in Teeland with morderous Tenr: “the brigands (diherpaie leap anto
I réche Fuirkthin and hring a stone For cach man with them teomake a carn, For the
Sign-bands (feng) distinguished ar the ouact between raiding and decision in hatrle
[efer aroan 7 maidm p-fmairic). It is 2 eolumn that they wsed to plant when it was
decision in bartle. but a carn thet thev wsed to set up when it was raiding. It was
a carn, then, that they set up thet time, since it was raiding, and a long way {rom
the houwse at (hat lest they be overheard or seen {rom the houss, They made the carn
for two reasens, frsoly because a carn wis customary for brigandagesa brigaocd (b
ey ooty oiingd and secondly soo thil (hey mighe discover thedr losses al e
hstel. Bvery one whie shauld comme sale froms it would reke his stone Crom the arn
s thar the stones of the people who had been killed there would be left™ (147
TO2E-3T: ef. pars 67

The bricf gencalogical tale of Croldne and her threc sons, eponymaus anoesiers
of the throe main breoches of the Conailte of Louth, neetly illustrates the associz-
tion of fiarnas or lfe in the ffae witk both raiding and lack of proper inheritance:
"It is a davghivc who bore them to ber father, 1. Creidoe the female fion-leader
{an-Peinpic) was their mother, che being the daurhter of Copall Costamail. Conall
belonged to Conchobac’s provinee, and was sshamed chet his dauphrer should bear
hirm sens. They wers pul ftom him then inte the e of the territory, For Conall
wias forced tnoaeparare rhese wond Cram lint an aceounl of fis gueet, wliode nams
wiag Affe, sinee the eonflicr between Adfe and Creidne was great. Thereatter Creidone
chtered npon fonnesto plunder her father (de frgail o barfes) and her seepamarher
an aceount of her sons (heing pac) outside their ancestral kindred. She had three
nincs on flannes, wore ker hair plaited behind, and vsed to artack (hvl sea and land
alike. It is for this the was called Creidne the fov-leader (C. ba féingid). Soven vears
she spent o exale (e, Deoween Ieeland and Britaing uneil she made peace with her
Father™, adeguals lands being promized o her sone (Corp. Ger,, 154)
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As Richard ﬁlm*pz has derncnsiraled (1979, BILTY, oibery is j_'cl:l]'ﬁ:ﬂ[fli in the
hagin_gra_f:-hin:a] record as a ritualived Torm of triguudi,:_gr invu]v‘,rm e wcu;rjng of
-apn:cia] marks ['.?E'J'gmﬂ'."ﬁ' [ ?Egréﬂ] rr the bead o loken of 4 vow o kil SUNTLE TS,
a 3:-E.|1.iq:u'|&r'|‘_| i'|'|UI'|1i|'.-&r|r|I|_a,, insliance ht-:il;g Mupirchin's :Iﬁl_‘.rjpl_i_un ol the ferocious
[Nacerman hMacuil moceu Cireccae “residing o a monniaingygs, cough and high ploce
in Diuimm moocu Echach, where Tie daily exercised his Tordship by taking up mose
wicked signe of cruchy (signg requissivng crwdelivafi, significanty ghnssed difereg
in the early ninth-century Book of Armagh text) and killing passing visitors with
cruel criminalicy' {8 23(3) Bicler, 1979, 102-3). The size of these hands ranges
wigdely in the sources from small proups of three of five through Creidie's cwenty
sevenn ibove Lo leoops several bundreed strong in Topad! Bruidue Dy Derea (par.s
41-4), Sharpe referning ta “the [tegquent mention of men in mukiples of theee, most
comnonly nine'” {ibid,, 543, The opening of Tdin Bg Frofck may indicare a tendency
For such groaeps to he made up ol rewgh coevils; Ty kings' sons {cortce mac fg)
was the number of his Tivoselald, all of the same sge (oo ) and sguolity with him
hiath in appearance and apparel''.

As mighe be expected of unariached voung men past thie sge of puberiy, the frn-
members’ cheracteristically vomarriced state was no har 1o sexnzl relations with
women, however ransizory. Thare i no shortage of such episcdes in later Fenian
Lirerature (see Magy, 1985, 52 arel), and diterg soems oo have heen g byword for sex-
uel promiscuity in the saclier period too. In o extraordinary nerrative from che
Book of Leineler S0, Moling punctures bic own member with 2o awl to aveid temp-
Pitbbom webien i neighboor's wile bares her crotch {gabn to him, 8nd then shows him-
sell s lirmow believer a: W.E, Gilbert’s Mikado in letting the punishment fir the
crime: ' very well, woman,' suid he 'may bad prople distert your crotch {rosriastrar
droch-doins do gabod) undil they bave (heir Bl of you'. "That shel oot be true’ she
said. “There is nor-a man in Treland wha wonld LTy 1l un with me, thanks 10 my
dirga'. To is afterwards, then, thar brigands (fvrpa’ed Gume (o her so Lhal peelve
aof them mownced her™™ (R 36T0T- 10 Hall, 19307,

However, there was more oo the Fenian way of Tife than rhe gexgal loenee, rob
bery and viclenos pardcularly asacciated with adfees. Although the more hasmiess
Tole of nomadic hunters in the wild so0 prominent in the often somewhat roman-
ticized later pocounts tends to e neglected in the oldor acurces, its mejor contribu-
ton o the fiaw’s livelihood in the early period can hardly bo doubied. Thas &
curious O brish charm oreserved in the ninth-century Coder Sanetd Panli testifies
i Ui sile ol their activities as well as to the role of inheritance in determining the
choice between a sertled larming and o vegrant huntiog cereer oo rdorh eod S
respeclively! ““Twish for the wouod dwooeden board? ] of ndice U1 sod of stlver raven
(chiel?y herwesn Tie and wall, | wish for the three thin boars, May @ Faicy alend
miy cnecuntes with corcal and dany poduce [k 7 milch) o whaigver §move H o,
T# 1 e pranced good duck heremay it be coreal and dairy prodoce that 1 see (ma -
wcthoicrher-5a inse rog ick 7 melichy adesar). TT 1 be not granced good Tuck ot it be
wilves (lic, "wild dogs'") and dear and traversing of mouncain: and vouwng warriors
of the fige thot [ ses (oiani-nerariomivier ropar choin alnal 7 ofs 1 imehechr sidhe 7
agic féne adeser)’ (Thes, 11, 253).

Crhetgosly fhese words relate (o 9 gituation des 10 seal che speskes™s fote ws oo
landad progpeiercs, iTlucky, or o woll-like wanderer of (he mounlins with the Jwr
i gearch of LAME, if s, Whial _rrl_ig';l_l thas “rmiake gr bresk' scspare he? he
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standar early Trish practice of dividing & patcimeny equally among the surviving
soms with legitimene cntitlement, allowing lur Lhe exiia share or comal serorbal due
o Lhe eldest (che 4, 8). must on occazion have resulted in portions no longer sulli-
glenl poomainiEin teo or more seck beirs in theie Tarher’s stams: Indesd, Ceih
Graliach cnvisages just such o stluaiion when it asks the following guestion abeul
the tarker low tanking wétheck srasthreha @ defch or " commoner whie sultiviies Tis
o0t Uwhial deprives hisman of STares 25 & cow-tTesman (Scirdven s For porhaps
thera gre fowr or five men whoo are heits of @ cow-lresmnan (e e onimerhs
bogirechy s Lhal (heingd & cow-frocman is o possible for sach of Cher " (11 142-81
That such ruinnus divisions might be avoided by compelition betwee the Teirs s
suggesied by Tlreelidn®s account §32 (1-5% of owo bravhers paeparing o ficht an
ubwiousiy tradivional pagan duel 1o che deth in fesslve jost such a problem (see
bl one, [984b, 57-81. A less extoeme alieroanve s indicatod by Gebbressn Caror-
asd, i which the judge Corgtndoe recounis a sevies of judgements thar would be
false under normel circumstances bul then procecds 1o justify these on sccount of
rhe excoptional situtivn appiving (oo the 2ase in guestion. Censequencly, when he
ennounces L have given presedenee tooan heir without lot-custing (rwows (e oo
choniarbn con chepanchor) ™ COTH 2193.220, it follows thut the casting OF Torg was
the normal procedure for resnlving disputes ebout an inheritance that was ot o B
divide], Thee may surmise that other forms of pumbliog mighl be adepred on
crssion a5 a means of sctdement, and che playvine of Sdefell Tor stakes or forfeis
s @ prominent comstituent of sapus such ws Tochsawet Ffefue (111, par, 3£) and
fuokire A (par, 1550

The charm's curiows openine relerence o fid “wood” and arzzer-bromn 'silver
raver™ ina petently indoors seifing Sthetweon: fire and wall [erir fenid 7 freigd™
hieging to make ssnse un e assampdion rhat & board game such as bran-ded *raven
black’ or Sd-chedl Cwond sense™ = involved. In his valuable discussion of the
relatively Tew passages in medicval Trish literaturs giving some insdisation as e how
these frequenily mentioned games were played, Ecin MarWhite refers 1o Fleanod
Kootl's (1928, 198-97 collearion of references to broampmrd and s “‘cheguersd
bord (heee-clde)''s “she shows that there is o ospecial piece in the game called the
brpadr., The word Arands is a commen posiic epithizl for a chicf and the piece is
prohably a “king-picce’ of some sort”” (1948, 2% Since rthiz word is an obvious
dirminurive of Arar Yraven CCchief™ )" and the practice nf plaving Sdohel with pizces
made of precious substances such ws 2oldd o silver is well actesced in the lecature
ic.o. Tein B Fraich, par, 8), i1 seems likely enough that fid end argga-trom in 1he
harm reter 1o Lhe board and key pacee respectively in this game,

The Following varse Troon a poci in Aogifam e Sewdroch led MacWhile o the
copsnl conclusion that agame akin o the Leppish tablut was involvad: “my Tamod
brassnedt is i Lhe mountain above Leitir Broing five men o white siiver sdrout
v and 2ighs of red-gold'® {ibid., 300, Sinve Lhe sommposition of the smaller sids
ix demanatrazed By a raference in a bardic puem o Ehe Bearpde) with his four pieces
cn each square arcund him (Koo, 1926, 198), the hasic sirwation and proporiions
appcar o be exaccly as in tablut, in which the vential aqoase is occupied by the “'king
of the Swedes’ surrounded by his eight men, while the opposine torce of sieen
differentdy coloured * MMusopviies'” is locared in four prouge g the edige, A Lern oo
sists of muving 3 single piesz in the menner of the rock in chess, the “Swedish™
objective being to get rhe King o the edge of the board, thil of the “*Museoviees™
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being o surround him on 211 four pes-diagonal sides. The Ballinderey boseil
excavared by MacWhire has fortv-nine sguarcs (7x7) and may well have baen usad
for o pame like brandub with its thirceen pleces, whercas rablor oich its fwenry-Tive
men has a correspondingly larger (909 hoard with cighty-ong squares {Mac'While,
ibid., 35-30.

[ cablul an ordipgry pisce s iken when twe opponent piccss are placed on cither
givhe ol i boarieonally or verliclly, As MasWhile podnts out §ibid., 26), this was che
standand capruea move in Sdchel an the seidencs of o passuer in the tale of Mag
1% Chendaand Commaine Fora: “Good ;" said Cuadaive, el ws pliy Sdoied.”” "How
arc the men slain?' gz2id Cunimaing” . Mol difflicull, o blisck pair of mine areund
a single white man of yours onthe same Tine {dies Sl dari-se i odefor Sined o
seo forsin ere-0b stoving for advanece vonder'™ (O°Recffo, 1911, 3200 Coald ““ihe
three thin boars™ io the d Izish charm be 8 werm for 2 similar move i earduh
involving two pisces about to destroy a third aligned berween them? Althoagh
doubrs about exiacily how these pames, partdoulacly falchell, wore played provont
Turiher elusidation, (he loregoing Jdoss escablish a presumpoon that the charm
refaies na twinnar take sl swme af Sreeoyl befwesn owa heics in order o decer-
roneg which of them shiveld receive o inheriiines aml which should remaio proper-
tiless Tiis, e taospeak, an eatly Insh “luek beow lady fondght™”,

Tt has glicady hoon seen thal & magjar rale n the S s slinboied 10 kings” sons,
and the firasr Salemancs Life of 51 Lagaid alias Moluze gives 3 mice vignelle ol a
king's son called Faeldn ©'lhEesle weali™® with his brigand hand sha subseqeently
becomes king and later still & monk of 5t Moluac's {par. 100 Heial, 1965, 153,
From thiz it would follow thar many an carly Trigh king had & youth in the Qe
behind bim, and i is doubeless apainst this background that the reminisecnces in
Teggwon Cormde abonl Juvenils bunting snd fighting in groups of variows sizes arc
te b unederstoond: 00 wrandson of Conn, O Cormac™, said Cairbre, “what were
wonir cleeds when ynu were o lad (2idlerd? ™ Mot difiicoolc”, seid Cormac. "1 usad to
kill & |1ig: [ used ro follow a rrack when | was plane. | osed o macch szainet & band
af five (cwire Lﬁf{'f.l‘_':l when Towas ane ol Tive, | was Ty loar stinEhler (airereci]
when T was ane of ten. Taas r-:a.d:c frer |.3i|:|i|‘:g (eredrenadiecde) wlhen | s one ol |ty
[ was ready for battle (eatfiae) when Fwas ong of & hundred. Those were my deeds*®
(par. &

It mey b added that nature’s bouwnty and the froie of raiding do not seam always
wa herve sulliced tor the S, winter presumably being a time of particular hardship
when they were most lahle (0 Batten upon the seitled community. Refercness in
garly lewal and other sowrces 1o lests given lor themn will be discussed later (5
Fadiovw )y, e merely heing laken bere of 0 Chulainn™s cluim in Tockenare Lmive
tex brave ihered (o hos Tosles Gubier 1M the bosprialler che abilisy oo feed the men
of Tister with their king Feonr a week, dunng which =1 support (heit men of el and
their brigends (fooswidiue @ addng 9 o katberga)' (ar. 220 van Hamel, 1933, 295

4. Remacks from g poeviows arcicle on this tople (MeCone, 1986d. 13-53) will scrme
hers to pull these wariows strands topether and plsce them in a beoader enniext
imdicated by che anthropological studiss of Heinrich Schurtz {19025, Adrisan Prins
CEREDT ol Pk |=znderson Soewinl (19771 s well oz the wock of van Gennep dis-
cussed earhicr {eh. &, ).

“Trothus appears thar far many shales af Cees beethoin aacly relioad the ferrminatian
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ol Tosterage arownd fonrpeen viars of aee was followed by o siaee in 1he e, an
independent arganization of predominantly landless, wnmarvied, ueseeiled and
young men given e hunting, warfare, and sexual licenes in the wilds cuside the
feigtdl, upon whizh it made clagims, by agreement or Foree as the case might e, o
sustcnanee and hospitality and for which it might perform corcain clemonrary polics
or military services where relations wers not sitained oy hostility. Upon the aequisi-
tion ef the reguisite propecty, uswally by inberitances upen the death of the father
or other next 0f kio, but oo before the upe of cwenty ooe would normelly pass from
the S o full membership of the rdeih of married properiy-owners.

"Thissystemn displays clissic features of whit anthropologists term *ege prading’,
the division af a man’s e inte distingd phases of astivity demarcated by key iransi-
tioms such a5 puoherty and marviage, aid ‘age sers” of morg or |ess gpprosimaie
coevals hound tegether by a commman vite of initiation, the “WEnnerbond® or sociely
of yvoung mele warrior: being a perticalarly prominent assaciation af this rype,

““East Africa has proved particularly vich insystems of this kind, ranging from
the comparatively simple to the coormously complex, and the Masai there have
structures whose broad outlines pre guite reminiceent of what has just been positzd
tor garly Leefand, Thos "between droumcision and their formel initistion as junior
wilrriors, boy: wander in bands all over the Mueni country. After initiation they
sleep in spedal bachelor huts with the unmarried gicls, Only when they become
genint warriors aee ey perindtied 10 macey’ (Muordoch, 1959, 138], Furlbermore,
thes: gegregated, unmadeied and promisenoans jumos warrors lead g wild Lilfe of war-
farc and raiding uncil they have acquired sufficient cactle to sel gp howse and pon
chase & bride, whercupon they shave their long haie, hecome senice warrioes, aod
aetrle dovn to tending their herda, raising & family, and Fighting as amale noly when
necessary to defend the tercitory. Children of ecalthy parcnes are liakle to fcave the
junior warrior grade earlier than averape to look after the femily proporty, whilc
those of pour parsnis meay have 10 remein jenior wecrors for Jonger than average
uniil they can get the necessary bride-price together - . It mey be added that the
use 0f seorel wirrior societies to impose order god & rough-and-ready justics is well
attested in the semewhst differeit West Alrican and Morth American bndieo
swsleis,

STt alcnsld e appacent thist the gumdor waarriors i This system have much ioocorm-
mion with the early Trish fen-imembers, and the seniar warsiors with active members
of the gdark . . ., and the segregacion of sexually maraee bul uamarried males Trom
the rest of socizry, a8 in the casc of the Irish Ao or Masai junior warriors, was a
oot uncommon method of minimizdng the potendizally disrupoive offocts of their
wildness upon seitlead socizty 25 a whole'.

Furthermaore, instrustive though such parallels are, we do not have to look bevond
medieval Franve's koights ecrant for a browdiy similac pheoomenon closer to home.
Cieorges [nibv's deseripbion of which (1977, ¢h, Y11} brimgs oul the socnl and
cennmic factors invalved exstremaly well, Dby 's aceount has baen suminarizad as
follnws: “cortain well-hora man rermed evesds individually or fevsnius colleerively
in he relevant sowrse: emerge ws o partioular social proup comosiiled to a life of
wandering in scarch of sevual and marcial advencere and advantaes herwosn two
seftled phases, namely childhood in the parental home or place of education and
married like ay a futher and mester of one’s own house. Moreover, “the pressures
which Forced (welfth-century knigphes atter they were dubbed into a life of errancy
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muzl Cherelare be aliribued 1o custons cegulating che distribution of inheritances
and Family wealth! (Muby, ibid,, 118 Continusd manepement of his estates by a
Tather after sons had come of age was g sienilicant Gactor, and the period spent as
a vagrant “wouth' varied consideralbly: aceording (0 drcumstances, Duby's con-
cluding remark to the offoer thas “such wes the aristoraie vouth ol France in the
twclfth contury, a mob of voung men ler logse, inscarch of glary, proli and lemile
prey, by the great noble houses in order to relicve the pressure an thaie expanding
power” coull B oapplissd with virtually egual force to che Trish fSenee® (WoCone,
ibid., 15,

5, Altlowgh rehable infocmetion on this poins for the eacly period is rather
scaniy, the S clearly bad itg own hissicchy, some of its moTe senior membars
apparently being charged with the enforcement of law and order both within end
without the miock.

Thugsome obd lzgal glogses'in the H.3, 18 maneseript alluds racher covptically and
tendenticusly to a specizl type of losd-client refanonship within the #ow's member-
ship by mentioning s wild ficf (fed-rarh), oo a Tlef thar iy bestowed ina woor
{rath ernir § i) A exile or raider or ffae-member (fosngeeck wd fogheid ma féien-
furhy bestows 3t, Thet is & owild fief, for it s not in the divisions of lerdshp
Cllrehtalh Rachay, for it is noc to manifest lordship ina wood of modntaing i iz
ot guislommary (o take o lord’s chind (frfan Aatha) ioro 2 mouncaing Jikewise, then,
a fiel thar iz besrowed inog woodl o an exile or raider (do loingsech nd foplaidy”?
(CTH 919.29-32).

The passage concerning the afre cebfe or *'locd of slavghter'’, whe is gven a
relatively high status equal to chat of the lowes] af the peble grades, is arpuakly the
most obscure in Crvh Gabdach, which explaing that he 2 so called ' because he is
the locd of o buod of five (aire cdieir) thar is fefo oo perform slavghier in allied terri-
tory O coinguiy] until che end of & monch to avenge the dishonour of a kingdom (oo
ohigoid emechrocoe fdaithe] gpainst whom rocent homicide s cormemitied, 1T they hiove
nel sewomplizhed i by the end of a month they enter upon an-agreement thar their
pretections will aar adbere 10 him (them?) any Jonger. Though the same hand of
five have slaughtered men from the wllied territory, the @ire éopig can undertake
{asroan-rer, liE, “fean pay™™ on their beball that neither land nor bronze cauldron
i forfeit for it ot anly vessels 10 (he vialue of o cow, He then brings them out oo
the end of the allied territory fioe their receplion ageording to the extent of his pro-
tection and his friends. His retinue and maintenance are due as or an aive oéso™
(par. 251,

Dizsenting from the view of Mac MNeill and others that ““rhe o8 is (he leader of
a sl banad af 'avengers” who are left within the fdath of che slaver and given a
perind of one menth 1o lake vengeance on the guiliy parties’” (Cxeh Cablach, 71,
Binchy preferrod to see him *'ps o member of the wdath of the daver. His duty is
o harbouwr and prowect the five men® whi have been sent from the other rdarh o
prosecuce the bBlood-feud againg the guiliy parly’™ (ibid., T1). This ootion of a
public functionary charged wich harbowring a "hit squead’ bent on mordering one or
mere of hic Fellow citizens is not onle hizaire, oo <ay the legst, bat 35 also Qatly con-
triuliciesd by the reference in a gloss on Cethiraficds A thoaldle 16 " man beyongd
the ferritory e far orioh), namely the aire Sofhra’” (CTH 395.29) a5 well as by a gloss
il par. 51 of Brethe Crdiige mentioniog **the cemoval of outrages on kingdomeand
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raas by the aire dohie fimgdeiil gros niath q cenél dow wirg dofta)'t (ed. Binchy,
§038. 40-17, L0 thus appears virtually cerrain shit che oéeg cothla and his band of five
were charped with crussing the horder to avenge the murder of members of their
awn tEath by a persen or persons From anocher sdedh. The apparent restriction of
this process to @ (eedh hound to their own by (oeaty (reirdas)) is casy enouph L
cxplain, sinve the rules in question aftford the bagrnd senne protoction in the fureign
territory in refuin for a sericr time limin un Ceir acrivitics. By then the dispuls would
have been resolved cither by cheir fuilure 10 dispateh the wrongdoers within a monrh
or by payment of rather low compensalion for anyone duly killed, In short, these
prowvisions were desisned to prevent cross honder blood feuds from geiling nut of
biand and could only have wpplied 1o cdstha beoween which @ Lesaly exisped. The
opcracions of an aire dofig and lis Tollowers in a foreign (el wilh which no treaty
exigred can only have been legally unenforcible aml correspondingly wnregulated
Thie glossing of (he main text's dhergack as ' he pive defe™ in Bretha Crofige
{par. 31} s summarily dismizacd by Binchy: il i sirange rhat the dfbergicd,
‘regver”, shonld he aceorded a defindte status did he originally represent g member
of i war band” (of. Thurnevsen, Slefpheavage, po 7837 At all events the glossalin
no lenger kiew what to make of hiro and, e an attempe o fit im inte b scheme
of things, ludicrausly identifies him with (he wirg defio, 8 kind of public enlorce
of petaliies againse alien offenders™ (1935, 71-Z1. Howcover. the notion thist the wiee
detita and hiz band of Fve turned lpose on a killing mission coostivuled a Tas, Tar
fram being absurd, is Tully substantiated by the gloss on fim chert cock fénneds
“eonecrning the mighl of every Sos-member (Header)’” in Cefbinsfichi Arkgobdla
parcizlly cited aboves e every treasure that is due to (he fen-mamber (firid),
since he is like i man beyond the territory, e, the gire dokie™ (CTH 395.24 2nd 29},
In the aire cofor, then, we Tave the aduls leader of & small Ten whose relatively hizh
runk depends apen the performance of cerain rudimentary external policing duties,
Acstmilar pierurs cmeracs o the case of 1he foe-pasee or “champion™, whose mar
tial yualifications are desorbed ey Follows in Crth Gablach: V'who is mghl and
proper for making a king's Food? A fergebes of three blows, What are they? A man
wlin can strike a blow o his maiched adversary so that it cransfines the man tlroagh
his shicld. A man who lakes a man in live sapture and holds him e babife. & man
who smtites an ax with a single Minw thar does not leave (anylbing) ove:. & mas who
runs through @ prisoner without compunction (7). A muan whe rens themegh a war-
riet (éevpnn) in Troot of the host so thar e folls from a single blow!! (par. 43}, The
reisonable suspizion that such & man mughi b assooared with the faw is coniirmel
by his place at feasts in the king's house: *un the arher side, in the fime-chumpion's
geitl [ focifu féinmid - see MoCone, 1986d, 7, 0. 250 a fergrices vo guard the disr ™
{ibnd;, par. 46). Finally, a legal miscellany in H.318 asks ““what is & fergnine? A
maan with whom thers ace proper manly deeds (Far-prima, as be soumerales i
Serrad Airecsra. He exacts her bride-price tor @ wonsn after every one has failed.
What makes hirn o forgnlas s el soven combane have been arranged from a combat
betareen e um o o comban Berwcen seven end he capiuces ioman Lieough his prowess
(rar g gaisced’ rom 2very ooe nf those combats until it has e seven man-rakinges.
1t is thence he is called ferpriae (CTH 972.13-T) Lt appenars, then, thart this celatbvely
semior lvpe of ffadid alsn has rodimentary sulising duties, 1his time within the e,
whare he may hzlp to keep order in the king's house and enforce the paymen of &
wipnian's bridc-price where other meuns hive failed (sce Thurnewvsen, 14924, LE
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f. ATt the sons of Doon Désa had taken up dibers wilh he sons of Ireland's
nobilicy in Toped! Briddng 13y Dergg, Vthey had thrice fifty men goder instruction
when they were wolfing (e fifelnd) in the termtory of the Coonachimen™ (par. 20).
The wercwolf implications af (he 1erm fdelad emerge clearly from the following
passage about Leignech Faclad in Cevir Anenarn: "he was 2 man who used (0 g0
wollirge [Frd fdedod), doe. into wolfsliapes [ conrechiaid), 1o, into shapes of wilves
(ir reedrioils mi e ey he used o go-and iz ofTspring used to po afier him, and
thew usedl 1y kill the herds after the fashion of wolves (o bér ma mae 20€), 50 thal
it is T vheal he osed (o be called Latenceh Faelad, Tor he was the firso of them who
went inee a wollshape {F comrechi]” (par. 2150,

This and other aftestation: suggest chat, although the word e wsuslly refers
4 hound, it was also a generic lor hevnd eod wolf indifforently, althouxh che futrer
could be explicidy differcntiaied by adding the cpither alfeid “wild'", prefixing fdel
Mol e give fdel-chd or dsing g lerm ke mac fre Az pointed ol elsewhere
phleCone, [9E6d, 16}, the preminesce of O amd Fied in earby Trish persmisel oarre:
s presuz bly reotesd in che werowol arteibuges of the S, while the vagrant person
termed foffe wnd described as having had the ofud oo or **hair of vagranes™ p
oty 1 n sirne benls seems to belong in this conlex, he sssociation betacen youig
warriars nf the fiwe sod wolves in the charm from the Cwder Swneti Gaild has already
been alluded o in % abuwve, and o the cpisode of 51. Moling and the neighbour’s
wife discussed in the same section chere is a clearly deliborate irony in Che fact that
itis wolf-like brigands or @iy, bumen ooiw, oho fresteate (he wailon woman's
confident cxpactation of proteciion by ber own hounds (feie chome) and rape her
m : gengr or pack.

Phe Bl ol wolt-like voung warriors s sulficiently circumscantial and widely
artested phenomencn among the Celts' gisler peoples 10 put the institation's Tndao
Furopean provenance bevond rcasonable doeubl, The deteils having boen given
clacwhene (MeCene, 1987, it will suffice o present The broud outlines of the argu-
ment fare.

The OId Irish martial name pr epither Svof-thosn “wallskin® (MoCons, 19855,
[73-00 has parallcls in the O0d Morsg term dif-Reding “wollakin' used of the
derserkr or Vberz-shirt™ warrior, wha like the Insh ger-chimid (2 above) sodd
Ciaulish eguivalents deseribed by Polybous (11 28-300 tended i izl msked ur vir-
Iuslly so (MeCone, 1987, [06). Lily Weiser has put matters thus in & detailed discus-
siony of The relevian) Nordic marerial: “rhe early Worse berserks are mighty fightes
. -« They alsn wore voils of wolfskin instead of armwour anil were consequently also
called wlfedagr ("Waollskingy . _ . Furthermore they are capable of states of frenzv
in which they then become superhumanlty strong and invelnerable, They are usually
reprasentcd as unrnarricd, dangerous warriors, and appear mostly in groups of o,
five or, very frequently, twclve. They are usually in a king's service . L nd con-
shilute hiz creck troops . . . However, they alsu appear as robbers and eriminals oo
their pwn behult | o . Finally, however, there are berserks who follow this wav of
lile only in their youth, and later Becorme yood citizens . . . Beraorks are presented
il the traditien is pegans - . . The Viking expsdition wsually lasts three vears, afoo
which rhe youny mian mardes and bocomcs more or less setcled. [t is clear chat the
Viking and the old Berserk way of life have a grear deal o commean®™ (1927, 44-31.

Lizss preciscly similar werswoll expressions are also artesied in §atin, Sanskril,
Zreck, Rossian and Armecian (MeCone, 1987, 118) Use of the word Tor “woll',
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more ofien than nor & reflex of the [E form, as 8 personal name or a designation
for owlaws is found in early Celoic, Germenic, Greck, Indic. Iranian and Hittite
sources (ibid., 118-200, In addition to the early Irish evidence and an obwiows repra-
sepiation of & young mel: company of spear- and shield-bearing 'wolves' an the
Cundestrop celdoon of presumed Celtic workmanship (ibid., 112-4), notable fur-
ther suppert for an Inde-Beropsan *Minnerbuns” of yvouthful werewelves is pro-
vided by Kudre and ohe Mares in O Bdig meih (thid, 120-21], anciend Uresh
acersnts ol Arcadian, Sparcan and orher customs (bid,, $21-7), the Komsn egeal
of Bomulas and Remins fibid., 127235 w26 7 below) and (he piclicularls well -
scarched carly Gormanic material {ibid., 10043,

Morzover. ar the penctically crocial level of basic vocabulary the sasby Trish con
trast betwreen the setiled edodh under its king {rf! and the vagram fos. formerly
cuire, uF ¥oung warrior: (eafc) cen be reconstructed for Indo-Buropean itself on the
sirength of plentiful cosmales in the sister teoguames. Thus OFr. iarh coslimes 1B
Trawed, O+, f(E =redks, Olr. cudre 1E *korvos and OTr. aee TE *Rywhnkot alisngsdde
*hovuhan- withont ®&o- suffix ws in Lat. fuveris, Skt wevan- (ibid., 110-1, 116-5,
[4l].

7. The aceount of Cormas mae Alrds poncepiapn, bivlh aod voull dosomding (0
Sedig Eopain 7 Cormaic has alrcady heen summarized {ch. 8, &), and atfention will
now foous wpon the broadly similar bue on comparative and paolitical gragnds {eh.
[0, 9 probubly older version known: as Gexsmuin Charmpaio.

"This begins with Art's sleeping with hic hos: Ol Aichi'e daughrer Eran the night
hefare his death in battle againet Mac Con and instructiog her to give the son dus
tex be born Previm this union (0 his Irigodd Lugose e Trd of Connacht for Eosterage,
“The king i then killed in the battle as he himself reletcs. Then Etan wes pregnant
and it came into her mind to ser ooer e ehe howse of Liognag so that i) micht be (beare
she would aive hirth to the n-FFﬁpuing rhat was in har woanh' (1L 234), Hiving se
out in her ehariorwich a single maidservant, she was seized by ibour pitins and bore
ason on the wav. Heering & thunder-clap, Luegnae realized that thiz beiakened the
birth of & greet king in the person of Arc's son cncrwsted to him fom Fosterage, and
get out to find him, Meanwhile Eran slept after giving birth and instruceed her atcen-
dinnd Lo witlich e baby bov. "'"The maidservang, then, £l asloep and a she-wolf
reihes them ind fukes the lad to the place whers her whelps weore 2n0d 10 the rocky
witvg Thal i i Cenn Craibigl in Conechail. Thet i Cormec’s Cave today. The
worman awnke therealter aod altered her bonend, Tur she cocld oot fiod the son,
Then Lugnac reaches her and ashed them whal was the mailler with them, The
maiden told him everything, char i w10 deck hime she lind come singe 18 was (e
him the [3d had boon entrusied T bis Posterage. Lagoae takes the woman with him
1o his house thereafier and said thar he would grane fis wish ro whoeses shoald dis
cover information about or the whersabouts of the 23" {11, 39445

Cerel mas Acol bappens! upon the woltcubs and boy plaving 2t the cava's
entrance, nobiled Lognes and was duly eewarded with lend. Then they cecovered
the buy and cubs, whersupon Lugnae urtered o secomd prophecy of Cormaes’s
greatness, including the words Bid e “he will be o fan-member™ (of, end of
3 absoie) among the Tist of anribales prelaced (o s e kingly aocomplishments.
“Thearcafier the bov is fostered withh Dugnac and menden of his Eoeage o his
father's enemies was nat dared - . - Chnce Cosmac and Fer Tri's sons, e Chehamen
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wne Usthmich, were plaving. He struck one of them. 'Alack,' said he * have becn
struck: by i man whose parentage and Gamily are nod known except thet he is &
falhzrless bastard" (I, &8-76). IMsiressed by this siur, Cormec complains o
Lisgriae, whes then revesals s esalled ovel pareotaee and prospects to him. They
Vieem setocut For Taa, where Mac Con receives Chem well and secepts Cormac 85 o
foancr-snn. This leads oo Cormac's Tamous correction of Bie Coen’s udgement
about the sheep end the gueesn®s wead, whoercapon Mac Con s banished
Carmac duly becomes king {eh. 5, &}

The classic necrative of this cvpe teof course, the story of Romulos aed Remos
s told by Livy (I, 3-16). Huving deposed his brother Mumitar and hecame king of
Adlba Longa in hes stead, Amuliug posrded spainet rivals by killing WMomitor’s son
amd sommilting his dasghler (o (e chazie it ol o Vesial vicgin, When she never-
Phelass o pwing oo the god Mars, Ao bos ordersd (hese Lo by exposed, Howewer,
having been reacned and suckled by a she-woll, They were then Pound and brougche
up by the herdsman Faosmulos and s wile Laventia i dhe wilderness, AL Lhis point
Livy records an arfempt to racionalize the role of the sheowolUawiy: “there are those
who think that Larentiz was called fupe “she-wolf, prostitone” amicoog e bardsnen
for making her body wvailable and char apporonity for the legend and miracle arose
themee™ (4, Th Al amy cite, the twins in the wild oventaaliy catallished a Mdnner-
bl pradivtiably devoisd f0 honting god plunder, the latter activity being rarher
rontaniicized by Livy aloog "Hebio Heod' lnes; "se born and so brought up. when
theis ape had fist wcached matecily, hey avodded Inoclivity in homestzade and
amang cartle by wandzring thetigh (e woodhsnds hooting, Having decived sirensth
for their odics and sonzls feam his, ey were noe loneer conlent with wild beests
buc attacked brigands leden with hoocy and divided he fkings ammones, (he herds-
men, &od celebrated serious and jeoosc matioss warh these as there sl ol youlhs
grew. day by doy (crescente in gdier prese fnverum)™ 4. -9

Al o suhseguent celebration of the Lupereal ritc wherchy “raked yoachs (nad
ievemey - s 2 anid G above) should renin spoctive wanoonness in honoar of Lycaean
[fan™ (5, 2], “hrigands who il Teid an ambush cheouph anper st bost boocy caprurad
Kemug after Romehos Iad defewded bamsell by force, and hunded the prisoner over
e king Anvalivs with accusations 19 koot Fhe madn chices they mads was chet an
attack was made by them upon Wumicor's eslales, Giod Ui ] L heresdiler, baving saih-
arcd togother a band of youths feoflacis woveawa) sane), hey foek bBosy in hosiile
Fashion. Thus Bemus was given to Mwmitor far panishiment™ (5, 341, Bernus' sulbse.
guend grridgmment betors Numitor leads ¢o his and Rormulus' reengnition by theii
granulather and (hen Ly a suceessful armed insurrsction by them and cheir vouthful
lioallemarers i venes), whie depose Amuling and cescore Mumitar to the theane. Thers-
alter Kosmdes and Bemus sel out to found a now cicy, wltineately Rome witl Romuolos
as her Tist Lig Throngh s series of events oo well known 2o roquire comment here.

The Rarman and Trish rales abvionsly bave 5 wooel deal more in common than can
e plavsibly azeribed o coincidence. Choe solution, muonistic lrish borcowing Urom
a well known classical source like Tavy i lkaly encueh o griord, angd his been
mooiod by Carney on the atrengel of the dhared famere of suckling by g she-woll
sbhowe all (1935, 201, n.6; also in Dillon, 1868, 153} Mo doohe Carney s right in
sssurnirus that warly Irish frerari saw the parallel with Eomuolos and appreciated s
mnperia! nopfications lor the Tern monsrchy, bus this docs not acccssitate 2
hypnthesis of divect borrowing
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This and similar cases must, of course, be areoad cn their individual merits ur
delests, and in the present instance, as O Caihasaigh judiciously observes, it i e
et  writer with cven & moderats agyuaintanse wirth classical lteratwey would e
expectel 1o know something of the stery of Homules, and it is pessible that belh
S O have derived the Suckiing-slement from a sourae which wis inltuengl
hy the scory of Romulus, But il ssems mnat wnlikely thao this was the cse, For the
suckling of & hero by an @nimal is &n integrel part of the internatinnal heroic
pattern: de Vries gives o host of cxamples. The story of Cormag varnies on the old
rradision, but the story of Bomulus has hecome 2 *twin sags”, which Mommsan con-
sidered & developmenl away froon the original sapa, v is oody o the Torm ef 2 “rwdn
aage’ that the Rormulus story eould have been known in Ireland, @nd there is nothing
in Cormae™s biogeaphy ©o sogpest thar it fas borrowed Prom such 2 source, As
Cormae's Suckling is 2loser to the posiulpted commen ariginal. we are not: jusiilied
in assuniing that it has heen borrewed from e Romuolos sage unless some definne
evidence can be addused o support such wn @ssumpiion. Morcover, the lnping ele-
menl i§ 20 strong in the Cormag tule that it seems unnceessary o repgird wall
suckling &= an “exteroal element’, except (0 4o Tar a8 it derives from the international
partzen'’ (LOTT, 54-5)

To thess srrumments may be added 2 further one, & very closs uncignl Tranian
anelogue Tecorded by the Tifth century Greek historien Herodobus @1, 107-30) is
deazly independent of the Romulus legend, as are cerban Cirsek and Gormanic
varianls ol he basic tvpe. As should emerge below, the only econaomizal explanation
of these derailed correspandenacs i decivadion frem a common Tndo-European
prigimal, with which the Cormas tals toois perlecy cpmpatible. Ther being so, the
stery of Rome’s foundation would only becumme o more likely source for the Latter
e the strength of more distinoive similanties than zan actually be adducesd,

Herodotus' anscdote gbout the birth, vourh and sceession to the throoe of the
fmwnder of the Persien empire beging with the Median monarch Astviges being
warned in & dregm of the thrent pused by his davghter®s future offspring and asoord-
ingly mareying her 1o @ guiel Persian named Cambyses, Ths son boro o them was
then exposed on Lhe king's orders hut rescued by a herdsmin and his wife and
Brousht up in & mountainous arca: “the neme of the woman with whom he
cobabited was Kand ‘bitch' in the Greck tongoe and Spakd in the Median, for the
Sedes call the bileh “spax® (& pdr deing batdonst sodte Mo Q1. The child
walg 1hen pamed Cyrus, ““MWow when the boy wis ten yeirs old fhe following hapoen-
ing 1o Risk revealed him. He was plaviog in thas village in which were the herdsmen’s
quadrers, and wes plaving in the toad with others of the samez ape. And the B0ys
at plaw chose for their king this alleged son of the enwherd. And ke ot some of them
ta build houses, ochers to be bodvguards, one of them o be the king's eve and o
anocher he pronied the privilegs of bearing incisages, enjolning vpon each s cask.
Mow ane ol Lhese children plaving ragether, being the zon of Arlembaies a totabls
man amnong [he Medes, Jid oot perforny what had been commanded by Cyros. He
bude Lhe olher bovs seize him and. when the bovs obeyal, Uyrus treaccd the Doy very
rouzhly toa Mogging® (14), The scourged boy inevitably complained oo his father,
whe duly Broughr the cutrage at the hands ef o mers cowherd’s son to the king's
allenricn. Cyrus’s bold demeanour when broughl before him and a cerain Tumily
likeneoss raised Astvages' suspivions aml eventually he forced che truth oul of the
hioy's cowherd tosterer, Dursher events bring shout 8 suceessful revoll hy Cyrus
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apainst his marcrnal grandsive, whom he replaces as king (o tern the Median dntg
4 Persian cmpire.

Although the nurturing “'she-wolf™ ar “hicch' i= presented in rthis acsoun) as 2
woman o naméed, suspicions of & Greek rationalizacion similar o thar somennies
applied to the Bomulus aod Bemus story on Live™s evidence above arc fullv con
Firemed by Fleredelus' commens chat Oyros seid he bhad been rearcd by rhe
civw herd s wile and kepr oo pratsing her throughout and his whols story was full
of Ko ‘hiteh®. Then his paresis, aking op this naome, pud abeat the remour that
abiteh (hadn) hiad suckled the espesed Cwris o orden that the survival of their bov
might acem the more mirgzuloos o the Persigns'’ (122 Obviously, then, the
[renian arigingl vsed by Herodaoows, who sorrestly repeoduces (B2 nonin ouigomes
spa- peg, Avestan spd) of Indo-Euwropean *twdin) Mhound'!, sharad with 1he
Boman orion legend and the early lrish Cormac tale & owo-stage uphringing in the
wilil for the tuturee king iovolving suckling by & she-wolf and chen Fostergge with
herusmen ur the like,

I'he ratioale of this scheme o che contexe of the heroic biography and its essei-
tial Tl aticibaiies: bias already been discussed (ch. 5. 6-7). The narrative main-
spring of the iitial theear o the bero and king-{o-be's existence, his 2xile among
Lol Tielpers and cvenreal reburn Tot efevalion L his proper status Comprises sssen-
tial constituents of the internatinnal partern thal are gorrespondiogly wepk ae
svidenos for a genetic relacionship based on derivacion Trom f common Loda-
Euwropean protorype. On the othor hand, there 15 oo ebeious meason why the Loda-
Euvropeane should nor heve known a commonplace cnowgh wythical sehemn alone
lhesy lines, and ciroumstandial shared deteils wichin chis framewnek would, indeed,
credgie A prasumplign [hat (his was so.

[0 the present instance suckling by o she-wolt or bitch specifically and disclosure
of the Furare king's identicy as a resull of sicile with his pesrs sesm o constituts
rather serong genctic indicarars. hese probabilities are sizoificently incrzassd by
the reelizition that this mythical patiern ol & king’s son orsuccessor expelled from
hiz kin and Initdaced by 2 wolf inco a life in the wilds correlaces olosely with the
demonzirably lodo-Europesn social inaciturion of soarh in e wildermnass @y g mem-
ser ol w predutory werewolf Minnerbund or *corvos (6 ghove). Dnce the waol™y
specilically Indo-Burcpean role as the symbal or embadiment nf such asiocaings
15 tesuanieed, o further Indo-European witness for this basic constellation of maorifs
cane b Fouod i the aogienl Gireek myth of Zeus’ birth, vouth and displaccment of
his father Kronos g5 king of the gods 420, Hesiol, Dheogony 433-300; apoliodorus
| S L P ol

Bronos was notorioushy wonl i devnwr cloldrer b 10 bim by his wibe BEhea
i arder tothwart & prophesy that cne of Thess woull dethrone him. Upde=cstand-
ahlv vexed ar her wasted fzbhaor, Rhes gave ler hushan:d o sione insdead of the sixth
child Leus; who was born o her in the cave of Dikte in Crete and 120 (here po be
nueurished on g she-woul's milk end prozectad By the warrior band of Curetes. T.aler
Seus rescues] his brothers and sstecs, led them dnoa swecossful rebellion agains
kronos and the other Tians, deposed hiz father and bocame ruler nf the gods.
Adlnwing frn the trivial inversion of the animal and human functions in this tale
dmartial wol? = pascoral gosn, herdsmen = warriors) and the absence of a revela-
tion maocif, o reflens the archeiypal schene quine aeceraiely and thus corroboranes
ir.
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In Germuooe iradition the Fodunpasass (3-8 tells ol king Yolsung's murder by
his som-in-tivw, and the exposure of his ten sens, bownd and helpless, in the forost.
Of these only Sigmund survived che nightly attacks of & she walf, lived szeretly in
the woodl witly the connivance of the sister marred 1o his Tarher's murderer and
incestucusly fathersd a zon Sinfjorli on ker, Aler Guhere and sen had dwelt in the
foresi for a time in wolfish guise, Sigmuod weoughe vengeancs en his father's
moardares with Sinfjorli®s helo and retaened home to beeome king, Saxo Gram-
nrarieus 1ells a simiter story in the fiest honk of his Geste Denorgen (ee MaoClose,
1687, 130} This time Lhe twa sons of a king murderad by his brother are reseued
from- & similar fute by Faking their lacerztion by wobves. Therealler (hey woie
brought up in @ hollow iree like hnunds (sub specie cannm) belore being discovercd
by their uncle asd Bapished. Later they returned amd e acting like berserks
destroved their uncle, one of them becoming kiog in hes siead. Tn these cases too
the {she-iwolf, although malign racher than unespeciedly benign, provides the key
por the lero's dostiny in'a further independent veciion otherwise close eneugh o the
posiled original Indo-Evropesn pallern.

The widespread and detatled vorrespondences considered here leave filtle doub
rhar the carly Irish story of Cormas mae Airs's birth and vouth, pucticulardy aszrold
in Gewenuin Chormaic, conlinees an [ndo-Burepean myth of regoul susvescion
writh Jitrle essent il rodilicarion in the course of thres o mare millenss of presumed
oral trunsmissing. Mor docs this contradicr Vensina's well foooded dictum thar
Voral Ioehilines are conditioned by the socieny io which they Mowrish' and *“no oral
trudition can cranseend the boundaries of the secial systenn in whicly i exists'™ {see
vh. 1, 31, wiven that the Tnde-Evropean age-grading insrialing of the worewoll
sty of wnmarrizd and mostdy vouthful warrior-bonrers scems e have survived
relalively intact incacly medisvel Leslind s the fow, rarher as it apparcncly persisiad
amnnegst Nordic peoples, The resilience of an institution attcsted in vardous Torms
well bevond the conlines of Indogermania was doubtless due to the kind of sovial
and coomomiv fuctors weniled earlicn (4 above).

&It further proaf were necded that the Sea was part of eanly Christian Treland’s
pagran herilage, this is supplicd by plentiful terary evidence fon the Church’s strong
disupproval of thiz practice in the pre-Morman period. Preceding chapters have
docwmented at some length the sacly Insh Chorch's success in adapting or ceinoer-
preling appropriate pre-Christion concepds and instiiurions as nocessary, the upshol
frequencly being an untigue shell, sometimes more fake than menvine, cupable of
housing a new or sigeificanly modified ideology attuned s ecclesiasrical
reguirements. Allhaugh Obd Teztamenr figurcs such as Jephthab of Gilead (ch. &,
2) and, abowe wll, King 13avid himaclf had considerable potentinl as jusificatory
maodele for o vouth spent s the wilderness a0 the hend ol o baod ol autlaws prior
0 becormng @ leader or king of settled society, the clerical esrablishment rendad to
pirss cwer Thig option in favour of oulright vondemarion of the few and what It
stonsd Fon, Todecd, miven the cemorality ol sexual leence, gravuitous violenoe and
pillaging rov this way of Life, it is hard teoses hew (he Chuach could have reached
a mieaningful compromise compacitle with fumbamencal Cheistian wencts, Moreover,
any temiptacion to do zo was doubtless minintized by the fen-members” groeral Lk
of property and their pocendial o disrepe scttled socizoy,

Spill mors (o the posd, pedaps, Mis pillaging er diperz apparently exstendsd o
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Church properiy, (o judge trom the late Middle Irish fmmrmm Curaip Uz Corea o
“Wovage of the LY Chorra™s boar™. The Faustian beginning of this tale involves a
Priugy o “hospitaller” proposing to remedy his and his wile's childlessness by
doing & deal wirh the devil, " They then performed a fast against the devil (o ronser
favrori fresced ria Deslan)and 1he maid was pregnane foreliwiiboangd she wes nurtue-
ing her prognancy wntil the end of her nine months. Then there Game the mighty
Elows and woss of Girth pangs o asseull the maid eod she bore thiee sons a8 Ul
great bepretoinge, e, 8 som At the beginning o the nizht, 2 =on in the middle of |he
might and a sen at theond of the nighl, and they were baprised according o Lhe
pagan baptism (rocbeisted do edle i Bosiedia) weinnilide 1" (par. 53 As (hese
sones 0l darkness grew, cheir prowess and beauly were generally sdmired but Caul
wak Toaened witlh ““therr baplism into the davil "= possession (o ambeisied § relh elfehuil),
Tr is hard foo s, they sanl 'net to perform raiding and brigandaze and asszol
{fogadl 5 difierg 5 dugriten) on the enemice of the devil, since o is he who iz our king
or lard, i.c. to Kill clevics and o burn snd destroy chuiches’, 1 is then that those
s00s arose and cama 1o Tuam, anid they destraved and huroed (he place and they
performed astonishing raiding anid brigandage {fogeil < dBery pobe!) 1hroughout
the provionce of Connacht an clerics aml churches, so that the =vil and swfulness of
their raidings was fully heerd of G the Tour corners of Irelend. They conlinued in
thiz lashion to the end of a vear widil they destroved half of the chuches aof
Costmachl in That period’™ (pars. 7-8)

The probihly seventh-century vernecular text A gpwitir Chrdbaid or “The glphaber
of picty"" nffers the following comprehensive clerical condemnation of the ffan-Tife:
“four things thar Ponses Gieses a man, Lo it contraces terrifuries {fosimaire orichal,
it increases hostility (fo:formir dorafid), it destroys ifo (elercdiben sdeenf, it pro-
langs tormenl s dgrowirerhar siang)” (par. 255 The term segic bz V'sons of dearh®!
applied o fes-members alivicasly rellecls this unfavourable view ol themn as
murilerers destined for hell. The AU eniry for 847 &.D. provides & particularky con-
clusive exampls, proving thar faedn could be g renl menece ar least as lals as the
midd-ninlh gentury, by recording “the sack of he island of Loch Muinremair by
“del Sechoaill sgainst o larse fraxn-host of sons of death (Fon-lach wigr & mecceth
Bis) of the Tadgni and Gailsnga who had hean oserrunning the kngdoms {oe
imcleited e fiatk) o the mamner of pagans (word geafiem)

Eariy Trish hagingraphy abounds in episodes where a gaing gets che better of small
bands of what wore evidentiy gibergs, often miraculously thwarling their mucderous
intentions by harmicss delosions and oot infrequencly bringing the miscresnis to
penitence or even to monastic vwows (Sharpe, 1979, E0-5). Maorcoeer, her "Firsd Lite?
{Bolanduws, L63E, LIE-33y has 51 Brigil give the following reason for relusing fo
bless o barren gueen when prepared 1o help more lowly members ol the oleby | =
find i) o chis ways Vbecause gll the men of the sdarh (plebell cunerd) scive Cuod aod
all prray 10 ihe Father, Howsever, the sons of kings are serpents and sons of blond
izrtings and sons of death (07 vere regum serpenies sunl & T7 senmimn filiique
marris) except for a few chosen by God®' {par. &0). Exilently the eizhth-conoury
auther of this Tife, and presumably his sevenrtb-contury source woo (of, ch, 8, 20,
regerded a disrepurable fs s “sons of deach™ in the fzo s 1he norm for kings'
sons in his dav, onlv a minorily resisling the empiation oo cider Vs phase, and this,
al vouerse, Fully merches ovidencse presenied earlisr {3 agbouey Tor the fae's
preduomunantly wristocraric make-p.
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In the course of ite description of |he afthack ara:chreba & deich (s¢e 3 shove) Cridh
Crabiqeh imsizis thai the rebbery and vivlence typical of dfbery activily are incom-
pazible with good standing as 8 Chrastian member of sertled sodely: ™ s ane is 8
“paptized [reerman {aithech baizside)’ A0 he be in his purity without (hefl, without
robbery, without killing people (vew gulf, ven Brair, cem guin dodme, s0c 3 above)
excerd ona day of battls or semeone whn socke iz head [~ [y}, and have a proper
marriage with Gexuel) abstnence nn fase-davs, Sundiys and Tants' (AL 142-5).

I'n Robort Serpell of the [niversity of Zambia | owe refercnecs {rem an
anpublished thesis by Mapopa M Tonga wnd lunher information aboul o
intercating Atrican parallel o rhis wnsion betwesn the Church and a secrel ol
socicty in existence before the advent of Christianity. The Nyau souiedes of the
A-Chewit pecple straddling the borders ol Zambia, Malavd and Mozambigue hasic-
allv cuter [ voung males gred berween abour en and twenty, bul vontain older
members @nd are lad by adults well over thinty. In czscnee this 35 @ rssked dancing
vociel v charaserized by animal syenbnlism, ancestral spicil warshipand & serict code
ol disciplin ligble to be physically enforeed. Both the Church and the coloniat
auliminiztration were prediciahly cpposcd to this orgameation, campaigned wrains
and in the 1930y baosed i, with the rosult that o cerlaimn arcas, the wrean sworel
snwciarics retaliated By lorcing all-the bovs to boyooll schonls . o [n additien, the
s code included the banning of suzh items ax buoks, papers or pencils which vwere
considered gy symbals of christianity amd coloniatizm. Those who disobeysal 1hese
rules were either heaten up or banished from the village and the entive mee move-
ment” (MUonge, (980, 130-1; cf) Turiber Schoffelesrs, LWT2) Specialmns may
obgerve [heii corcmonizs at a proper distanee bue those venturing 1o close arc
physialiy axpelled, and during mwey perlormancss the women lemd Lo <ing exoTcis-
ing Tymins near the loval chuegh, Since Mvau societies continue 1o oxist o a
somewhar actenusted form, the ban proved et mes! ooly partally soccessful despile
ihe Christian establishrment s sarnest offorts, On leaving the Myau society a yvoung
man would, of course, bave oo undee difficulty in being readmireed to the Church's
fold, should he s wish.

O Eariy hiish clerical condemnetions Mrequently associats certuin athber catagnrics
of person, notally the doudd (dred and saririst (edinee). with ffge-members glias
ditergafizgd. As Sharpe points vul, “boigandage, that iz the aytivily of organized
bands of killers, was particularly abharvent to the Church, and in the 014 Trish Arra
is assnciated with druidisn: and sacivizing among the gine for which there could be
ey Temission of pensnce. 1 was regarded as nopagan practice and evidently hiwl i
oo ritwalistic eole af eondwct'® (1979, 821,

To begin with, *‘in glossed fragments of Cgin Foeathirfe in Dublin, Tty
Collzge, M5 HL.3. 1R dieaking “intolerable” is glossed cdiid and escoman "excam
munivate” is glossed cding 7 dibergary (O 77236 and 38). These ahbergefiz) 0 the
like had wercwolf artributes, wnd Cider Asirenre par. 240 sigmilivantly bases an
eovmology of cdinge on similer testures: “Cdinre from cowriy ‘huend”, on account
ol the head of 2 hound on o cairie o he avs Gatitizes?) " (MeCone, 1959, 1233
['he diamctricelly opposed statuz amd deseres of the admicihle [0 and the despicable
edfinte according to che Church-oriented ideology of early Irish Tircrature are well
hraught out in the deliberalely juxraposcd episudes invnlving Cridenbél the satins’s
misbehaviour juslly avenged by his host the Daogdize and Cairhee the poet’s prope:
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punishment of his st Bres for mealicsaiment at his honds in Carh Maipe Tiired
kid. .

According to en Irish penicential preabahly dating Crom the seventh century
(harpe, L7, 821, “this is the peoitenge of o dreid fmeed or 2 cresl man vowed
to evil {ned wetind wiall 50 crndeilis), e o ddergech (i demrersock), o a crier
[praecenis, = oaiviel ) or a cohaliter or a heretic o an adullerer, pamely seven vears
an -breisl soct waler™' (Bieler, 1972 160, par. 4} A similarly hand Ene s faken by
the Cd Trish talle of penitential cormmuoiadions; *'for there arc some sins ol |hem
thal sre ool enlilfed Lo remizsion of their penance thoweh the perind prescribed (or
thent be fong, uetless God Himeelf shorter it through death or 2 message af sickness
ar the amoant of marificiim sumeone impose on himself. Such arc hrigandages,
druidrics and sativizings (diherggee 7 doeithdechio 7 cawtechda) end such arc
adulerics and inecst and perjury and heresy and iransgression of hely orders™ (par.
3; Biochy, 196Zc, 38-00. A menifoscly rendentions passape in Bretha Cralipe roveals
the determipation of monastic lawyers to reduce the eniiillenent of such reprobates
L sack-mannienancy below the relatively high level apparently sall guoite often
observed. rather as the Cridenbe] episode in Cork Maioe Tuired (pars, 26-30) impliss
har g edinie shauld be relused normal hospitelioy: “there are thies in the kingdam
wihn are maimzined aceordiog Lo the maintsnance of a kd-girs. Meither [heir dignily
Cridaed) nod their invinlare sialus [rem et nor their encizlement (dlzed) nor Thei
consure (cemd-gelr, lie ‘head-cropping') increnses their sick-maintenance {athsas).
(These gre) the driid, (he brigand, the satidsc {draf dibergach, oiinie), For it is
mere fitting io God’s sight to spurn then (o supper! them®' (par. 51 Binchy. 1938,
40-17.

The eighth-vencury legal tracr Cdrws Beocma’ introd oges o neat delineation of the
(hree main early medizval Irsh cstarcs of Chuch, sercled Lidy and various types of
anfeast with Che geestion; 'how many feasts {feda) are there! Sot difficalt, Three.
A modle Teast (O dféodioe), a human feast (fed defendoct, & devilish Feast (fed
edereudioe), Whiat s Che godly Feast? A pift co God, a gift of Sunday on @oweekday,
celebeation of a lesdival, Che 'eedingr of an anchorite, & gifs tn@ chorch, Che Tesling
of a company, refection of God's guests, comforiing the wrerched, consecration of
a church, fecding paupers, comforting: thal may sustain them for the poor. 11 is
roquired of lords thar they enforce each of them on cheis clients, What is the huaman
feast? Evervones alchouwse feasr for bis lord aocording to his entitlemene with shich
there go gocording o deserts dinner pary (feds), supper (wirinng), fanch (dickin.
In the eqguitl slivisions of refections distinetions are arranegsl, refection of mainten-
anve Tor o kingdom's wilies, tor the secking of trech and vight, for answering wrone.
dutual shiigalion of the fdad in feastings fand) refaction. The propoiely of servdcs
regarding haosiing, encampmens:, pledpe, assembly, vongeange, posse and viglanie
acrici, serving Cend, Turrhering the work of 2 lord and of cvervone For s Fard, For
hie kin, for kis ebbot. Protecting his lerd with svery sndchment and benefie zecnsd
ing to God and men as regards gond sonduct, gead Jaw, roed meeention. For ovary
proper profit, svery cendor, cvery nobility, every goad reputation due o a lord is
Iawiul. Attending vothe warding of P of every Loss Itum his lord. Ewery due is bound,
levied, eoforced, peid for inviolare pescns (do oefmibdl) secording to God and
roar. A devilish fegst, Lo o fesst whizh is given o song of dealh {olo mocaib Bagis)
and kad peopla, e 1 bulfoons (do Sruthaih, but in view of atfssted conlusion
Bt Toirms of dedlfaml drwd possibly originzlly da draidin <o degids™ ) anl
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eatiisls (7 oding®) and bepming poets (7 ofdaiit) and farters and clowns (3
Siiesenros and bandits and pawans {7 geifif) and whores {7 eerdnaadh) and
viher bad poople. For every leas) that is not given [read sncfabgre) o carchly
exchanes and is mot given for heavenly reward, that fzast belongs (o (he devil "t CCTH
S24.18-526, 19,

Here too. then, we find ~*sons of death’ or fign-members aceompanied by druids
(or buffoons), seliriats, other reprobates snod puagans (geind] in goncral &t & Eeasl
sriomatized as ““devilish' in contrast with the “godly feast' cnailing Chureh duss
ar other acts of charity and the ““humen feest”" ceniriog around hospitality or other
obligations due Moo a clicnt to his lond,

This cotlocation af devilish, godly anid human feasting is given merritive expres
gion n a long enery under the yesr 721 in the so-called “frapmentary” Aneals
concerning the Cenél nEopnin king of Tara Forgal mac Masie Duin (+722) and his
lwe song and sventual suceessors, the warlike fan-leader Aed Allin { +723) and the
picis Miall Frossach ( +778), founder of a whele line of Tara monarcha. **Ar that
rimic Feraal made o prophecy f his sona, i.e. for Aed Allin snd Miall Cundail, and
it is From this thad Char came abowe for him, e one das (hey came o him in Adlech
Frigrenn. i.e. Aed the elder san, who was o clever, cruel and vigorous prime young
Wwarrior [esd-golneekl, it i thus that he came, wich large well armed bands to Adlech,
It 35 thus, however, that the vounger son came, gquielly, temperacely and peacelully
wich szoall numbers, and what ke suid throegh his own diffidence and in his fulher's
honosr was: fic iz herter for me?, he siid, ‘ooogo nutgide for lodming than o slay
a% eoesh with vou tonight” © . . Thersalier the older son. i.e. Aed, was brough! inta
{he grear palzce with his people, Hinwever, the young son, ie. MNill, was Laken to
a lowely secluded house, They wene entertained in due courss aml 1heir father wished
i teat them tagether ani e a1 the ond of the night to the heuse ol which the older
son wes and was listening o that housz. It §s vehemen and Poul that people were
in thet houss, Tiere were clowns (fuirseoir) and salinss (odinfeda) and whores
iechiacig) and hegeing poets (eflain) and lovts (Swofdoiz) roaring and bellowing
theps, Ooe Lot drinking, another asleep, another vomiting, anniher piping, anuihes
whistling. Drummers and harpers playing @ group boasting and arguing, Feraal
hesired 1hem thus. And then be came 1@ vizit the secluded house in which the vnithger
son was and he was lstening o that howse and did not kear ansthing Vhere exeept
ihanksgiving to God for everything (hey had reccived, and quiet melouipus harping,
and aongs praising the Lond being performed. And the king greatly perezived fear
and lave of the Lard in that howse. Therzafier che king cong o his awn Bod end
mreally ook heed of the situation of those twn houscs' (Radner, 1974, 60-3).

On the maorrow king Fergal, unsble 10 sidy in the clder son’s houss for the filth
anil stench from the pravious night's debauchery, visited the younger son Niall and
found him praying. After some slesp “'the son sl to his father, “dear facher,” he
sz, it is proper for you to feast with us awhile here, since there remadng wilth us
Rl of what food and drink wes given Froo vou oo us Jast night’, Aol be had not
Cinistied that, when servanes Srouehl oot 3 grear veasel full of mead and nemcroos
fonds and they fensted silently any pesecfully together then. Whest everyone had got
g, the king came out into his v house and recounted in the presence of gl how
the foarrunes of (hose Do sons woukd bz, And e sl thal the oldar son acnald
grzume zovereienly and that his refen would be siurdy, valarous, vigorons, terrily.
ing mnd lusiful. The voungsr son. however, thia he would assume SCvwreiEnly
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piously and decencly-and that his dessendants would Be Gamous and coval and would
teke the kingship every sccond time, Thar is, wrorenver, whal has besn fulfilled
hitheroe™ (ibid., 62-31,

Hese, as in the hagiopraphical record and elsewhere, we Cinl monastic authors
quite prepared 1o acknowledae that lifz in the detested fboa nught precede succession
o b kingship, However. this berely avoidsbie concession ro corcenl realivies did
el Elund theie desive 1o draw o congenial moral whare possible, in this case by
admiiting thar boali soos becare kings of Tare whiles rescrving the foundation of
a major raval ine o the piows non-lentan brother.

Caiven the cvidence already presented (3 snd 8 above) for a tendency on the part
of kings” sons to jein a for, the cdikie's connecitpns with such company are further
evineed by the fpuce of Gleedam ‘“the saririst of the king o Irelanl’s son with his
mine setirisiz arovnd him™ sceking hospitalicy in the Bdrave fea (L0 28IW]-2-
cgipte opgve i Slerend cong pornbor cdiire imne). Similarly noteworihy 15 1he [@gen-
dary Cathbads siacus ae both druld end far-meomber (sech be dradsidy I fonmigh
whia goes on a mrderves “'sieoads of Son-ucoivity (cdairg fenanideckie) in the open-
ing section of Sedla Oonclabeir mifc MNessw.

Tt would scom, then, that bn rarked conirist te the ecclesiasticgbly cstecmed and
eonnected 5 and Feifhenndoh, 1, 10-12) some seccions of the des ddneg, notahly the
druid and varicus tvpes of versilier such us the covare, were an object of clerical
opprebrivm and cxcommunication by viviue of pagan sicrbuces aod & rendeney oo
aezociate with the similarly stigmarized fn. For this reasen i i quite imadmissikle
to use & King's slaughter of safiviars (edisdd as o evidenve lor rovel hostility
lwweardks paets (g, a5 Mac Cana docs in the case of 1he Sdrevng tale just
mentionod about the deaths of Glasddm and hizs ddw or following of satrisls (159749,
47210

&g the farcgoing discussion his chown, the cercal cscablishment seams o luve
becn quite successTul in mardnaliznge whet it saw s these wnsavoury elements,
process doubticss facililaied by the Fact thet the vapabeond flan was intiinsically
poripherel anvwey. However, the continuing rule of some senior fan-mombers Tike
the ferpnioe and give dolitg in the public enlorcemen| of Low and ocder (5 above) sue-
gests that obvious clericel propaganda for coonnplele cntlawry of the fime and s
silellites proved relatively wnswecessfel, presomably bechuse ol the institution®s
uzetulnesss for military fraining and the partial eelief of pressers upon the Food
suppiy as wall as inadeguate inheritances (4 above), Afrer all, as Condy ohserves,
Pz cannor expesr the sane close (o between religion and sociery thad sociologisls
often perceive in non licerate cullures when the reference poing 5 0ot some Tocally
derived myth subjeet 1o rhe homeostsln processes of the oral cradition bur & vir
tually indestrucrinle docerment belonging te one of the great world (e Tieate)
religions™ (1963, 5} and there is rno resson wha the Church should have besn mare
successiul in carly medicval Trcland than elsewhere in securing Full implemencation
of dtg social amd moral aspirations by & mose oo less snlul Christian majocity.
[mades] | evan ceriann sulivises mey have had a public ceaminimg fenglion in Lhe S s,
sibeil oo hardly culouleed to endear them ro fSlild, iF one s 1o believs the Following
Fiuss on celimte 0 the passage from Brethe Cedfive (par, 510 cned earlier in his sec-
e~ lor the lampounes’s kaowlodes of all the metres (or aucfead o ol amisl
ek i) snothal be does oot Jet & poet (55 into the worritory cucept acenrding
rex pachs of cnciclement®,
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10, Afrer enumeristing elght types of sder-for or “froe bard'™ and o Merther eight
of deer-hard ar Chaze bard'' the first Middle [ish metrical tract asks; ~'and rhe frez
bards, then, what differentiates them info grades? Mot difficult, Aveording ro their
skilts {asa modmad) do they increase and differ. As cach grinde of pnets (fied)
increases bevond the arher in learning snd composition (f sowy 7 wirckefad), 5o does
cach of these increase beyond che viher in amount of leasning wnd metre (i Dnwd
§ois ef sepde), apart from letters and syilables and ipflections e, And it i= on tha
aeceunl that they only attain half the honour-prive ol the poets (feth-eneclvny v
Jifed), For heis not paid in grades who neither feirns noe s learmed  Frem
(el foglaind nad:fogfainrier Fulad), who neither slodies nor is studied Tron
(e frithgnad mod:frifhgnaitier uad)’™ (par, 3; Therneysen, 1331, &) Then, altes
promplifving the various chyming syllabic melres practised by them amd assigning
rhem oo chese ifTerent grades, the sams tesl eoncludes: it s for Lbis ressnn chat
a regulation of rewards is not defined here, hecause these metres are new forms
{mafa-chrothp), hecause Tt is racent authors (relg-iiriaf, see ch. 1, 21 whi discovered
them., e il isin accordencs with the gensrnsity and libecelily of evervone for whom
they are made snd in sccordance with the skill and excellence of cveryone whu
maokes them that their rewards are paid. However, if it be aceording to true enlithe-
men| of poctic ar (éigsed, their rewards are paid af hall the value of the chiet metres
{Aer piin-gised, Le, those exclusive to the fifieh, Por it s nnt casy 1o despise Lhen,
sinee theic gifts are from Ciod ., - It 35 thus thal thoy are not peid with egualitics
af hamour price to the folk of study (#7 ey iad frichenama)’™ (par. 68 ibid., 23,

A5 has pleendy heen pointed our geb, L, 120, the Eriu 13 tract on the privilegcs and
reaponsibilities of poets explicitly stetes thil the hard’s method of cumposition was
essentially oral in the pre-Merman perigd. Conzequently the ghove prssage’s cqually
categerical aseription of the imventnn of the metess they wsed 1o Fecont writers,
themselves apparencly influenved by Latin hymoody (ch. 2, &), provides aboul as
strong an indicator of the dominant influcnes of hierey 0 carly medievil Irish
culiwre as onc could wish Fer,

Alrhouph his very lack of the lireracy, formal Jearming (faglamn) and loog course
of stody (frithpem) required of a fi1f (ch. [, 12) el icted the oral baod's honaur-
price 2od Tates of pay to a0 most hall (that of a trained poet. certuin Lypes of free
hard were pevertheless highly cegeoded in lay socicoy: '“thus one of (he grades of
sher-bard 1% called a fioth-bard od-chim fHerh fa reiaeh-band whond the fiork
acknowlarges', while of the others Lhe cgstn-band s an arfstorral with twelve clients
us weell s being a berd and the ey fard i3 both king and bard ' (MeCone, 1989, 1291,
Lo Liam Brosenach we now owe 30 cxiensive sollection of matcrial celatine Lo the
grades of filid, boird ele, (1987, 2-60), on the strength of which he makes the Tl
g importan: ohserviliuns: an csseneisl fzature of the seven grades of poels is thar
they are the suroessive slages in & progression which an individual may make in bis
awn i=rime . . . Hers we have one of the Teaiwres which distinguish the fiid from
the baird . . . Mowhers. . do we Jiod mencien of the bards progresang from grade
to gricle. Mote cipecially the delinition nf deeribarg gs a person whe is both a lord
and a1 bard, and of sobard o a person whe is both a king amd @ bard in BN K111
Thul Faciors other than abilicy in bairdae are taken into acvoun) swely indicetes than
we have a ranking due to relalive hnportance, rather than a syt of progression
fram grade to prade’” (ihid., BET-R).

Howsver, when we move from the fres (sderd o the hase {oider-) bards, whose
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frwclusion ol the cdfeve amd bis itk coo just be discerned through a tangle of torms,
ot sources egisiae 3 sesp decline in respeviability wnd entitlements. Thus too
witlegories nn the first oeedeical tract's Bst of base birds, (he fome-Gard and Snisfue,
are apnken of slightingly in Brealnach's Bfrechoy Semedi IV passege gbid,, 16-91,
and rhe il and gdeisiee aee similacdy lowly rared o BN K (thad,, 4021,

As ropards terminological confusion or overlap in this ares, “The e Lrac) M-
shifechte follows the descending scven grades of f5F with Berd, fer corle and odinte,
defined as Jer prp-riser @ brad vresiin qinine @re 'e man on aecount af whe Tis
Tood be chinned (threugh the bl=mish of =atire® with obvious relcvance to the
behavicur of Cridenbel, but cgiere doss oot oormelly figure explicitly in lists of chis
iype. | Bovwever, some of [he dermys [ound in other lists may be associacd ar cven
Ef‘;u:i'.dd with the cdinge glsewliere, Fwven il such 1] LIS Wers ot m[ir:!}' ACoUTaD,
they wield sl indicate that the pealession o gueslion was pegarded gs very similar
ey that of the edivre. Mirrelivisohe Verdekesn 11 pars, 132-35 15 o section deseribing
the metres of the base bards or dder-Faind and of the somlled "subgricdes of poets”
(g fogrid filed) consisting of ferpen. Sainc and abfeding, and the same thres
subprades wre miven by Ureicechr ma Riar and by glosses on Ceeloechs Beor whereas
some Mreche Mevmed materinl presents & collocation of berd, drinee and o 1 bas
dlready bern pointedd out cthet d' and cdinee appear to be interchangeables v the
Cricenbel by and Cormac’s Glossary.., and we have scen that eflzive and cdinge
appeir ngebiar al ‘devilish leasts, In Miselirishe Versieqren | par. | 2nd Eriu 13,
4112 the drsiue appears as @ gracke o Uhe ofer-todedd, bur ac Brecks Crodiine par.
51 edinee is gitsscd L4 drsiee and elsewlere 1l s said of the drisiue thar *he sticks
in the face honour of cvervine’ Uenoid ¢ panchadd cdichh amd ®3s a boar on account
of laccration and & hound ob aceoent of Mescenass and wickadness® (5 &y o
ferarthalai iz od ar malnnsipe T ar arlld). The ramiar flad appeac: as an alizroalive
tix the seoadre of, o one version of the relevant materizl, the edimie in 8 passage
relaving te the five, To some extent chis interchangeakilioy of torms ey Ba doe o
Lhe Bl Chal evifede, ke S, Bs peneric whersas oblzive, drisive and 50 on. like dos.
carer ele,, reler vather Lo specific grodes within the cluss, A any rate, Dyaicecht 5g
Rept informs us thar the desiee shoeld ve jen composilions for an booour-price
of 2 soruple oz the ailaive snly Dve T an hanaorprice of only halb & seruple™
(MeConc. 1989, 129).

Tl Cridenhél epdande in Carh Mudpe Tadred [vee 9 above) depicis o dw! or cdinie
demanding food from his victim by mcans of an implied (e e assaoll his honour
it retused (MoCone, ibid., 123-4). This is precisely the import of dogserels pul inito
L mouths ol the driwie and ebfeire clsewhere, the fomes likewise heing given a
shuri bemang posen (ibic, 12%-200, and it serms clear thar their offensive threat of
satbire fur gain ralher Lhan its properly dedfensive uac o avengs wrongdning was made
o targel Por crilicism by clerivs wod their S0 allics (bid., 130-2).

A Further obwions groued Toer disapproval was Uhe odinees already dooumented
temdeney o oscrve mambers of the Sea loathed By the Chocch, sod the oative
crvmalogy of drisive just given agrees with thar of (he cdiedfe (9 above) in siressing
canine or lupine aspocts elso rypical of the diferpfach) o eindiol (627 sboved, Tur-
thormore, the associeton of cortain presumahbly base oypes of beedd with the Son
sether than the fgth iz indicated by the personal nemc Flan-ford and by @ refarence
irn b e B3 sl Lo bared s supporied by young warriors of the S (MoCone, ibid.,
129, 1 Lhos seeons that sarly Ieeland s Seeroed recopmized a threefold stratification of
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versifiers aczording to the sort of iraining involve aod (he secial milied in whizh
they operarcd. First came the sxelied 00, lemalg by dinl ol a Inng menastically
orieated cducation and able wo Tunction i Churgh o arisiocratic lay society (ch.l,
1411 and Breatnach, 1987, 8904, then che skilled bt illiterare sder-bord operacing
within the respectable confines of (he propercied laicy, and finaliv the dublous
catcpory of daer-bard, including Lhe cdisee efc,, apparently hard put to find willing
pairons outsids e properliless @ed. The Later’s members o turn presumably
found such wersifiers' threears of shame throogh serire sowsedul adiooel o oor
substitute (o the menace of physical violonce in the guest for hospilality,

L1, IUhere is; then, clear evidence for clerival hestilivy owards (he varions
calegniics of actual or alleged pagan outlow and gxcommupnicaie with which this
chapier is principally concerned, Since che S appears @0 have heen anusual inan
carly Christian lrish context in that it very survival depended upon resistance o
rather than accommuodition wilh (he seclesiastical intercst, it is hardly surprising
thet its basic esthos should hive baen little affecsed hy Chrizstianity end bave proved
5o Tetentive af @ pagan inheritance with decp Indo-Evropesn roofs evioced by a
wealih ol comparative details. Tt was, mercover, almost inevitable thal such an
institution shonld have pravided a focos for other elemencs such s driids and
saliriss thar the Church disapproved of and scught 1o sliminate or ai least nsbiacize
Mo civilized society.

The reforence to geined “'pugrans™ i a Llexl hke Cdrus Mfeeed (9 above) proves
thar such people, or at least people so reganlad by the Clhivich, were sl o be found
in pro-Viking eighth-century Leslond. Alhoegh paganizm may have sureived among
the setzled populetion inosome remcler parls, Fdlie Menguges’s riumphalist asses-
tions of Chostianiiy™s ldal wigiary in Treland ar the end of cher century would hive
had an embarrasinely hollow ring if this had been the cose on any scale, Al any
e, Lhe only good evidenee thar admiteedly tendentious texts offer Tur anyibing
approaching organized paganism in carly Christien Ireland relaces 1o the fae and
it srellites. However adious such recalcicrants may heve been e the Churchy Dife
iis the figr was freguantly & mers vouthtul phuss prior o (be apberiiance of property
and sometimes sven accession to the Kingsbip, provesses of saitling down that scem
normally to have gone band in hood wich marcege and adimission or readmission
ineo the Christian community, Indesd, the monasdic eature's somewhat grudging
acknowledzement of this behavioural pasadign,  especially in the common
hagivgraphical molil of oifergs booght o repentance and forgiveness, could only
sepve 1o underline the iransience of & period speo sowdne wild oms a0 a ralahivaly
comvenizn] remove. Perliaps this helps to explain why the Church™s bark apperently
proved worse than Ber hie in this matrer.

Adibowgh the derails cannot now be recovered, conflicl belwesn Church and fias
will have introdaced mew fonsions inte g hicheri vohesive socal svsrom in which
male age grades plaved o prominend role. Uhisan turn presamahly presented the des
ddrn with Bo incressingly stark choice hebween a carcer amidsn the Church andd her
adherents in the settled frarh or one walh Jhe Sea of exscommunicarcs. The inhersm
papanism of his culling inevitably placed the druid on the wrong side of the recks,
while figures like the oiiais may already have bosa scrongly associoted with che S
pod simply shared its fall From grace. Among the less affected, perhaps, wis the e
bard (wier-bord), who continued to composs orally for the sewular nobility, albeit
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everlualiy tnomeives born ot Heracy, and the success stories were undoubredly the
S amdd Beirkesws, whose early associlion wilh monestic literwcy =2od lesrning
Beomighr figh spatuos and greal vesrds Doils waks (b, 1, 10-121,

The anticierical 2tance of the See i wsocdatiion wilh certein der ddna, notazly
the e’ and edinge, and othars sngmaiieed s pagans by the Chosiian establishment
makes this the obvioos place to expect the ieladively wsullisd suraval of non-
Christian oral fraditions. In view, however, of the demanstiable dependence of such
rraditions upon their immediate social enviranment (che |, 30 and ol what Goody
terms “'the bomeosstatic orggoization of the ealteral teadicics @& oo lierale
suciety ' wherehy “whal continues o be of social relevance is stored Dy the memoey
witile Lhe rest sususlly Turgolien™ (1968, 30-1), it would be surprising if the corpus
i oguastind were nol ratler cadically afleczedl by e shrinkage and inercased
rovas g nalizatiom of the social bage (o owlich 1 refscred, Thase treditions seered most
cloaely po the insticeion Icast shaken by e change in relizion, the S itsedf, would
be cxpocicd o survive best, and the comparalive evidence preseoted sarlier indicaies
that this was indeed the casc.

A further *distoriing’ factor for the aral puarist muasr also be recogini-ad, Singe 1he
litecale have ny dilliculty communicating orally with the dliczrare, even Hmiled
litgrisy has cesuliend in vuliure: which wers influcneced o some degroe by the ci
culation of the weitten waril, by {he presence of groups or individuzls who could
read oo wrire, They lived oo the margins ol ligraey, theugh this is g fact thet many
alracrvers have tended o ignore'” (Giendy, ibid,, 4-51, In early Christivn lreland ao
abvious case in point is the illicceate bards” adoplion of meires developed by (he
Trcrate from Latin meodels (60 above).

MWevertheless, interesting though snippers of avidencs o e wrlien record Toer the
survival of pigranism on the tringes of medieval Trish sociciy may be pothe social
fisioriiong, Lhis pheoooenun con b of litle or oo relevance w0 our assessment of the
wleolowy underlying sn exiang lecuture koown o have cmanated from the
misnaskerigs. [mdeed, 1he orejudics and wotipethy consisiencly displaved towards the
Jlwa and is sarclivtes by these sellsime soproes show Just how hostle the auchors
of our texes were 2o practices and belizls (hey perogived s pipan. Like it or not,
the carly Trish literature availzble to us is *'the thoroughly proecssed produet of a
monastically oriented literate learned cigss whese marciial and mgellec el interssts
cxiended far beyond the confines of the cloisrer’” MWaCone, 1984, 134),

L2, 11 bas wieeady been pointed oot (che 1, %) that the past-war aativist ordion of
thie S0 s the old drogl “proteccvely metamorphosed’ or the like by superficial
Cheisnanization is na mcee 1an wishiul thinking. Hard to sguare with the attesta-
tirut oof Borhoin the cardy Chisstian 9 abowe] wosd, arguskly, che pre-Chrsdian period
fehe d, 1 and che 7, 400, i is quante @t varignee with (e eirly medieval Leish souroes”
determined but possibly terdentious denial of any such relanonship betwesn the
two. This ideological point i particularly well made in Muirehid®s Tife of Mapeick,
which consistent]y depicls mapy or druide as virnfent and invererate appencnes of the
Christion mession (e.g. 110, 15-17, 20 in Bicler, 1979) in marked contiast in che
juchiee Lze oo poest Dibthach, who sedopt the new faicth with alacrizy as prime
representatives. of 1her respective professions (ch, £, 3). Tirechan. on the other
hand. hrings our the menmpaiibiiny of dreidey with Christianity by stressing the
necd to abanden it g8 2 prelude th eonvarsion in The apisode of twe iniliadly hostile
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drudd brodhers who finally believe in Parsdick’s God, do penance and accept a new
tomsure In token of satey inte the Charch ¢€26 (17-1%), ihid.). Whatever the truih
abaut the missionary periol self, this view is dovhiless first and foremest o relfec
tien of the contemporary seventh-contury druid™s acieal paganism.

With greater apparen; justification Gerard Murphy Tad slready offersd (he early
medicval Irish 0 an alternative pagan Cellis ancestor scarsely less allractive then
the beloved druid. #*Filf eccording to s etymology might mean ‘veen' {of. Welsh
pwel ‘see’), and ninth-century Irish Iradition tells us tha Sified were indeed com-
sidersd cepable of artaining mystic vision by the method of divinglion known s
frbuy foresnai (Senas Cormoic, ed. Meyer, Amecdoig, 1V, p.o 64, 7361, Powsry,
which in medicval Ireland was (he special function of o /8 might formerly have
besn called mwawd in Welsh, and Welsh pwawd is stynolngically akin to Lrish Sk,
oy |,1-‘I'Ip|'||:'t,. Fiiicivime, the Tunrerion af ajjf!'!_ﬁl is ptnribared tﬁ'ﬁ.‘lﬂﬂl by oo i.LI:Il..:i'E"Il. law
iract (Laws 1L 20, <iled in translation by Profeso Mackeill, R.LA. Pooc.,
KNXVL, C, p. 273, 0.2). Marcaver, a fif is cafled a ffith in the Cofloguy of the
Twa Sazes (par, 27X, and Fodelm, the braTedith of the Téin, is somelimes cglled
Panfhili (Profesor and Mrs, Chadwick, The Growth of Lieraie, T, f13). There
in therslore reason for belisvine with Professor and Res, Chadwick (Lo ) that fiffed
and fitfa were originally the sume, 11 rhat is 5o, they represent o Trish erder iden-
tival in orlgin with the Gallic learned and mantic onder known to the Romuaos s
wgrrees™ (190, 2007,

As Murphy's own dilfidence implies, the etvmoelogical case for tracing (he Chiris
lian #ili rack to a pagan fiflch is too weak to be taken sediously. Moreover, syustions
ol fdizk with f7i7 in the lireratore are similarly incenclasive. sinee Old Insh RO
commoniy applied o biblicel prophets (see FHE) and Ireland’s rightemits pre-
Patrician poers had heen deliberarely vorrelated with prophets of the Old Testanent
in che pative typolooy dovised by eaely Trish fSreref (ch, 4, 3-3)

Earlier sill, Thurnevsen had veninred rhe shrewd, if unromantic, ofrinion that the
i were @ pro-Christian ourerewr e of the bardic order (hit entered into g close
relaiionship with monastic learning pardculerly sopn afier the mtroduction G
Christianity (1921, 66-7), Cruite recently, solid 1estuil evidenee has been anchuhied o
4 considerably laser oifferenriation along these lines. Arguing that the postic grades
were modelled ypen a system of seven ecvlesiastical grades hardly sstahlizhed hefore
the soventh century, Breatnach concludes: *the earlicst text we have which sets out
the seven grudes nf filid is the sighth ceniury Srethe Memed, The versinn of BN in
Eriy xiii lso has cight and seven grade svstems for thy bands. In 0%0 passages in
the Mero Avii Bretha Nemed, however, we have g differant svstem. viz, the s
grintles of fiAdedn, tevhoherd, edmall, hord, drishi, ard ! _ L ownuld suegesl,
then, thal in these two passages we have 2 trece of wn earlier statc of gIfairs where
the the hard and fiti were not so sharply distinguished, and that the seven wrade
sysrem of flid, which cannot be much earlier than the cighth cenlury, reflects a
icnrganisation of the iystem on the busi: of scholarship, which i= 1he cssentinl
feature which distinguishes the fiff from the hord (sec pp. 97-8) This hypothesis
wauld fit imowell with what we koow of the close co-operalion belween the seculkr
and soclesiastical learned orders at thiz peried, and with the fucy that writing in Irish,
to sy significant cxeent. s hardly much esclier than the scventh. cenlury
(1447, 99-1001.
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13, As hag alrcady becn acen, poreravals of vecaleidiant posl-Pairicin deuadds o
the literatare tend srronghy to be nogacive, Harh treatrment in penitentials or the ke
and diminution of atatus inthe lews (9 abowe) were obviously due to their conrming
naganism in the Face of Christianity, an authoritative seciology for this rejectinn Ty
the Church being supplied by Muirchi’s depiction of the leading druids® vicios
hostility towards 51 Padrick eod his messape in king Ldepaires day (12 aboave).

A Juriher 1vpical gnough instance ovcors inthe Letin Life of St Berach, which
recounis & prafeactad and rovally adjodicaied contlict between the spinc snd &
pwer Ml bocal dowdd asxions nol e be supplicoted by bim (Plommer. 1910, I, 80-5%.
Tor the druid™s expostolarica that he shoold ool be deprived of his native tecroocy
rhee saint replics “vour father Saran, having besn cast oul of beavenly inheritance,
wrctchedly plummeting to che betoom, sought the depihs of hall, You, therelors like
vour father are not fic 10 poseess this land dedicared wo Gaod: cather slall viou share
en infernel inheritance with wvour father the devil®! {par. 13). Ta view of evidence
plready presenced Tur druidic conneciions with the fign of mosty young aristocrars,
sorne sigmifizance allaches to the the droid’s incitemen: of noble youths (par. 14,
igveney aodiles) agaiosl (he suiol, an assaplt duly foiled by their miraculous
Db lation, When the deoid dmagws) provad unisble (o save the wouths, the king
aent hig searhzayer farindus, see helow) 10 disciear the ciuse of their misforiune, and
then hegoed the saint's forgivenags (par, 153 Fhe continesd intransigence of the
druid 'full of teeschery and melice™ (perfidic angue tHvidie plenas) i [he e of
. Berack™s further miraclee eventoatly led to hiz awn desrraerion as well as thar
of the descendints who souphe to avenae his death (par. 23).

Clear pvidencs for the influence of biblical modeis wpon clerical thinking aln
amdl Literury representation of the druid i provided by the consistont cmployment
of raugaes as a Latin equivalent of Ol Loish drwd, 2 usage eleeady well csteblizhed
by the mid-seventh century on the evidenve of our earliest extent saints’ Lives,
:"!ltﬂi‘..‘:ﬂﬁa]ﬁ and so on. The Boal of Dame] has u!.re:.ul_l_'.- bBeen 1dentitied a5 the source
for the evil maed, Sreanienoras and gurosaices ol Loegaire’s Ty court in Muirchi®s
narrative (ch. 2, 31, and the general incompaiibiliny of smged or aried with toue
religion iz wncompromisingly expressed by God's commandmen) e @ecliinesis od
mEEoy, e el aneofis aligwid solscireming, ot polivarsind per aod Cdo nar tarn aside
towinrils magivians, neilher inguire anght of soothsavers to be defiled hy them™
[Lev, 1931

King Lidegaire of Tara s forewarned of the victerious coming of Patrick and
Chrisrianicy by twe dreids o segd g poem, wiven in Lidio by buirch (L 189, who
meakes it cloar thac the comuposition was nol his own, and o leish by the Topartite
Life (Mulchrone, 1939, 22). Any doubes that this seenaria s bisad upons Lhe disturch-
ing messeme of the wged o Herod conecrming the advent ol the King of (he Jews
in Matthew 2 are dispelled by the anmistakable verbal cchin of thal very epsods @
Muizcha | Y6, 1 alier hiz drwids” second warning to Lécgaire about the new faith
s ch. 2, 1.

14, The unrepentant druid's represeotation as a devilish ant-Christian ceprobate
worthy of death from the coamiog of Falrick onwards inevitably reizes the question
as oy why monsstic writars were prepared 1o represent him 2z an awesome Fgure of
orcat dignity in seras and other nerratives ot in the pre-Pacnicin pasi. Are we desl
ing with the uneciticel preserverion of penoing ‘pan-Celtict pagan tradirions
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refleering the druids’ srstwhile kigh presly siatus before Christianity knocked him
from his perch, vy mitlivists are prone 1o claim (cog. Mac Canz, [983, 147 It 50, the
clesks responsible For propagating this favourablc imape while inveighing sgiinst he
survivingr droisds dinholical paganism can only have boen stupid, schizophrenic or
both, Since Lhe evidencs accmmolared in proceding chapters sironaly sugsesits Lhey
were neilfer, @ more rarional cxplanation for this clearly deliberalte distncrinn
helween the pre- and pos-Parrician douid i cilled Lor

Ciiven the druid®s apparcncly continuving, if shrionking, rabe as s pagan priest in the
Christian period. the basis of this dichoomous perceplon preseisably lieg in the
change of csrablished relimion mytholosdsed as Painck™s eonversion of Lacgaire and
his minions. An exmremely obvicws precedeor for & pricsthood tapsing from
somewhat pacchy victos ol ouivight villainy through murderous hosellity towards
the bringer ol Chrstianay ix, of eourse, provided by che elimectic Gospal narcilives
of Jesus? rejection and dan@aignment by the pricers and scribes of Lsreel, who thoy
forfwited their privileged staows, However, this dramecic trenstormation dis nu e
vertl The Chivreh®s cxegetes from forging typolomicel and allegorical links g made
e O1d Tesrament Jowish pricsthood serve gs a0 justificatory model forits Christian
sncecsanr. Thas the Irish Canons, citing Isidors, orge contersplation of the Fact
“that Aaron wes the archetves of the high proest, e, (e besheq, and that his sons
forcshadowed the tvpe of the (Chrisiian ) priesis {Aason serimium sacerdotemn, i@ esi
gpivcopum figuranse, et filios eius prespiterorvm figuram provegneasis)' (Can.
Ak 1, 4L

Ninge soriprural parterns and currenc cxcoetical technigues wers coduovhisdly
exploited in abondance by carly Chriszian Trish Srerari to present the history ol (heir
pslamd and people &5 a microsnsm of & world history centred vpen (he Bible feg.
ch. &, =113, the druid®s incorporation inio this scheme weuld be almos ineviable.
From the Church's standpoint che highly desirahle gorallary would be that pre-
MFatrician druidic privilegss and endowments cosld be claimed Ty clerics, just as the
ild Testament priest’s mantls had desvended upen his Sew Tesrament counterpart.,

The cpiscde of Bessch and the drond (B3 ghove) revolves tound the latter’s
hereditary claim Lo the Lyid reraculousty granted to the saint. Berach’s rerorl,
quoted i the previous section, ameunts v 2 blanksr assertion of clerival sighis 1o
the patrimpony forfeited by draids on account of their dinbolical pagamnism, just gz
Satan was Jusily deprived of iz heavenly inheritance.

The three grontps representad by the Senchus Mar prolopue and Drafoecfd Mo
as major contribotors oo the Perrician lepal settlemenl were clerivs r bishops
(roalsaseprouip), posts (R aberied by judges (dnidemind and kings (Maithil ich.
4, &, bur the greet pre-Potricion lewmaking assembly held by Cormac mae Adrc
aceording to Sedd ng M0 Flarhe (ch, 4, 7) seughl “o arrange his proper duc ta cach
in the donking hall [0 efized ooy o erdugid do chioceh der [ oie midemiaria)”
according (00 he poctions ol meat thar came ot of & cavldron over which o '“incin-
titiom ol king and peer and droid (dichierad facha 7 fifed 7 draed]’” kil besn sune
ipar. Bl Borl sers of preerantors correspond oot only b the three OO0l Pasizment
arders of rgger “kings't, proghetss “prophets”’ and seoendores Upriesls” for alie
matively kings, judges, pricsts; sce O Méll, 1979, 154} recognised by early Tiish
cregesis foh. 4, 8) bur glso o each oiher, dee allpwance Being made for the
peradigmatic interchangeability of denc and dogd. This, of cowres, leaves litcde
donbd that Sced e Pfe Slpchea deliberaiely équates the two. gt the pre- and
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post-Patristan oesupants respectively of the secerdos slor in biblival orpoleky,

A Jurther siriking cxample of such assimilacien is provided by the erdeal of
girisen o alEdie or “oeaiting ac en altar’” desoribed as Follows in che same (el e,
i proaf thar they wsed to have at thas dime to distinguish between Galsehood and
tmch {sfr pad 7 fir), le. wailing &t 2o altar, fe. going nine dmes around {he llisr
and afterwards drinking water with oodreids ncantation o i (iale diefetal draod
Frivy. Wow, the sign of his sio wis manifest gpon him if he were goilty. No harm
was done 1o him, however, (5 b2 waere innacent'” (par. 2400 The subscquent claim
(oo, cit.y that this ritwa! gl bean beoeght feom Istac] by the righocouws pre-Patrician
judge Cai Cainbrethach {(£ho 4, 7ris & clear indization of adaptation from an Ol
Testurnenl crigmal, the chviows candidate being the divioely spoctionsd ordeal in
Nunbers 5:11-28 o determineg whether or oot & woman has commadled aduligry:
“the pricst (socerdios) shall offer it and set ber before the Lord and shall ke Toly
warer inan carthen vessel and shabl poca Gite sacch Trome the oo ol the talberaeks
intodc - . . and thus let him give the mos) biller walers o the wanran o drink. When
she have dounk them, 1 she s defiled aod s guiley of adaltess in her husband’s
despire, the walers ol mealediciion shall pass throagh her and afier her belly hath
secdlen her thigh shall vor and the woman shall be as a cerse 2nd an sxample to che
whole people. Hoi iF she be pot defiled, she shall be innocene and shoell bear
children™ (vé. 167, 28-8). One wonders if this could have been the source For Lhe
s molif in Comegert Cor Cwlainn znd elswhere of miraculews pregmangy from a
smiall creature in = drink (ch. B, %), bul the sssential poind Tor presend purposes is
-arher that the prisst’s officiutiog role in Che O Vestamen! eremony is reken by
a-druid in itz cstensitly pre-Patriclan Irish adapuation,

Tr was argued earlier chet che depiction of sainds i early Irish hagiography ovwed
more o biblical, pariculariy Odd “Testamen, mndels than te alleged droidic proto-
pypes (ob W A [odecd, some similarities may well heve arizen because the drowid™s
literary inmage, T, probahiy reflects hiklical and other ccelasiastical influences, In
other words, The driid of Tatin and verpacular carly Irish sources, pamiculacly thosy
periamiig w0 the pre-Parrician peried, may best be seen as the largely arlibical crea

jen of monastic Srerati concerned with historicil tyouloey, This would naor, of

coirEe, preclude the incorporetion of menvioe druidic aurbuigs intaa bshrid con-
sorust eoncocted when douddey sl contmoed 1o exist oa the Fringes of Christian
Tzich socizoy, albeit probably inoa somewhat pcdullerssied Term. Meverthel2ss, the idea
thar the medieval monasiic boemiore preserves anvihing appeoaching a celigble
record of 1he pre-Chriatian deoidic esrablishment must be dismissed a5 neive.

Fhe Basic isaee here can be iMustrated by che well known morif thar the men of
Lister were Forbidden to spoak cxcopr in reply to their king Conchobir, white
Conchobar himsalf could only speak in reply to one of his thoee drudds (e, Tein
3ANS g ainnert gl Ulraib nidlsbred mech o achd fri Conchoborn, rolebeoed
Conchobur aehl retsng @b draddib). Even if this should be a literary servival nf the
paman drudd’s sxelted pee-Christian staius as bis king's secial equal or cven slight
superior, ong must still ask why sech a readition was deliberacely perperezsted o
writing by represenlalives of o monaziic nlerest mherwise demensirably detzrmined
to pndermine [he [_lu~,i.i-:_1r| af aclual driaids. The ansaer, surely, lies in the
typelogicil liverce of the gast Teom the pee-Parrician druid o meke way For che
Tatier™s assccration wirh the Christian pricst or bishop, Lothat case the pre-Chrsitin
phiel druid's high standing in relation ro the king would constitute o oselal hosrorical
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precedent tor thiat cleimed by menastic laweers for his Chosian soeoessor, Ths
Crvh Goelleck grants the bishop a retinne prediciskly squal to taat of o king (o
cho 1, 10 before posing its final guestion: “which of thom is mone venciable, the
king or mishop? A bishop iz more venerablz boczuse the king rises hefore b o
avcount ol the Tailh {fo Sib creifme). A bishop, howeover. (onlyl raises his koee
kefore & king'' (par, 48],

The final mejor picee ol the tvpolugicl jizsaw bas now fitted into plece. Through
being corrclaced with the Taw and (he propbeis that reached fulfilment by foretelling
Christ and paving his way in the Bible, the mopastically oriented iurist (drithem) and
poan (i) could we accorded a similarly positive rile in reladion 1o Parrick and the
coming of Christianity to Ircland. The reeateitrant paean dzuid (grad, By contoest,
inviled  comparison with  the  priests  (secerdotes) of  lsrael, who became
vrrretlesrnelly degenerare throuph rejecting Christ and thos lelt vhe way clear Cor Che
Cheislian clergy 10 beseme the frue sucocssers of their govcraily admivatble Old
Testament precursoss. 1 is Lo be siressed that sacly medicval Irish idealngy trears
the firs godly prophedic sole as o histuncal constun: and accords him no share in
a pricsthood or sacerdorium seen a5 |be exclusive preserve of the pre-Parrician druid
and the post-Patrician eleric suceessively




CHAPTER TEN

Politics and
propaganda

1. Crencalngy lav ar the heart of carly medizval Loisk sexchy and could, indzed,
like Taw simply be roferred to as sepchus (e.p. Mewer, 1312, 205, 302, 317, 322} Or
its T.afin cquivalent perivie (bid., 361; Corp Gend, 87 sed The sheer sice of the
cxrant written Tecord bears wbumdant Lestimwony (o s assiduoos caltivation and
manipuletion. lo O Cormain's experl epimicn, the very hulk of the Trish
gencalogical macerials is daunting, The publizhed genezlogies and origin-legends of
the twelilh vepsury dnsd belore conlam the pamcs of some 12,000 individuals. But
thiz &5 by ngomepns all, IFwe add the materizls in unpublished traess {and these s
slill, unforbunately, wnindesad) rhe toial should come to oot less than 20,000 names,
This cowars the prehiztaric of mythological peried, proto-historic times, aod Lhe
tastoric perind proger which beging ebout AD 550 (and I heve excluded the detiiled
wenealngics of the later middle sges).  belisve that the most - anil cerlainly gvar twa
rhirds — af the individuals named are historical persemgges, Fhoas, Mo a period of
ahout 630 vears {roughly eguivelsnt - twendyawa generationsy, we have 12,000
individuals whaose pemes, Tamily sommedion: and dyeasties are piven in the
pencalogical trcrs, When we Lurn [y eollestives, the sourges record some 2,500
tribes, Eamilies wne dyvoaslies - oaand Vhal s @ conscrvative estimare. It mas be wseful
o tochicivte the degrae ol decail. Fore the Cianacshtz, a relatively aobecure peopls, we
have {he manses nf aver 100 individuals end cight lincapee. For the Corco Modruad,
w relalively minos kingdonyin Co Clare, wo heve the names of some 290 individuals
aned scwmie 94 enlléctives. For the Ul Baireche, go (un?Hmporiant Leinsier people, we
have the names of abour 200 individuals end S0 lLneages. For the Gy Meaih
Lingdon of Locgaire (whose dynusty claimed Ly be descended Tenm Ldcgaire maz
El and whose genealosies ware svndznily Lept at the monaseery of Trim) we have
the mames of 332 individuals damongsl them thrse of snome of the sbhots of Trim
and their wives) and 44 hneiges™ (1985, 55-8).

The prodigious seale and elahorannn of what is. after afl, a written corpus go well
evoml  the refentive  capacitics of acual orel raditions as observad by
anthropelogists, who ropard oven roval pedipress some Uevelve (0 Jilteen generations
deep as remarkably long {o.p. Vansing, 1973, 153; Gueddy, 1968, 311 and northorn
sumal examples Csametimes consisting of more than chirty mamesd aneesioas'' as
quile exceptional {Lewis in Goedy, ibid., 2720 For soooral teslimany 1o mgmain

&
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menagcabla it seams thar “the added depth of lincages caused by new births reeds
to be necompunied by o procese of penealogical shrinkage: the accurrence af 1his
telescoping provess, o common cxample of the general sacial phencmennn which
JoA Burnes bas Teliciiously termed “siructurel amoesia’, has been steested o many
sowiedies’” (Ginody, bid., 32-31

The hest piaspest, then, Toran adiicl of orality conironted with an early Chris-
tian Trish record bearing all the smanks of elepiiiniiases would be Lo airgue thae an
chormons number of Ineal oral genealogias had Deen wplhersd, harmonised and
codificd by Nferars, buc cven s inprobably srdeoss sl disinterested an uncdectok-
ing would hardly have been technically feasthle witlicnn sigoficing doctering of (he
raw data, Add to thar the carly linkage of Triah with hiblical genealogies (ch, X, 2,
ch. 3, 7, plus the interweaving of ccclesiastical and secular Figures ref. ¢ Coirdin,
ibad., 52; 19813, Lalin and Irish in the older gencalagicel callzetions, and the case
Tir s dlesizive narescic Tole in their compilation and maintenznes beoomes virtozlly
unanswarahle, Indeed, in @ recent andcle in lrish O Corréin has aroued cogently
“‘that they arc & historizal seurce thal s Pully rooled in g weitten teadition, that there
iz noocvidence o domonscrane an aral teaditon lner pud inle writing, and that it is
Trefand®™s learned clergy who comprsed and préservedd these same genewlopiss™
C1986E, Ty by showing amwng acher things it “there 15 psually 8 connection
betwcon the antigoicy of the wext aad the amaune Al Talin i id; Che older they aoe,
the moerns abundant the Ladr™ (kid., 73}

Uhese claimes are, of courss, fully consonant with the monastery of Finly's Tame
s Irefind™s soain ventes lor senchns and with the known monastic affilizdiong of e
gresalesd spectalisl o (hiy [iefd, the sewchigid or *hisporian®™ (ch. 1, T of.
Tlhurmessen, 1951, 475

The comprehensive genealogical syslermn wis lumher tisd 1o a prolonged
chronalogy moing right back via Moah to Adam, one inowhich magor frores ot legst
were fiablz to b2 miven more o 1ess precise dates, &5 the Bawlinson B 302 ikt
of Irish kings accompanicd by the leagth of their varows eeipns (Corp, Gen.,
117-232). As a result, sarly Irish cenealogies were appacen)ly more prons (o expan-
gion than Lo selescoping due o Gscreccural g2mnesia’ in & sooctly oral milea, an
prcfispuiel inslaoee of such 'farcing” being the substancizl numbei of intervening
anvesiors reguired 1o link the Milesion pedigree to the biblical Gomer son of Japheth
son of Moah jvh, 2, I see the tuble o Scowcroft, 1988, LB). This process was
prasumahly applied geile lberally (o the large part of the geocalogical corpus cover-
ing the peried prior in the Taer sixih snd gaclier seventh century, when a broadly
relialle aystem of contompoiany willen documen|pliog seems 10 have come into
being ae in the analogows caze of the annals.

Ar well as sheer invention, favouwred methods af Targing seem 1o bave included
duplication {07 Rehilly, [9d46, Xi2-31, the absiraction of epanymans aneeslors Toom
g people’s name (dac Miocaill, 1972, 3 and che incorporation ol auliemerized pagin
etties such ay Lug amd Moado (0" Rehilly, itid., 262; sec Oarp. Ged., index), How
ever, 1 seerns sl ynlikely thar the presenes of such divinitics in a given podigree
servedd Lo “eive eaplicil exprassion (¢ the assosiution berween deity and cribal group-
ment'" (Mac Cang, [983, 210, & (umcdarnental celalionship commonly supposad o
underly the names of cotain sarchas” populstion groups (Mac Mioceill, itid., 3-4)
as will 25 the oath formula songie g o Seieger s Shoth 1 swear o che aod o
whom my tribe swear®' in gagas (oop Mae Cang, hed,, Tallowing Venlrses s
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A migot prop of this inerpretation has been undermined by Ruair O hUlzian's
recent carcful study of this forrmala's synrax and cextual development, Froon which
he convincinaly concludes thal it must be understood as "1 swear (o God what my
people swear'™ and chat **the god 'n question i3 the God of christianite™ (1939, 139).
Similarky there is no need 1o suppose that the value of figures ke 1 and Noadu
for monestic commilers of genealacios went mush beyomd (heir usefulness as royal
smaffine, aned 11 seems quite incomceivable thit they could heve ascribed moy
legitimating Muncrion to the presence inoo pedigres of pagan deities es such.

Be thal as it may, cndesvours to winnow Fact from fiction, peovine pagan
slemenis from imventive paddingg anid =0 oo in the carlier sections of exdan
penelogics scom largely pointess in (he absence of proper contrals, The real issue,
curgly, ia the contemporary purpose of gencalogies and the wiy e which this
affected cheir toansmoission and manipuiation.

I Tc is 8 eommonplace of modern anthropological stulies of gencalogy in so-
calied ‘primitive’ or “traditional’ sociedes, whether illilerate or, Tke carly Christian
Tralend, parfially literate, chat its primary funciion i po legitimize current socio-
politival relaricnships and concerns by marruming hem. As Vansing puis it inos
purely vral eontewt, * peneslogies are sources in which distortions are very prooe (O
poeer, because they form the ideelogicsl framework with reference to which all
podilical and social relafionships wre sustained and cxplained. Becouse ol the luane
tions they fulfil, they undergo many alterarions, and ere frequently elecnped'
(1973, 153).

Goody provides an flluminating actuel example from his own Tield work! ““the
srate of Gonje in nerthern Ghanz s divided into 8 number of divisional cliefdoms,
corrain of which are recognized as providing the ruler of (he whale nation. When
asked 10 explain their systom the Gonja resound bow che Townder of the state,
Mdewurn Jakpa, came down from the Miger Bend in seareh of gold. conguersd the
intligenous inhabitants of the area amd enthroned himaclf as chisf of che stute aml
his sons 22 rulers of its werritorial divisions, At his death the divisional chiels s
ceeded to the paramountey io turn, When the details of this story wers irs! reconded
af the tarn of the present cenlury, al the time the British wers extending thziv control
aver the arew, Jakpa wis said 1o have heaotien soven sons, Lhis senesponding 2o the
nuember of divisions whose heads were cligible for the suprame offio: Ty virtue of
thzir descent from (he founder of the perticular chiefdosn, W at the same time as
the British had arived, two of the seven dlivisions disappearcd, one being
deliberiely incorporated in a neighbouring diviston Becavse its relers had suppories
. Mandingn invader, and the other besiuse of somc boundary changes introdused
by |he British administration, Sixly years larer, when the myths of staly wers AEain
recorded, Taknpa was credited with unly Tive sons and no mention was macde of e
fvinders of the owo divisions which bad since dissppeared from che political map”
(1%a8, 33).

Such facters miking for ranid change mesn that Lidle eredence can be attached
by the modern hisiorian posuch “genuine’ oral seneg ey as may be assumed 1o heve
found its way inte the carly Trish written recorsd, evan il these constituents could by
isclasd wilh avy confidence. Thos Mae Mociil remarks of the cponymonts ancesior
of the L MN&TT dynastics aszocipted with the prestigiows Tara monarchy throsaghon
1he u;a-i_-_. modiavel peciodds Panoall, Miall is eredited with Fourteen sons. loa e ioad
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when polygyny was seceptable rhere is nothing remarkahle about this, and it iz anly
when one mects such feats of fertilivy as the thiroy-three cons crediced o Cathair
hiér, allcgedly ancearor .. - of the ruling dynasoy of the Laigin, ther cavtions soep-
ticism may vicld to incredulicy. Bur it i3 worth raising the guestion, oven if ir is
unanswcrable, whether all these links with Miall are not perheps fictitiows: whether,
indead. althouwgh some tecent writers have accepted his existence, aod seen in him
the first king ol Lara of bes line, he ever existed at wll, and 8 he did, whelher fe
ever culed in lara™ (1972, 120

W hisiher or not Miall Medglallach actually exisisd snd siced [Guciesn sons, mors
ar less, the chaim thar each of these managed o Tound dymisies ol a0 l=asi local
nnportanee swiely strefches credulicg, and rhis Qishelief iz ancnwragad by sevicas
discrepancics in the soueecs regarding the aumber of sons ascribed to gencalngical
linchping like him and Cathdcr.

For instence, the opening of Esradg Tige Buchel mives the latier & full comple-
ment of thirty-two sons in owo menuscripos Bs amainst a mers twelve in the third,
while only seven appear oo the subsequent list naming them. Leinster peaselogivs
variously wrant im Chirgy-three or thirty song, bul clatm chat ondy e of these legi
issue, The growps clabming deseend Troon each Then being enumeratad (Corg, Cien,,
42-1, 44-5), This lonks ke o ratonalisnion rellecling o reduction in the oumbser of
grangs Telr worchy of mention in e pedigrae (o ] Cliprrding 1978, 33-4), and nicely
illustraces the constraints to which & weitten genealagical record of some deprh s
lizhle. In an essentially aral cradition che aneeacars of lines thar laters hesame extinet
ar insignificant might eazily fall wicim to totzl Gacroccural smoeszia’ oag in the
(ihanaian cxample abowe, buc in & liccrate milicy less forthright discarding mechods
may be eppropriate in order to zase conflicss with a mngible older record.

This process may, of course, eleo operate the other way round, Byroe giving the
[ollowing dusumenied exampts of Misll's unoribodox soguisition of & fiftesnth som;
Hypical ol the mianner in which gensalogies were manipulated o accend 1o shanged
political circomstanves is the feor that some authoritiss reat the U'a Dublaipe
dynasty of Fir Thokeh Mide s o branch of their Ua Mielshechlainn overlosds,
while anocher traces thein descenr Froan a tnzally Fictitions epanym Fer Dulpsh son
of Miall Moimiallach™ (1973, 1420, Similar zeeracion By a process similar o “1he
adoption end full penealogicsl sssimilztion of clients™ abscrvable, for instance, in
the southern Sudan (Lewis in Goody, |98, 273) mar, of course, also have applied
at egrlier siages in the development of the Ul Néill pedipree, and misht account for
the discrepancy between the mere cight sors named in Timma S MiRllts Tasrg
sotend T e, Ciew,, 13120 andd tbe Toucteen osually wseribed to him fe.g, ibid,, 133].
Heowever, [he smalles number may well reflect @ sdmilier macrowing of focus upon
Lhe migin linesages 1o Thal inthe Leipster recerd, by so-cilled sechd find Tewmirg or
“seven Tard Hoeages'" (with ancal Feast theorsticil claim en the kingship?y being
fisted virtually idencically as eighn alzewhere {iled., 358 = L0 3180479, bul soie the
abacnoe of Flachu and the resolution of Crimthann [ = Conall Cremthainng] inin
the eponymous Aed Sléine and Colméan deszended from him). Thare is alao mention
of a still more select “tour Tara lineages™ (thid. . 17 presumebly the Condl Conaill,
Cenél nEcmuin, %il nAsdo Sldine and Clann Cholmdin dominant in the hisrerical
period,

he wee of geneaioey (o muke politicn] staiement: s e charecteristic of the
suprermely lirerary Bible as s of truly pral culivees. Goody, Tor sxamples, states
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that *'like {he Bedouin Arabs and the Hebrews of the 01d Testament. the Tiv people
of Migeria give long genealogies of Lherr fnrehears, which in this case streich some
twelve generations in depth buck Lo 4 epanymons founding ancestor. Meither thess
genenlngies, nor the biblival lists of the descendants of Adam, were remembered
purely a5 fears of memery, They served a5 moemonics Tor swslems of qooial rela-
s, When on his desthhed Tacob delivered prophesies about che future of his
rovclve sons, ke spoke of them zs the twelve tribes of Lorael, T would seem from the
account in Cenesis that the genecalogical tables here rafes to contamporacy #Toups
vather than to desd individuals: the tables presemably serve to regulate social rela-
rioms amarie the twelve tribes of Iscas! in o mgnner similar to thar which his heen
well unalysed in Evans-Pritchard’s work {19400 on the Nuer of the seuthern Sudan
amdl Fortes' (1943) ecoount of the Tallensi of northern Ghena'' {ibisd,, 3120

A has already been pointed vul (ch. 2, 2}, both the timeee or lestament’! genre.
wherehy & father assipms his sons Lheir varions formunes, snd the we nain methods
of represcotng genelogical relationships in the monastdcelly compiled carly Irish
cnrpus conform o, and may well have been modetlzd ypos, Familiar biblical pat-
torns., It thus wppears that in this fundamencal aren, as in s many other departments
of carly Irish erature discussed in previous chaplers, modes nf thought and presen-
terion with Likelv encugh pagan aral roots were filed by assimilation oo biblicat and
other egelesiastical norms for & role in un emergsnl svacrctistc literary senchs
firmy weder the Chureh’s control {of, the end of ch. 3, 131

1. It has alrzady been pointed oul (ch, 3, &) that the key socio-politicial distinction
petwaen  inferior ofthech-fhiaihe o ‘*vassal peoples”™ amdd Lheir berters was
expressed penealomicully by making the latrer deseend from Mil of Spain, wherces
the former were ascribed 1o defearcd Fir Bolg stock, S desirahle was 2 Wilcsian
pedigres that il was acquired by more and mors groups a5 they sought to Jettison
their Fir Bulg slatus with itz demesning *Canazniie’ connotations (eh. 3, sk
Yhether or oot Uhis led oo a partial gensalogical redefinition of the dichotomny
between the tributasy and nen-tributary kingdarms of & provinoe in terms of e
tiireh ilependent kingdoms™ end soer-chivang **Mree Tineages™ . the basic siluatinn
in the early medievel period was that *'the deminant tribe or dynesty of @ provinee
wits noseally fesclf split into several kingdems. Under the developed dynastic polity
ul the Cld Trish period kinps who belenged to the same dynesty as the high king of
it province acknowledged his suzerainty indecd by accepting rath or ftrgsral, but
paid no tribuze. In che ook of Kights such kingdoms are termed sder-thuatha, i
apposed to tribute-paying dase-thuarha. In the genealogies kingdoms not ruled by
members of the dominanl dvnasty of 8 provioes are sommonly called Fortiho
‘catern eribes”, L ds diTicull o distingnish these from Lhe aakech-thurtha or “unfree
rribes’, While the word aesfecb-thusiha could be o dercgatory term for toiboiary
kingdoms, ils moere precise definition seems {u relate o population groups which
qad lost repl polirical srarus 2nd were meTe rent-paving communities wilhoul @ pcel
kimg™" (lwrne, 1973, 45-6). In this sitoation, which may be regardsil ws a political
currelaie of the sncial trichotomy between fres clicnt {sder-chieite], base client (dder-
chdife) and unfree vassal (githech i of. Senweroft, 19885, %600, gencalogizal
alTiliation to the free lineages would ohvinusly be very desicuble a5 a voken of pro-
mocion from tributary status, where fhe privileged could be induced o concale

L.
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Since comvenient political maps of carly medicval [reland ere readily availubie in
the Tosak by Byrne jusc cited. it will suffice here o refer briefly to the muost impor-
tanr. divisionz. The overkingship of Mumu or Munster svmbalized by Cashel ol
chicfly eompeted for by the main Eogenache dynastiss correspended clossely enough
to the arca of the present-dey provinee, The same held good for Connachl with ifs
roval site ar Criache and major dymesties of thee U3 Adlella, che U7 Facheach domi
nant in the seventh cenlary and che L Beiddn domisant o the egighth and ninth,
However, the Ulaid or Ulsiermen were confined o the presenr-day cowntics of
Diewn aned Aarrim, and the Laigin or Demstermen e the southorn half of the
present-day provines ronghly helow Duhlin®s river Liffey. The teo most powerfel
[einster dynastics in che historical period wore the southerly Ui Cheinnselaig anid 1be
prvrtherly U Diintsinge, the latrer of whom dominated the provincisl kingship tom
the mid-seventh cenfury onwards, The cest of the country came umder 1he T
kinzship of the Ui M&ll, supported by their Alrgialla subjects in present-diay coundy
Armagh and aress to s immediste Norh amd West, The L Maill ihemselves Tell
pengrephically nto twao midn grovps, Uhe Cendl Conaell ol mid-Dovegal were dami
nind among Lhe Morthern L5 Meaill i the séventh ceniry wntil noisizipped Ty the
Cengl nEoeain's expanston feoen Liishowen in noitheast Thonegal info the prescnc-
day coanlizs of Derry and Pyrong, Among the Soathern TH Sall, centeed npgon the
presedl-day midland connties of Meath, Westmearl and Longford, the castern 5il
nAeda Bldine virually monapotised the Tara kingship in the second half of the
seventh concury but had been supplanted by the wastern Clann Cholmesin in alterna-
tion with the northern Cenél nEogein by the middle of the sighth. Another mujor
political and geopraphical division of Ireland recopnized in texts is thet between o
southern Leth Moga or “*Muog's halt”’ supposedly named after Mug Mooda? aml
comprizsing Munster plus the Liimn, and o nosthern Leth Coinn o " Conn’s hal ™
n;,:u]',;jsl,;i]m al i::|r|1r|an;|‘|;: LT Bl aaed -"';irg,i':ﬂﬁ: with ar withaul the Tlacd, and said
1 lake s mame Trom Conn C2reharkach.

The pofilical dimanzion may Beomade quile explici i fragrs indicating which
Froupe converze [oosfdoreal) an particelar poines i a genealongy or which groups
are descended from whom. The tabic oppoaioe gives & massively simplified scheme
hazed upon extane gencelosics but pared down to foeus atrendon upon the nodes,
relationships and individezls testuring at verious points in the remainder of this
chapter. A double veroical line indicates 8 father-son relationship eod & herizonzal
line links brothers, but many such colluteral effshoots have been lrnored, Binele ves-
ticul fines, by cuntrist, dre noo-specilic as (e Che wumber of inigevening genecalions
amvaalvedl, welsdch ray be s highoas twery o thirry in the heavily prosed tngp halfl
infended to preseid a very Beoad political sanvass above the sdee-offonng watershod.
Therzxiier more detpiled gensaloeies ire provided only Tor gzrlier defining srages
of the most inperiant conglomeraies of Teth Cainn and Taech Moga, namely those
certtring on the UT WEill and the Eneanacht respeerively. The Laigin, Airgialie.
Connagahts and seoon could, of eourse, have been similarly treged.

The following pessage is 2 good wextual exsmeple pearsd 1o the major divisions:
"ot Conn Cétchethach, then, are divided the free Enenpes (sder-cfitarngd of Ledh
Cuinn, aod they are dependen: people: {forfvgrhad of the descendants of Conn (509
Cuinnd apurl From chue, At Cathasr Mar son ol Penlelmid are divided the Tres
limeires of the |aigin, and Chey are depemlanl peoples apacl Crom that. A aalill
I:_:§l|_4_11_'|1:|'r| gre dividad the lres lnengas al kunster, and I"||'."_-.' ETES ﬂE’|l|’.‘|'-|2|q."I'|'. "!II:I."."]:Il.Eﬁ
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apart from that. Two sons of Ugaine: Cohthach Cacl Breg From whom eoimes 1Leth
Cuinn end Lérgeire from whom come the Laigin. At MNdadu Asgarléam the
Munstermen join the lineages of Ugsine (fif cfomraid Uogineg). Miadu Argarlam
[apparencly here confused with Miadu Find Féil] bad two sona: Glass and Cd-oiss:
Caliss from whom came the S Cuinn and Dal Riats and Uleid and Leigin and men
el Ossory {Cwmge); Uo-uiss trom whom come the Munstermen, morzover .. . Ar
miall Moieialiach all of the L MaL join, 12, Conall | = Cenél Conailll and Colmién
[= Clann Cholmdin] and Fogan [= Cenél nFogpin] and A=l Shioe | = 50 oAede
Sl&inz] and Tethbz and Caiibre [= Cenél Cairbri] and Cenel nloma and Laessire
[= Ccndl Laepairi]. At Enchaid Muigmedan the Morchers ol Sanihern U Mol
join the Connechte. At Cairbre Liphechair the Afrglalla join the U &l qual
Connachta. At Peidelmid Bechtaid the Fochzirt and Deissi Teoorach and ThSissi
Mumin and Corcu Roide join the lineage {cfenm) of Conn. At Ocngus Tuirmech of
Tara [ie. some nineteen generacicns before Foidelmid] the rovalis of the [laid asd
Scutland and the Lruinn join the Ui M&ill and thoss (others) we have mentioned. Ar
Clgaing Mir |i.e, some ten penerations before Oengus] the Leigin and Osraipe and
Leth Cwinn join" (Carp, CGen,, 1370

Wiewed Mrom an esentially Li Neill standpoint. thees is avidently 8 Sroad corrals-
tion Tiere berween genealowicnl prosimity and the basic peliticsl reletionships apply-
ing in the carly Christian period, o begin wilh, the various Ui Méill dyoasties are
brought under che acgis of their epnnsriies ancestas Mill Malgiallicch, (heir further
linkage to the main Conngcht lincages is then defined By Niall's falher Bochaid, aeed
the Adrgiella are mven a somewhsat more distant relationship o cheir LI Méill
overlords, Forcher out still ar che defining node of Ferdelinid Bechiald various
subordinate Fothairt and Déised peoples gre incorporated, the T Flatach rowval
stock of (he generglly hostile Ulaid being grafted on well back to complers the main
Leth Cuinn inventory, Turpiog (hen te Leth Moge, the genealopy brings in the
Laigin and their Osvaige neighbours al g considecable remove, and finelly cthe main
Munater rivals of the T Meill, Similer peckine crders are, of course, lizble o be
catablished within & province's main lneages, O Corréio remarking, for instence,
of hiz tabular summary of the main Munsier relalionships that “this schems muost
probably represents, not the strictly historical ancestey of the various dvnasiies off
the Eopanackt but the politicel affiliacions amongst them as seen by oan eghih
century genenlogist™ (1972, 1730

TRy gearatogic] framework presenied sbave is wnusual in thar the clief Munsie
stk iy separilet from the cest some genecations sftor the Milzsian invasion,
whereas stundard practice was fo irace Lheir desesnt from Mil's son Eber. that of
the Ulster D] nAraide from his sun 7, nd ther of the main linsapes of Leth Cuinn
and the Laigin from his sen Lremdn, For example, 'at Erimén there converpe
[condrecet) the three Conngchly and 1he Southern UL Méill and the Morthern U
Ml and the Adrgialla and fhe &0 and (he Litgin aod the Oscaize and the Lrainn
and the Orbraige and the Fothairr and T3] Eiata aad 1630 Fiagtach anid che poviity
of Scotland . _ . At Eber there converge the seven Foganachia and the |esnnaig of
Scotland. At Ir there convergs the descendants of Fergus and Canall and Celrela
co T e, Gren., 35E). The smbizguous posicien of the Lalgin as gecgiaphically
pirl 0l Leth Mors but meneslogically affiliated to Eramén's predaminantly Larh
Cuinm lve (oF, Scoweralt, 1988, 47) in this, the wsual arcangement, oeatly reflacts
their interntediale geographical and political position berween twao powertul
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neighsours, Munster and the Ui Neill, against cach of whom i turn they had to
fighe major hattles in 7335 wnd 738 AD., for example (405 of. <h. 1, T
Nepwernft has mede the poing (har the Lebor Gobdie's wheme of the pre-
Chrislian Tara kings of Irelund shows & deliberately analogeos paitern of hiving oft
apending to which Lhe prncipal line of descent from Framdn to Locgaire mac
MEITE cnjove B sovereigniy interrupted three times und shared in cach of the four eris
witl & cadst branch from shicl deseond the kings of & edicad. Thus the descendanis
ol Eremén and Fher fwhence the kings of Munster) share the sovereignty until the

fairkins (e tdeseendants of fr mac Milsd), whizh lasts for seven generadions {of

100 veazs) between the reigns of Misde Find Fail (XXXI) and Ugeine M (LVT)
Twu of the latter’s many childcen, Cobeliach Cocl Breg (LY L and [oegaine Lore
(L¥1], whenee the Laigin aod Crsraige), catablish dynasties (hat share the sovercigney
until & cess Cdebility’) that alflicrs them between the reigns of Enna Aljrnech
(L X¥TIT) and Eochu Feidiech (LXXXIT). Thereafter, he descendants of Enna and
inis Brother, Figeho Fer Mara (whenee the Ulidivn kiongdons of medicval Ireland amid
Seotland), share the sovereignty until the slaving of Fizchu Findoilches (or Il
flaid. XOCLD by the provincial kines (coicedely). His son, Tusethal Techima
{XCV), recompuers Treland, snd from him descend the Airgialla, the Connachia,
and the Ui Méill. The Airglalla never contru! the kingship of Tare - surviving only
as fuotk iributary to the UL Méill - but tract ¥ portrays it as shared by (he descen-
dunls of Wiall Noimiallech (CX1W) and of Fiachrae (whence (be Connachia), sons
of Foclia I"..iuij_!:l'ﬂ-:ddn"' I_Etl:id.. 4f-7: sec table end mep, 44 i 300,

4, Both gencelogizal schemes given above are broadly similar apart from the posi-
Py ol the hunstermen, whao were ascribed in the irst wo Fremdn’s line by making
d-niss the som of o Meade descended from him racher than of Eber's great-preil-
grandeon Miady [écldm (Carp. Gew., 251 = Ruwl 154h23-5) 2nd by superimpns
ing CGlas son ol Noaduo Déclam (Carp. Gen,, 187 = Rawl. 147226-T) vpon the Lagi-
nian Aedin Clas son of Noado Find Fiil (8.0 Carp. Gan., 6 = Rawl, 1163317
However, |he real significance of this divergence lics in its connection will 1&n0 oon-
flivting views of Treland’s polivicd vreanization.

Cine of these sought to asserl Munster's integrity by claiming eqgual spheres of
influence for the Ecpanmacht and the UT X4 in the balves of Coon and Mug resprc-
lively: divissa esr Hibernin jnsols 0 duas partes compares vige Conr Cérehathock
o Erigan Mdr gui ef Mug Miodar “the fsland of Irelind was divided into two co-
equal perts betwesn Comn Cétchathach and Fogan Mar, who was alse Mg
Miadar'” (Corp, (rer,, 206). Thiz sponymuoas partition was then traced right hack
to the 1wip irmanigrant Milesian brothers Eber and Ercmdn, and corruburated by an
cqually tundirmental gencalogical sepasution of the Eoganache from the Sil Cuinn.
Furthermore, corresponding claims to egelesasteal independenee from che chicf TH
Méill chuareh of Armapgh sand her Tounder were based wpon Lhe allegedly pre-
Falrician missions of cerain suulhern sains, notebly St Adbe of Munstzr®s chisf
church Emly fcf, MaCone, 1984h, 4%-24: Sharpe, I988), Linally, the recorded view
ol nrlers’” thar Bher was the eponym of Hibernia § Cong, CGen., 188; ch. 3, 7 may
b & vestige of Munster claims o overall hegemony, In this respect the entry of the
srriachern-bimsed Annals of Irisfallen (IF) for 731 ALk s worth nodng Lor i
wnusual cladm, il least in che conrext of the balk of our cxtant materials, thi “rlesc
are the hive kings of the Munstermen who jook (the kingship of) Ireland after the
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Laith (e cretim), namely Ckengis mac Nad Frodch ¢« 492, A and Wiz zon, Qe
Evschiand who culed Ireland for seveireen wears, sndd Cathal mac Finguine (<742,
Af, and Deidlimid mac Crimehain (+ 847, 40 and oo mac Cennétiz (= 1014,
AN, Finally, the Munster-biascd tract Do Bunwd teikechta Eopongehts in the
Lavd genealngie insizls upon the equeal right of the kings of Cazhel and Tars oo sor
a king over every kimgdom (fwarh)? in Munswor and Leh Cuinn respectively, but
implics an hanorific pregminence for Cashel oy virtue of (he psylum agcorded by
the Munsier monarch Fiacho Muillethan to Cormas mae Al aligr (he latter’s
expulsion from the Tara kingship by the king of the Ulster D38 oAraili, Indesd, it
ie claimed thet Cormac, as an gnmistakable gesture of submission, “save him
(Liwchul hostages in return for & hosting of the Munstermen {giailels 30 g sfogeih
Ser Muman)™, whereupon the forces of |eth Moga tegained his theane for Cornac,
wher awarded Finchu the Ciznnachtz Tands o wralituds (Mewer, 1912, 314.8-14),
The nflugniial allernatve maintaining the TH Méill kng of Tara’s supremacy in
tandem with Armagh can be traced at Ieast as far back as Lhe seventh cenmury. In
Brrnc's weords, S'Muircha’s Life of Patrick depicts Tiftheceniory Tare as the irish
Bebyion, & druidic centre which is o fcting stege-setcing For his rhetorical narrative
of the =aint’s confrantation with Logrnics, that rex quddar reggms, foror, et
FHE (riperalor Meriararied regeiy in Teroma, guae eral coped Scoicrem (i certein
grean, fieroe, pagen cmporor of the barbarisns ceipning in Taras, which was the
wapilil el Lhe losh). He also asscrts than | denire’s Gacher Miall was “founder nf 1#he
royal line OF glmes! vl this island?, {orgo sfirpls regise fufus pere fnsulod). Mo
ehid's contemporary Adomndn categorically states (hal Misll's sreat-grandson Dias
mait mae Cerbiill was ‘ordeined by God ruler of wll Ireland’. {fofins Seotloas
regiaiorem & den ordingiwe, end he twlls of the wiming given by Colam Cille o
Dizrmeit’s son Aed Shiine grainet embruing his hands in the blood of his kindred,
lest he lose “the prerogative fors-ordained oo vou by God of the moparchy of the
kingdom of sl [relend” (6 o deo folfuy Euernize regnl praceogalivam wmonarohioe
praedestingtand). Such high-llown languape testifies 1o gmbiion rather chen
uchizvement. At this date neither the Ulaid nor the Laigin had acyuiesced in subor-
imitte ztatos, and the Eings of Cishel 1ook ltle copnizance of worihern afbairs,
Mluirch wens writing in the inzerests of Armagh, periups to woan the T N From
their arlachmenl (o the paruchia of their own suind Colum Cille, and certainly 1o
link the misien of Pattck with théle own aneesiral figures. The prirnacy whch
Armagh won by the end of the seventh ceniucy wiss largely due to the suecess of this
new alliance, but it wyuld remain precarious until suppurted by & perallel scculal
institution. The prerowatives of the abbot of Armagh, a< set oul in the Liber 4npueli
wers modelled on these ol an s vet theeretical hich-king of Treland, As for Adom-
nin, be was himself 8 member ol the Ui Néill dynasey of Cendl Comill" (1473, 255).
Ihe stendard lists of rip Erenn or "kings of Ireland’ in the genealowies and Ledor
Cradnita are obviously intended o Bolsier (hese clrims. To beoin with, they represent
the Tara kingship we g trely national wonarchy held 80 one tine or anotler b
ancestons af all the major provineial dvnasties in 1the manner described by Scowerisfl
carlier. This, however, leads up to claimg of an Ul Neill monopoly or near-
maonapaly nf it from the comidg of Pacrick in the fifh 1o the dse of Brian Boruma
in the late tenth cenlury, These smerge clearly From (he list of belisving kings
intcoduced with the words “und it is to be realised that no Ling ol uny descent bur
Nidl’s kes held Irclend afier Pairick™s arrival with two cxceprions, namely Bistin
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=nd Brian reigpoed, Bal vel soome dooned count Bactdén among the great kings™ (Carp,
Fer., 1243, Presumably the less diffuse variant geneelogy merging the Munstermen
wilhy Lhe rest samie gensrations afoor MI's invading sons is likewisc earcd o the dog-
trine ol @ Tara high kingship of all Treland in Ercmon’s line developed by Ui Neill
propagandisis,

LIncxesptionablic though Byvone's comments ebove ire as aestalement of Arnugh's
aimbitions and incipient rise to power, doubiz may be enteclained ws 9 how fally
el had cscablished hersell sven as the muto UL Neill church By the Tue seventh cen-
pury (Herbert, 1985, 52-53, and ber brosally conveded primacy of Treland was cer-
cainly still & century or more in the Falore al that cime (MeCoe, 1982 and 1982,
L1G-44), This seenss 1o bive gained aeceptance in the sourhern half wich the help of
woronzhly e edghth-cenowry change In Armagh stratepy “'from the simple claims
Lo eprsecpal and ather major charches made in the Beok of the dnped in the mid-
seventh century to & more Flexible policy zsllowing some such churchies virual
mdependenee in their own spheres of inflocnes in return for at least @ nominal
acknowlzdeement: of Armagh and Parrick’™s primucy io Ireland as a whole™
aeCone, 19345, 521, There are twe pariculacly oo sxamples of such stafus being
delepared by Pasrick ag primus fnser poves, The first is che cider appended al (he end
ef the Book of the Angel whereby Patrick (on behalf of Armagh) grani Brieit
iTepresenting Kildared contrel over ber lederavion of churghes (pargachda) in Leinster
i rebeen Por their ccsaion o Avmagh elsewhere (Biclter, 1979, 190-1: MeConc, 1982,
107 and 144y, The sceend iz inzeted ar par. 29 of Ailbe of Emly's Selamanca Life
(e, 1965, 125 and depicrs the Munsrer saint mecting Parrick in king Ocngus mac
Nad Froich's company at Cashel and being made facher of “'all the mea of the
Sumstestoen™ by Armazh®s founder (MocCone, 19840, 52-3). [ seemes Lkely that a
sirpilar primacy of bonour falling well shoct of read conrol eventually cams (o be
accarded the Tara kingship even in Munster ideslowy, whenge (he averwbelming
consensus on Lhis basiv poind in che extand (exls.

It thus emergss thal even in the more remaote prehisior seciions snderpitning
this ""elaborite vrigin-legend embricing afl (he iribes and dyrasies of the countey®
(0 Corpiim, 1973, 3530 the genealogical record and associared king-lists were firmly
geired 1o current paolitical considerarions, both coclesiastical and socular.

5. This Framownork was caking shape “as carly as the scventh century®' and may
b zaid to reflect the contripetal pation-moulding offorts “of & mandarin class of
mionastic and secular scholars whaose privileped position in society allowed them 1o
transcend all local and ribal boundeme:'” (ibid. ). However, such irends (owards
homogenizetion were to some extent counterhulunced by owere Joval pelitical Biases
and the tyranoy ol chaoge itself, factors inevitobly condueive to measurs of diver-
sitv. Indeed, & cursory glance ol Oerp, Gea, will show thil even highly edited (e
|:{_Tl {_'-;_'.rri'ij]h 197, 3]-];1 are chismacersed h:,- -:‘..i~¢r:5,:-ﬁ.|1|:'i&=-: LT Rl ] ﬁg:-|'|ﬁr'|'.‘llrf'_'_-' rrivial
aned erhzes leghly significant, ol warhin g single manuseripe or berogeen differone
roggnpscript vorsions. The handful of instanacs alrcady discussed, ineloding the ocos-
sipnal mencion in & rext of alternative vicews, need not be muliplicd here, and there
iz no roason to ascribe this variation te the vegaries of secular oral tradition.

The fact is thet the senior personnel of monasterie: areat and small was prone o
be connevted By mutuilly beneficial ties of birth, prographicl proximily or bodh
with mejor and minar dyoasties (of, MoCone, 1983b, 56-7) As O Corrin poants cur
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wilh appropriae examples, *the church csrablishment of the cighth and ninck cen-
Leries and before was rich, comfortable and powerful. By nmow, clerical and lay
sociary had become se intenmcshed thar any stiempt to distinguizh the traditionol
categorics of church end scate doce some violence o the svidence | ., Alrewidy,
Armagh and the U Ml kings were working to tandem, sachk i would sesm conlent
o boost the pretensions of the other, In Leinster, the mooastic town of Kildare can
quite properly be regarded as o dyoastic capidal i tee minth cenfury, haugh of
course itz connections with the Ui Dnlpinge dyoasty ., . were indimate cven in the
sevenih century, when Cosiiosus, Lhe biograpber af the Snundeess, desciibes Kildarc
as i greal and oietropaliban cielies shere the rrcaswnes of kings were kept . .. In
the case of Emly, . teog 0F not three of ite abboes, held che kingship of Munsier
i Lhe ninth centary. & Wunster kine-list, edited st Emly. stresses the participation
in rhe kingship of Munster of the dynastic stock which dominsted ite ares and
aupplicd many of its abbots (Weyer, 1913, 4T78-0, 482 A peneral principls cun be
stated in regard o abbatial suceession though as we shall see some modificalion.
will be reguireds the grear hereditory clecical Gamilies were psually discird segnents
of Tovil lnesees, pushed oul ol Che political strugele aod Torced o reprise them-
selves in Lhe chopeh. Chice edablished therse, they proved extremcly ienacicus and
weers displiced By Tarer roval segments or by new and cxpansive dvnasties anly with
the greatest difficalor’ (1981, 327-81L

The sacio-political or even family concerns shared by the monestic kespers ol a
gencalopy and the secular dynasty o which i relerred (ibid,, 329310 dowbiles
helped to promote [ocal incerests as weell as the intermeshing of hey and ecclesiastical,
kingly and zaintly pedigrees in individusl compilations reflecting a very practisul
CcoRRE -eoalisg ST nieith or *joining of church with kingdom™ (vh. 1, 113 This
interpenetration is conflirmed by general stitements o the =0l (hag che same Basic
seneidogicil rules apply eoually e Borh esares, eon. all, Boch saints and Kings (aner
roebing 7 rgd], whose genealogy s aof feaced oo Conn are feetdatia®’ (Caen. Oen.,
358 = Lf. 3RSk or UNiall Morgiallach, Cathdor Mar son of Foidlimid, Flachra
Araide [Ulaid, D4l nAraidi], Ailil lomm, these are the four noble pillars to which
are rraced the gencalogics of the high kings (ard-rfe) and noble peopls {dep-odense)
and supcriar seins {eignal-nded) of Ireland and all the well born (so-chengiaoh) of
Treland™ {ibid., = 313b2%-31). Obvicusly both Loy and ecclesiastical polificil 1ssues
can oo expacted to figure in the ditferenoc interowined brenches of o momeslically
baced senchus or "tradition’ consisting of the "literary aod highly conventiooabizel
products of specialist learnsd classes, relainers of the conlemporary haldeis of
power, wha were al pams o legihinnse all changa by giving it the sanetion of
immernorial ensinm and who rathlessly reshaped the past to justify the present™ (0
Carrili, 1978, 12},

f, Az far as the basie means of arriculating these = concerned, i has become
inereasingly clear that saints’ Lives, like other branches of sazly Izish tradition such
a5 sepas and genmealomes, wre first and Foremes! decuments of heic own jine ol
composition, social end political propuganda thal makes wse of traditiona] malerials
in & kind of code’ {MoConez, L1984, 306, Primary importsoce sonseguently anaches
to Vthe conlemperary aims of The composilion in guesiion, howewar hizsorically
remuie Lhe lgures and evens ) perports o deseribe were supposed to be. The ey
ta such amtespratarion of snts' Lives and sinilar material is oo realize that a
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parficular seint essentivly repressnls bis main Toundztion and prominent Luynen,
parricularly kings, the dynusiies iracing descent from them in this narrative vode,
which makes it possible (o cast the drizst of politicel cleims o the form ol 2 goed
story about prople’” (thad. ).

This principle is, of eourse, wall illustraced By the briel expmples near the end of
section 4 shove, where the spheres of influsnes sgreed by Avmagh with Kildare and
Emly are justificd by stories of Parrick”s frizodly persenzl dealings with Brigit and
Adlbe, Sinilarly the rocord in the Book of Armagh's Additemenss of Acd of Sletrys
seveni i century submission of his Leinster chrch, linked to the Ul Cheinnssluis aml
founded by Fiace, (0 Armagh during Séedoe’s ehbecy dpar. 18 ch, £, 3 i= directly
preceded by e justificatory tale rarher obvinusly produced for the vosision despite
bring set in the il ceniury {pars. 13-4 Bicler, 1979, 176-71. This individualises the
pow rolationship betwsen (he pwoomonasierics and projects it right back o the
alicaed beminnings «f Christiamiy i Teingwer by telling of Fiacs™s ardimalian as
bithop by Pautrick, who then marks our and consectanes the Slelly sire for him on
land pranied vt af gracimude for baprism et Pacrick™ buands by king Crimthann son
of Enmi Cennsalach, eponymous ancestor of the LH Cheinnszlaig,

Further (ypical hagiographicsl personalizacions of njer-church relarinng include
vorne sirking Abrgiaila cxamples: Vtheic Lives and genealogies indicare for Tiger-
pach of Clonce and Eopen of Ardelraw (3 merz thirty miles further north)
fermnarkable, not to spy hichly sospiclous, similaritizs in background and early
carcers . . . This purallelfism bepween Tigeenach znd Eogan is meds guite explizil
rirne and again in the latser™s Life, whergas thers iz no mention of Bogan in the iz
of Tigernach. Mevertheless, (he same hadie framework can be observed in buih . . -
The mast probuble ssplanalion of these clearly deliberate parailels amd wssociations
in our twe Lives is thai the chusches of Clones aod Andstras had discoveied & 2on-
siderable roepsure of common ground pelicically, af least by Lhe time thar the cors
ot Logan's Life came tobe writtzn . . . At all events, beth Lives sireess the Leinster
crientation of their subjects and, by implication, their choaches, and complerely
twnore Parick in 2 manner suggesting thel. neither Clones nor Ardstraw com-
templated submission to Armagh’s olms w the time of composition.  Lodeed,
resisrance to Armegh oressure would provide motive coough for en allianve (bl
may also have included the chereh of Coleraing in Tl nAraide territory just bevond
tlie north-castern fringe of Adivsiall, o judge from the cleim in Eogan®s Life (chap.
2} that Cairbre, "subseyuentiy bishop and founder of the monestery of Cileraing®,
was a “Fellow diseiple’ s Candide Casa with Tigernach and Eogan, whose ahduction
to anod subsequen release Trom Gael he shared™” (MoCons, 1984, 207-R).

This hvpodhesiz is enrroborated by references in Tirechan incigaiive ol rivalry and
cisresnent between Armach and the aforementivned churches {ibid., 30891, O
the ochier band, o addition wo 2 hint in Ticachén, both the Tripartise Life of Pairick
anl Mac Cairthine’s acephalous Salerouncs §ile siress the lateer's subordiparion Lo
Parrick ar the foundetion of Clogher, thas creating a “*halance of probability Lo
Clagher, unlike Clomes and Arcsiraw, was countcd a Patrician church, 1.e
comneesed with Acmegh Croms ol least the later soventh cemtury when Muirchid
wroee™ Jibid,, 3101, The respective Tortuncs of pro-Armagh Cloghsr and anti-
Armagh Clomes may well have swung with the pendulum of cthe lecal T3 Chrem-
thainn dynests's Muctaring relations with Armaph andd her Ui &1 backers (ibid..
IL1-3].
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AL any rete. the follnwing episode: sesm o use past monastic and dynaslic
Founders in g fypically coded reference (v o roughly contzmporary tense situatin
in which Clogher apparendy succeeded 0 nusingaining its stacus as the dvnasty's
chiel church despite &t least ane atreimpd (oo threst Clones to the fore: “in the Life
ol Mag Cairlhinn the saint iz told by Parrick to establish his church Yin the plain
Belore the rogal sl ol Adrgiella’ | - The 120 Chreemibainn gnesstor king Ecku . ..
is hoscile re Mac Cairlhino but the seint’s power cventually brings phou bus subimis-
sion, rather as Parrick owercomes the reluctant Locgaire of Tars in Muirchi s tairma-
tive. When Tigernazh arrives in Aingalle io chaprer twelve of his Tife, the sirme king
Echu, who is his marernal grand Gibher gogording 1o the beginning of the 1ile, ullers
him the seat and dignity of bishop Mac Carrthinn , | and promises co cxpel the said
bishwp in his Faveuwr. The virtwous Tigeroach rejecls (his in horror and withdraws
in |he direvtivn of a distant mountain, where he stavs for o lonz time in & church
- o - Lhigl be Founded'® (fbid., 203-4). Alsn noteworihy iz che Clones-bigsed Life's
imiplication, must likely disingenuous, thae Mac Cainchinn and hence Clogher were
in the debr ol Tigernach and heoce Clones far not acceding (o 1his piso.

Tigernach's Leinster connections mentioned sbave are accentmpied in his Lifs to
the extent thar i is ““quite delerential to Kildare, in marked cont=ast 1o e altitee
it shovws powards Armagh, and makes considerable claims for Reigir and hee church,
Erigit herself s made a decisive mlluence on Tigernach's carcer, being respansible
Tor hiz baptism, ordination a3 Bishogp aml erission 2o Adrgialla. When-ane saind per
lprme such servives us these, capecially episcopal ordioation, for anocher in sainrs’
Lives, the sxplanation ususlly seems te be thal the lexl in guestion is slaiming the
baneficiary's lfoundation or foundatinns for the benelacior’s pareckis, a procedure
particularly apparent in Ticechdén's work on Pateick. Accocdingly it looks ag if
Clones is here ackoowlalmne a degroe of subordinarion o Kildyre'™ (ihid., 321

The question a5 tn why (hiz sheold be so brings us back o the cise of Sikily
glluded to near the Beginming of hiz section: “'situsted ag it was oo (he nasddle
Barrow, Sletty was close ro the neclbern lmits of U8 Cheinnselaig terriiory aod not
Car from che arge arca to the Naorth genireled by theic powerfol dvaasiic rivaly [he
Ll Dundaingee wnd their main charch of Kildare, Since this was precisely the period
when Kildire wis vigorously pressing piimatial chams with Cogitosus as Te
muthpigce, Sleiiy's submission to Armagh and incorporalion inte her parsckiz was
surely wirned @l bolstering her posidon zgainst sirong pressure From her northern
acighbnur Kildars sl ber backers. Accordingly the poingiple behing the *Sletoy svn-
dromic! socms simply 1y ber i g powerful church nearby is threalening vour indepen-
denes, protect wourszlf by sebmission o & powerful church facher away whoss
control is likely to Do less pervisivs amd irksome. This, T take i, b5 precisely whal
Clones did, Armeagh being the powerlul neighbour and Kildare the rore disban
power inoa kind of mirtar insege of (ke Sletty siouation®® fibid.. $2%; o ¢h,
4, 3)

Thos section may be ficingly concluded with san example of Muirchi®s use of
bl allusion dwh, 2. 33 to implane a congenial politicel messags subversive of
what, frm Armagh's standpoint, must have heen the raher ynappealing surface
implications of les aceount of Patrick's burizl: “when, ioweser, (he anesl came 1o
him ho gave him (Pairck) wdvice concerning burial: “Ter rwo wniamed oxen be
choscn and lor thom procesd whither they will, bearing vour body an o s, wned
wherever they stop, & church will be beill in fonour of vour bodv. And as the angel
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brath matad, dwo umslesdy bullocks were chosen and draw the cart {essteusg with the
hely By placed o their shoulders ol asteady pace (srabill.. pestaming), and fram
a place called Clogher, Trasn Ui sast of Findabeir (fo Co. Down?, sec Haogan, 1910,
431, L7 selecrndy Trom Conalt™s caille distinguished the oxen. And they wonr foith
dircerod by God”s will 1o Do Lethelymsss (Dewopatrick), where Parick is huried®”
(11, 11 in Bicler, 1979, L20-0). Wlaiechd Mnishes by telling bow twa batoles over the
anint’s remains between the Airthir ol Armagh, o slivision of the Adrdalla, aod e
Ulaid, in whose territory Downparrick was, wore misgoulously thwarted and peace
restorsd (L1, 1533 These wore probasbly identificd with the *‘slorming of
Devwnpisirick (esepmaaaic Dy Lefihplaisse)’ aseribed to the years 305 o 449
ALy, i AL shorddy alier Palrick™s own death, traditionally darcd ro 393, ahithough
buircll may have been seeking (o deluwse more recent tensions,

Muirehid obwiously modellzd 1he episude ol the cate drawn by catele on the (14
Teatament aceount of the Philislioe prissts’ recommendation for finding out
whether or not God was rezponsibie For the wires piled upon them afier capruring
the ark of the covanane from the Tacaclites! *“now, (herelore, o o and make 2 now
cari (plensirern] and voke toro mileh kine, wpon which ne voke bath beso put, o
chie cart amndd shut up their calves at home. And we dhall rake vhe ark ol the Lord aod
by il om the carl ., . and send it away, that it may e, Aod B0 go oop by the way
ol theer ewn ferzilocies (oo Bech-she-mesh, He hath done us (s wesin evil, B i ot
ar leash we shall koo thad bis hand heth noo tooched us but it hach bappened by
chance”' (1 Bam./Kes. #:7.9) “Therefore, they did se, o, And the kise went
straighe on the way thal leadetdh (o Beth-she-mesh and walked in unison (e
wro}, lowing as they weel, amd turoed not aside to the righe kand or oo the lefi .,
And the carm eamc inte the field of Joshuw, & Beth-shemite, snd stood there.
Moreover, theres was a greas stong these , -, Aod The Levites ook devan the ark of
the Lord , o . ood put it oo the grear stenc'® (ihid, 2102155,

b wigw of the impomance of a founder's refics as & meins of bolsiering a
mamistery’s status in farly medicval Treland, Muwircho’s appareochy  Teady
Acijuiessence in Armagh's embarrassing deficiency in this are is ruther sucprising
ai el sight (o, MeCone, T9EE, [26-81, Although there is some amelianlion in the
claim riar Pacrick was on bis wiy 1o his beloved Armagh to dic until ordersd by
Crod®s angel to retwrn po Saul 0 rejucn lor certein privileges, Moirchd noverthelass
clearly implics thar Parrick’s bural in Dowopatrick wes in accardanac with God's
will and that it is wrong for the Adrthic (o sesk to recover his body by foree. How
ever, it doos not nocessarily Follow thal 1his was « permenen: dispensation. Tndeed,
since the Bible intorms vs that the ark, far Fron remaining in Bethshemish forover,
wits evenivally brought back toits proper home Terusafen in the reign of king David
2 Bam. SRy 6], there is an obvious preswmption that Muoiccho deliberately echoed
the biblicil eplaaile of the ark’s jovurney 1o Bethahomesh as a menns of sursesting
thai atrick's remging wers kewise altimately destined by God 1oretirn g Armash
in aceardance wirh the sanl’s orunnal wish,

Docoded Dncthis way, ar Mgt sighl nadve bagiopraphical narcatives aboul alleged
persons and ovents in the missionary peried wnd itz immediace afrermath ofoen prove
10 be procise end subtly auanced jestificalery (reetisss oo contcmporary, in this
nstance Ir.'«ugh.l:.' eventh- and -.:i,ghr.l'. ceniury, L=sres wal puwes su‘uggl,cs_ As further
exampies below will show, the indispatehly monasiic guthors of lrish saions’ Lives
in Lastin were s agulely alive to scoular as 1o coclesinshval politics, and it is no
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sarpriac to discover similar apitudes and concerms informing thers endegvours o the
ficld of vernacular ssga.

7. Meadless to sev, a good desl more than mere atrractive presentatinn was
invalved in cpses like thie. Although able o endow 3 narrarive with paolitical
bpckbone, penealogieal information alene cun haedly go beyond the basie relation-
shups expressible inreems of colluteral alfinily, metrimenisl connection. genera-
vignal distaice, sibling semorily or lack of ofCspring. The wddition of even brief
snalehas of nareative d2idl can pol bBadly nesde] Flesh on these bones and
gignificantly cnhance a gemealogy's artculatory polential throegh aowider Tames of
rclarionships and exera nuances of attitade or behaviowe. Tds thos ng secprise e
find the relevant penealogical set-up introducing a saga like Cath Wedpa Mucrarmy
or to find quite substantiel nerratives inseried in gencelogics av suitalle points, To
instance the briet account of Creidne and her sons (ch. 9, 1 and rhe longer fala of
the three Collas in the Bawlinson B, 302 collection (Corp. Gen., 154 and. [47-52)
or the whale of Seife Fogein 7 Chormaic wnd Do Buned Daitheckra Eopanachia
armidse the Laud genealogies (Meyer, 1912, 308-12 and 312-4).

M marginality of Creidoeg and ber sons, ancestors of che Conaille Muirthemne,
whase expulsion froon theire patcmany, coenllict aml eventual accommodation with
their father, Conall Costamail, led o the laher's prophecy (hal the pew lands
granied to them would be theirs forever despite the destruction awd Forced migraiion
of ocher Ulaid, hes been explained es follows by O Corrdin: “Conailine Wuir-
themns, wheose roval line apeacs in the annals owards the cnd of the seventh cen
tury, were g people settled in the Louth repion. They are regarded by he
penzitlogisls and historians (probebly rightly) as a kingdom which farmed an
inregral part af the historic vverkimrdom of the Uleid {Ulster). By the cighth cen-
tury, hawever, they were of Ulaid bul mod incit, Tor che Ulaid hed lost heavily o
the cxpanding U 2 and the Conaillng sang (0 lorm a buller state between the
Th W&, Adrgialla and Waid, The 1ex) explains why and how this situacdon came
about. Origin-legends and ancescral asticlogies af thase Kinds eoour ot nodel points
in the historicsl record — poings of departure, replacemant, congues™ (1985, 531,

Anather such nodel point. which hives the subject Airelalla off froom the wmain T
Mell and Conmachle stock in conjunction with the conguest of THaid recritory
Tesratodad by Conall wbove, is covered by the story of the three Collas, w00 of Eochu
Dpimnplén and each the defining ancestor of a mejor Adrgizlla peaple. This rells iow
they cominilted the heinous crime of ffn-gaf "' kin-slaving™ against their pzaternal
uncle, the king of Tara Fiacha Sraipling (sen of Caicbre Liphecheir son of Cormac
miac Ajreeee ), out of jealousy al the burgeaning prospects of Flscho®s son end sven-
teal sueccssor Muiredach Tieech (Tarher of Fochaid Mujemedin Facher of Migl
Moigiallach). This is the paolitically crecial Factor invalidating any ¢laim vpon the
Tura kingship by themselves ar their descendants: corid A h fingel o om0 scar
MNaithivs nlivenn {ri cleinn Echach Dompliiin 4. frismg Collail <o that that Lin.
slaying 15 whal separuted the soversipney of [reland from the descendants of Eochu
Ponenplen, wamely the Collas™ (Corp, Gen,, 147, 142823-4; of. 50 Calum Cilla’s
warning to Acd Sldine n 4 above). [Hachu, by consrast, sccurcs the revgal Tuilure
of his uldmatcly U7 B2 descemidinis &y choosing defear for himaclf and the
kingship for his progeny (wigidm Fair féin 9 ripe die chfupoly, T42038) In response
to hiis druid®s prediction: ““T can (iecure) vietory for you, bl this Todlows From e, 15




HOLITICN AND PROPAGANDA 245

vou are victoriows, vow will perform kin-slayiog upan vour brolher's sons aod will
vourselt be king and there will never be & king descended Crom you, I, howeser,
vou are deteated. it will be trom you thar the sovercigney of Trelgngd will stem ans
there will never be a king of Ireland from the throe Callas'®, Afer their diasiardly
dewd the Collas (e te Svotlend but larer return and make their peace with
Muiredach, who eventuplly awards chem sword land (67 ofaddth, [42015) wo he duly
comquerad Teom the hostile Uk,

This narrative, then, grants the Alrgiala their wods chrough the peod eraces of
& Tara menereh in the divect ling ol asvend (rom the Ut MéL, while depriving them
of any claim upen that kingship because ol & previcus delinguency. In this way the
miein ingredients of the concemporary T WEI ideal ol 4 cooperative but subor-
dinate Adrgladle wre cleacly eounciazed in conformity with the basically dentizel but
nesessurily vipuer implications of the barc gencalogical scheme.

The podnt wt which the Connachia are cclipscd by tha TH M oy cladmants (o 1he
Tarit kingship s marked gepealogically by Muircdach Tirech's son Eochadil
Muigmeddn and darmtively by che adventure or eclitree of his sons swmmasised
earlicr {ch. &, X This fells how Miall Nojmallach overcame the disadvantages of
iflegitimacy, vouth and expalsien (o surpis: his older bakf-brothars Aflil, Flachrac
and Bridat, eponymons ancestors ol the main Connecht dynasdcs, in various 1osis
almed ac determining who shoald sucees Eovhaid as king of Tara. The first of these
involving & druid’s prediction of the hoys' Puiures oo (he busis of the implements
they cordied from e buroing smithy is alsn given at the gpproprizsce point in che
Bawiinsom gensalogies (Corp. Gens, 131) The erucial susoessive envounters of the
brothers with the women of sovercignry in Fokieg sege alohock Muipmeddin show
dust how metivulous che narretive code’s atrention o detall could be. By sleeping
with Lhe inilitlly bideous woman afier his half-brathers bad relysed, Siall is
guaranteed & virtual monapaly of the Tare soversignoy for himaelf and Tis descen
dants, bui rhe traditinn thal (wo descendents of Fiachre. namcly Marh T and AiliTI
Mels, were 2lzo kings of Tara, i3 neacly acknowledged by having him give the hag
4 perfunciory kiss,

The motif of a voungest son gerting 1he beijer of his older brothers is too
widesprend ino folklore (of, the Grimma® “Golden Dicd! inoch, 5, 3 end) for influence
[7om the biblwal stories concerning Jephthah of Gilead and king Iavisd's eoointing
fuh, B, 81 vo be vopbidencly posited here, alchouwgh the possibility can hazdly be dis-
vintel, AL all events, thers seems liode doubt that monastic proppeandists for the
Lo Meill wonhd have ol lepst appreciated the weleome inplications of Uhe srmilicty
wirh Thavid especially, in view of his status as an ideal pro-Cheistian mober over a
united kingdom.

B.oA recurrent syneitronismnoin Palrician hegiogrephy brings the szint intn contac
With the sons of the apical o delfining ancestor of dynesties Imporant at the time
of writing. Presumably chis patrec®s app=al resadel) inche fuer thet “*this was &s far
back as contact with Christenioy conld be pushed setqioal denying ic the respectable
antigquity of asiging in the pre-Christivn period, &nd the second penecetion also had
the adviancage of ellowing pointed contrasts in amitud2 towards the pew Taith aod
in pulitical fortunes o be drawn between rival hrothers, themssives olten “delininge
Avgesiors ol Turther groups within the major dvnasey™ MeCone, 19845, 16).

For example, the very end of Tirechdn’s seventh-century momoire claips that
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Pulrick “rrdainad Figeo the Fair o Slaiy and haptized the sonz ol Diodeneg, a1d
grired wia Belnt Gabrdin and Teunded achrah in Roipne Mactoribige ood he bap-
fiaed the dons of Mud Uroech in tha land of Wunster oo Cothriges rock (0 Casbel™
(51, 4: Bicler, 1979, 162-3), Imlung was, of course, the sponym ol the norificrn
Ecinster Ui Donluings who doninared the provineial kingship and abbeey from the
carly seventh cenlury, while Mad Fréech was the debinims anceslo rtf thic mast con-
tral Eogamschl Sranches of Aine, Airther Clinch, Glendumain and Cashel In both
imstainces Arnmael was gpparently hoping to weun Uesse linpocrtant dynasties away
from their majer chucches, Armiagh's vivals Kildere and Emiy eespectively, A similar
siteiion amore o tune with  contemporanecoss  political realities oocurs i (b
Additemenra passepe sbout the [eundatipn of Sletty. already discussed (5 ubawe),
wliich ropresents Parrick ws hiving haptised Crimthann gon of Lona Cenisakach,
gponymons ancestar of the soulhern Teinster Ul Cheinnselady (14, 3; thad, 176-7).

A more elaboraely strogiored encountar of this kind jakes pline in Tirochan®s
wark beoween Patrick and theee of Ml Noiglallsch™s sons from whom significant
Louthern Ui well lines claimed desoent (MeCone; ibid,, 58<5; Ricler, 1979, 132) A1
Tuiltiv, site of the grear TH NEL denach o ™ fepon regdled, the saiat cncbuniers
the epenyvin of the Cenél Cairbei, who seem e bave Tost their position as the sustern
Wil maedo S1dine’s chict west midland civals o the course of the soventh conrory {cl
Byrae, 1973, 8d). This Cairbre proves Lo be an inenreigibly hostile pagen, who edros
Patrick™s curse for toviog to kil iim; = sour sced shall serve the seed of your bredhes
and there shell benu king of your seed forever't {par. 9

The second mesting oo the sile of Donaghparrick (a few miles doe wesl of Slanc
o the river Blockwiler bepwsen Mavan and Fells) is with the vimvous Conall, who
“rropedved him wilh greal oy, and he haptiscd him and established iz (hrone Torcver
and sajd wo hime “the seed of vodr brochers will serve your seed farever, and you
musl render alms toomy heirs after me tocever, and your smsand {the sonay of your
somy [roust rendery to my- sons io the faith o perpelual duc’. And e neasured. o
church of sizty Focr with his own feer for Pulrick's. God, and Patrick said: "if ibkis
church be lessened, vour reign shaell not be Jeng and seeare™® (par. 103 This, of
conrse, 18 Conall Cremthainne, ancestor of (he 81 nAede Sldine, who virlwally
mannpalised the Tare kingship during the second half of the seventh century. Suce
this dominanee must bave had an s of poermancncs when Tirschin aod Muooehi
wrooe. Armagrh e an ebvioas dilerest it carablishing rood and Moancially advan-
tageous relation: wilh (s line while denigrating ite madn southes 17vals.

Miulls (hirs) sum, king Tdcegire of Tere, ocoupies go juteriediate position n
Tirechan “because he made a pact with bim [(Palcick} vl e wotld not be killed
in his kingdom, but could not become & belivver'™ [par, 12), Muirch®’s marrative,
ol wourse, concres upon a prolonged conflicl beiwsen Pacrick and Loepaire, who |
haastile to the saing end tries to kill bim by is eventually forced racher apainsl bis
will tn aceepr the faith 1 13-21; Bieler, ihid,, 84-99). At the end of this “huly Parrics
szid to the kimge 'since you bive resisted my teaching and fave been an obstacle o
me, although the diys of wour reden slall be exrended, veu shall there be a0 king of
vour sead torever™ . | dewaire’s fate, then, i iorermediale between those of Cairbre
and Comall in fine with lis hehaviowr, whather as a Iriendly but recaleitrant pagan
in Tirechan oo as a mordernus adversary turned relustane convert in Muinchd,
Relerence s already been made to che stnifivance of the struggles io Muiehd's
narrative beoween the peschal fire Iic by Palnck ar Ferrac For Feoo {1 1420, s
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Slane ar neae it (Hogan, 1900, 4141, and the pagan Fire of Loegaire and hiz meo
al Uara asa symbol of the new religion’s imminent trivmph gver che wld fch, 8, 10}
Ihe aswociation of che victorfous Christisn fire wilh whal wias (0 bBecone the
monastery of Slans is oot only cemparakle with the trivimphant gontiase v Filire
r:l.i-.l-i:g wra's projogue (165-204) betwesn prosperoues moi@sine ies and desalatc ncarby
roval forts Bur cun also B taken o conocde the imminent eclipse of Lacgaire’s
lincame, the Cenél Vdewaint genired around Trim a fow miles due cast Tara, by 5il
aAedo Shiine, From whose rervicory around Donaghpatrick and Slane a little oo the
north of Tara Palrick's paschal beacon cmenates. Meoedleas 1o say, Tirechin wnd
bduirchi s esentially idenlicel messoeg, conveysd somewhal differently by cach
aof (hem, accerately reflected the current political situislicn,

Aricearral sibling rivalry was-an obvious means of represenling emnities betweon
sith-acetiong of & bropder linewre, and ts duly weed 5y The Fise Tife of Brigin, com-
piled in the cighth ceprury from seventh-cenlury sourees 4ol o §, 3}, Lo express the
carly hestility between Cenél Cairhri and S nAedo Sldine already identificd: “om
thar day Comall san ol Niall game Loholy Brigit as she walked on the road and seid
+o e 'O haly viemin Beigil, Wess mc diligentby. lest ey beother Cairbre, who hates
me, kill me', And Brigit said, T shall hless you, Lo vour group 2o in frent, and
we shall follow them. For il is nol fitting forvs 1o walk with them®. And when they
were all clirmbing up the Will, one of Brigit’s virmins said: *Alack, Brigit, what shull
we dn? Behold, Cairbre i coming after us, and now those two Sralhers will kil each
atler”. Brigic said, ‘not so shall our God wet for us®, And when Cairbre iad arrived,
e szid: “0) holy Brigit, bless me, sinee | lear my brother Conall in rhese places’.
Then the two brothers passed over the il ot the same Lime, amd did nod jeeognise
cach ocher. God blimded their eves, lesl they recognize each ales, on aecount of
Saimt Brigit, Amil Brigil blessed thens, and Coeall ard Cairbre exchanged kisses
withou! Tecoasising each ather. Bach wene off on hig way, and all magnified Cod™s
oarne sl Meigin in thigs miracle™ {par. 62: Bolandus, 1658, 1271,

The dechne of Tendl Cairhri in the west midlands was matched by the rse Lhere
ol Clavn Chalméin, whose alleped descent from an older brother of Awd Sliine’s
nammied Colmin Mar presumably befokens chedr origingl slitus @5 allies or even a
cader branpch of that ssstern midlisnd dynasty. Howaver, the Cendl Cairbri’s
cratwhile Tols as major wesienn rivala of S0 nAcdo Sldine soon devolved ugan Clann
Cholméin, who by the mididle of the eizhih centory had hlocked &0 ndedo Sldine
oft from an el fective clyim e the Fara Lingship, This inevitebly shiftcd che sibling
rivalcy motil i this par of the Soathern UT WEL gencalopy, so that it was now the
sons ol THarmait mas Cerbaill and cheir offspring cather then those ol Bl
Noigillack el who were at cach other's throars, Aided DVormte provides a
mice example: “onoc Dizrmait was in Tare feasting, Mugain davghtes of Corerad
e Tach of the Eosanacht Cheissil was beside him, fe, the mother of Aed son
nl Digrmait. pregoant then with Aed Shkiing. They then wanl nul onco the groon to
refreah themselves In the compiny That wis sl The carcnisal, While they were thers
they saw Daarmanl’s gramcsan corming Lowards them an the green, namely Souibne
son of Colman, dod g hondred Torse was his company . .. As Suibne arrived ac the
asscmbly the woman's, nmamely Mogan's, somb scieamed soe thar i1 was heard
throvghous the assembly, “Whal ts this, wensn?® sad Tiarmait, “is it upon the lad
sher wour attgotion s Yoo aeenal che prophet gy, ” said Beo mac DE, “There
e a propher with vou' . 'You find ous, then,” swid Diarmman, Ssinee v area prophet’.
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' know, ioddeed,! said Bece. "The son wiw ds i the woman's womb, itis be who will
kill won lad'. Thar was true. Aed Slaine killed Suthee, He 1oft 2 son, nemely Cuenall
mae Suihai, and it is he who killed Awed Siine in aen . So that is the first kin-
slaving {fin-pall between Clanm Cholmiin and 50 ndedo Sléine, namely Asd
Aldine's killing of his nephew, narnely Soilbine mac Colméin, and Conall’s killing of
himm then'™ (O Gracky, RS, 74-80

T imieresiing narealives validate key dvnastic relaticoshups in seventh-century
bumster by means of a mother's vision cstablishing w pecking erder among her off-
rpring. loone of these, from a text concerning Conall Core and the Corca Lolgde,
Core of Caslel's wife Oibfind dreamed she was o bird Baiching chicks o a nest.
I'hree Mew toosouth Munster and one w0 the cenire, while a bird came after them
from the West and the fifth chick remained in the nest. A draid interprels {his as
a propheey that she will bear fve sons, Mac Caiss, Mac Bréce fand Mac Jr) b
rhe trio that few south, Daig the one in the middle, Cairbre Laachre the Laer sisth
and Mad Froivh the ong who slayed home (Mever, Anccdots, 1310, 59 20-249). An
cquivalent versien involving a lirker of four pups bathed in wing {MNad Froich), ale
iMue Cus), fresh milk (Mae Brdec), and water (Mag lair} respectively, plus an
intrusive and vicious Fifth bathed in blood (Cairbre Croithnechdng has heen trans-
Imted eaclier {ch. 5, 11}

O Corrdin has remarked of this tex, which daies from the seventh cenoary™ thar
“apart from being so asticlory of the dilferent hranches of the Edganacht. it is
legitimisc document settior oun the pre=aminent political claims of the Cogeoachi
{haisil. Mad Frowch, ancestier of (he Edganache Chaisil (and of other sub-segmsnis
who also hefd the kingships amd Mag Cass, anecstor of BEdgenacht Raichlind, ame
associated. with wine angd e, the deink: of sovercionty. Their descendants,
therefore, will hold the kineship, though those of Nad Froich will b pre-eniinent.
Mo Lair amd Mac Redoe are associated with milk and water, evidently the symbals
uf 1he religious life, and from them descend the two leadiog beradicary ecclesiastical
lineages of the Edganacht, who ruled the great meodstery of Cork | L BEdganacht
Locha Léin, the descendants of Cairpre Cruithnechdn, are bloody incerlopers. half-
hrothers only, and the descendants of o racially mlerigr Marish soman ... In fwer,
ihere was & fieros dvnastic stougale in progress in the seventh contury betwesn the
Edgenache Locha Léin, en the oy haid, and rhe other branches of the Boganachi,
on the other, sod the Lex) i @ Bidler and partisan sxpression of the views ol (he
cnemics of Eoganachi Lucha L&in' {1985, BO).

The above oarcalives should give some indicstion of just how carefully
genealogival relations, gengraphical locations, other atlribules and symbols are
combined by theis monastic duchors in order o vonvey with presssion the desired
politisul message, be it scoular, coclesiastical or both, Purthennore, intricate though
they nay be, such coded politicel statements by noomens invariably constituse the
sl o even central messaze of o narracive, Lven o the Froguent eocugh cases whers
they are palpably present, they guite often amount to only ene level of discourse,
however important, intermeshed with othars geared to the sort of social, marsl and
religious concerns identified in previows chapters.

9, A marksd tendency of monastic serchis already sdumbrated ino1he fomegoing
wils 10 creple syichronisms and other parallzlisme between corresponding nodes in
ditlereni majne gencalogical lincs. For example, bringing 1he sons of the agical
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pocestors of mejor dyvnasties into conract with Sainl Pacrick 8 sbovel not only
established explicit synchronisms ac this level bur also fmplied that Misll, Dinlang,
Enna Cenosatagh end Ned Froich were cocvals Just belore the arrivel of Chris-
izraty, Dhoe allowinee must, of cowrac. he made For local variation. For example,
the synchronizm of Misll of Tera with Mad Froich of Cashel implisd by geventh-
senowry Admagh and U Meill propagandists differs slightly from the early Munster
text ebout Conall Core relerred to above, whizh makes MNiall as cponymnis ancesior
of all the Ui M&l & conremporary of Core, che defining forchear of the whole
Eopanacht (Meyer, Ancedara, 1910, 58, 19-200, racher than Nad Froich, ancesior of
the central dynastics only. Mevertheless, the sume basic tvpe of parallelism s
covisemed in boch casess.

Brariog in mind chet Miall and the cponyms of the chis! Connacht dyvnastiss were
actually counfed as half-brother and full hrothers respeciively, these synehronisms
eliberaiely link the founders of che main dynasties of Lelh Cuinn, the Laigin and
Munsier. Moreoeer, o dmilar link was establishod becween the kines Irom whom the
ser-chigrsg or free lingages ol each of these great political encitizes were suppuosed
r be desecnded, namely Conp Cetchathach, Cashéer Mar and AT Oloirm.

A genealogical aceount of the peaceful vosxistence of Cathder in Tara an<d Coon
iz Kells has alresdy boen translared as part of o discussion of how in Fobody Tige
Hyuclvet the now Yesble 0ld king Cathder's inahility te check his sons® eclfish exocases
drives Buche! the hospitaller and his fosrerling, Cathier's daughter Eithne Théch-
fala, inte the wrms of Cormac mae Adrt at Kells, a development deliberately jux-
tapwed with Ciormac’s permanent acguisicion of the site ol Tare threugh gensrosior
towards Cklrin (ch, &, 11; of. ch. 3, 3 and [ 1). Here a syochronism is esteblished
erween Catlsier’s soos and Cormae, the implication being that Conns son At
rather chan Cloni himself wis Cathisr’s contemporary in this parable of the Lagi-
nian loss of Tara o the T ME,

The =aga ek Madpe Mycrema begins by escablishing che following ss=t of rela-
tiomships and synchoonisms, destined to prove crocial in the spbsequent narmave,
betwoen leading figures in Leth Cuinn and Leth Moga:

S Culnn Mueauy

Conn Cétcherhach AT Olaimm
| St [
throlherssister) Sadb =
i I ifosterhrorhar)
Al Logan Clan Cormeac Luogaid Mac Con
|| Il!'".'ll:-.-._‘*;.-*.cu'l] [CrawackT] [13a: Ca]  [Cokco Lo

Cormac Fiachu Muyillsthen

The main sequences of offence end retriburion in this lsle are built around & quar-
rel hetween Eogan son of Adlill, sponymous ancestor of the Loganacht, and his
hitheree belowved Fosterbrother, Lugaid Maz Conoof the Corco Loigde in southwest
Cork with their non-Milesian pedigres. Lugsid wes defeared in hatile snd forced
into a Scottish cxile, bur evenjually returned ac the head of large Torees Lo takes
vengeanse upon his persccutars. The allied kings of Munster and Tara, Fogay aod
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Arl respectively, were slain in battle, Lugaid replacing the latrer as king of Ireland
until displaced by Art's son Cormae. Finally, Lugaid went to tend his Tosterlalhes
Al Olomm, but wis killed at his instigation in revenge for the battle ol Mag
hfucrama “in which fell Art son of Connand Al seven sens with the slaaglie
af the men of Ireland around them™ (pir, 780

The genenlogical correlation of Leth Cuainn's Art and Cormac with 1.eth Moga’s
Eogan s Flachu is given ssmilcant narrative reinficement in paratlel bul separate
incidients the night before battle against Mze Con. o the firs bogan visits the blind
druigd 131 maccn Chreepa of Osraige, who realises thut the king iz doomed and olfers
him hig own daughter Moncha s favours for the night a: @ means of begetting u sun.
[ogan s then killed (he day after Fiachu's conceplion {pars. 39-41). Due allowance
being made fur different dramratis perspose, a vierually identical sel of cir-
comssances chiracleriscs ATte last aighl beloes dying in bartle, the host and matc
this time being 1he smith Ole Ache of Connacht and his daugheer Achian (pars.
44-T). However, enfy Flachu’s actual birih i deseribed (pars. 42-3; ch, B, 5). Sodla
Ecgain 7 Cormaic begins with essenlially the same parallel narrafive, but atter
brielly marrating Fiachu's conveption and birth (pars. 1-1) proceeds to give 2 muck
fudler aceount of Cormac’s birth and fosterage 2s well us his vonceptinn {pars. 4-13;
ch. %, 8). In Genenmgn Chormagic, on the other hend, this s recopntod without any
aitempt to draw. a parailel with Frachu.

To comparative grounds for regarding the lutter a the aldest extant version of
Cormec’s birth-tale (ch. 9, T can be rdded genealogical considerations elucidated
v O Corrdiin, who prints out that the e of péatar, Iovaley and mutual sypport™
resulting from 1 constituzed “a maodel for the relationship which sheold exist
betaeen (he descendants of ancestors beend by the tic of fosterass™ (1986, 148).
Cormac's fosterer Lugnae Fer Tritand Finder Gree mac Arod in Gl Chor-
menie are anccstors of the Luigni, Coreo Fer Tri amd Crevraige, dwindling aorth
Conmache septs thal apparently ““disappeared from the pofitical map in the sighth
centiy'” and probubly “were in decline long before™ (ibid., 149). By that stege the
{17 MEill and their ailies would have had litle reasun (o continue to cmphasiss such
an undistinguished and politically unprofitable Haison, and in the later Sodia fogacd
w Cormuic “we Tind that some interssting chiaages have boen made, XNow (b2 coanos-
tion of Lugmia and with Connasht is far more tenuous and riat soction of the e«
dealing witl rhat aspect of Corma's hirth is dramarically foreshoriened. Tugna
becimes -3 hunter who merely Bappens on the hoy =5 ke ren with 1he wolves. He
foslered him for a vear uneil his mother came o hear about il and tnok her son
awiry, She brought him te the north, to Flachnae Cassan who welcomed him and
Fosiercd him, and if is froin (he norch that Cormas ser ol Cor Tara" {ibid.. 151

The political significance of 1hiz shift resides in the el thir “Flachnae Cassin
is nomne ather than Fiachrae Cassdn. aneesor of Ind Aorthing, the group of Alcialb
dynastic fumilies who controlled Armagh and the kingdnm in which it Ly’ itk j
The political instabilicy tha: made the Armagh shbacy w0 contentious in [he la
cighth andd early ninch conturies (of. Metlone, 1982, 216-0) may well have sugeastod
thal ““the U7 ™41 needed to be reminded of their special reladionzbip with the
Adrgislla and with Armagh™ with 1he resale thar " Armagh cose (o e CACARIGT BOS
sroduced twe supert pisves ol political propaganda: the sile of the faree Colles and
the toxt under discussion' ™ (0 Corrding ibid. L The lutigr implizs thar “'because their
anecstor fostered Cormae and Tis father Act, Adresalla and especially Ind Adrther are
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ancestors of major dynasiies into contact with Saint Paidck (8 abaove) nar anly
eztublizhed explicit synehranisms at this level but also implied that Miall, Duinlang,
Linna Cennsalach and Wad Froich were cocvals just befors the arrival of Chris-
tiamity, Due allowance musl, of course, be made for Incal variation. For crample,
the synchronism of Miall of Tara with Mad Froich of Caihel implisd by seventh-
celbury Areough and U MNET propagandists differs slightly from the early Munster
text ahowt Conell Core referred to above, which makes Niall as eponymaus gncestor
af all the [H Meill o contempaorary of Core, the detining forchear of |he whole
Engana:'-u (Meyer, Anecdota, 1960, 2819200, rucher than Mad Fioich, ancestor of
the central dynasties unly, MNevertheless, the same basic type of parallelism is
envizaged in baoth cases.

Bewring in mind that Miall and the eponyms of the chiel Connecht dynastics were
itvivally counted as bhalf-brother and full brothers respeciivedy, these syochronisms
deliberutely link the founders of (he main dynastics of T.ech Cuinn, the Laigin and
Munster, Morsover, a similar link wis established between the kings from whom the
sder-chipnng or ree lineages of cach of 1hese grear political enlitile:s wers suppased
o be descended, pamely Conn Céchathack, Cathder Mar and Al Olomm,

A pencalogical aevount of the peaceful coexistence of Cathéer in Tara and Conn
in Kells has already been translated as pare of o dizcussion of how in Feraelo Tige
Archer the noee feeble old king Cethdeor’s inahilily (o cheek his sons' selfish excasses
Urives Buchet the hospitaller amil his fosterling, Cathder's daughter Eithne Thizh-
fata, inte the arms of Cormac mae Airt ar Kells, 2 development deliberately jus
taposed with Cormae’s permanent apquisition of the site of Uara through gencrasity
towards Oudrén (ch. 6, Ly ef. ¢h, 3, 3 and 11). Heré 2 svochronism s exrahlished
between Cuthier's sons and Cormac, the implication being that Conn’s son Arl
rather then Conn himssif wes Carlder™s contemporary in this parable of the Lagi-
mian Ioss of Taia o (he LD N&lL

The sawan Codle Maige Mucrame beging by sseablishing tle following sz of rela
tinmships and syochronisme, destined L prove crucial in e subseguent narracive,
betwoen feading ligures in Leth Cuini pnd Leth Moga:

S CiHn My

Conn Cétchathach Adlitl Slomm

{brother/sister) Radh =

| (foaterhristher)
Al Eowan Clan Cormas Lugaid Mag Con
| :E-l.l"l'.'r.ﬁ.i‘ﬂ.i.:"-ﬁl ICTamacHT] [Tadr Cags]  [Corcn TolanEg]

Cormas Idacha Muillethan

The main sequences of offence and retribution in thes (e pre boilt around 3 yidr-
el bBerwesn Poppn son of AiL, eponymouvs gncestor ol Lhe E-:-gana.:]'_t, anmd his
hirherta heloved Losterbrocher, Logaid Mac Con of the Coren Loigde in sowthwest
Cork with therr non-Milesian pedigres, Lugaid was defearsd in battle and forced
inte 2 Sonitish exile, but eveatually retirned at the hesd of farge Toross po rake
vengeance upan his perseoutors. The zllied kings of Munster and Tara, Er_:-g:.a_'p and
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Art respeciively, were slein in batltle, [ugaid replecing the latter as king of Ireliamul
notil displaced by Art's son Cormac, Finglly, Lugidd went 1o rend his fosterfalber
Adlill o, bun wes killed a0 bhis inscigation in revenge for the bartle of Mag
Mucrama “in which fell Ar son of Conn end AdlilPs seven sons with the slnsghie
af the men of Irelaml around them™ (par. ¥6).

The genealogical coreclation of Leth Cuinn's Art and Cormac with Leth Moge's
Eogan and Fiachu is given sipmificint nareative reinforcenant in paralies]l bur separine
inoidents the might hefore batcles pEainst Mac Con. In the first Laan visirs the olind
druid Dil ey Chreegs of Osraige, whao sealises thar the king is donmaed and ofters
him hix 0w daughter Monchi's Bivouss for the nighe us @ means nf begetring a son,
Fowny iz then killed the day wher Flachu's conceprion (pars. 39-41). Due allowance
being made for differenl deamotis personge, @ virually identical sel il wii-
cuimstances characierizas Art's 1ast nirhe before dying in battle, the host and mare
ibiig timic being the sroith e Ache of Connech and his daughter Achtan (pars.
14-7}. However, only Fiachu's actaal birth is deserthed (pars. 42-3; chu §, 5) Sedlo
Ensain 7 Corsaie beging with sssentially the same parallel narmative, hur after
brictly narrating Flachu's conception and Bbirth {pare. 1-3% proceeds I give 2 much
fuller accoust of Cormac’s birth wod [osterage as well as his conception (pars. 4-13;
ch. 8, &), In Gersmuin Chormeic, on (he other hand, chic s recounied wichouwt env
atempl 1o draw a paralie] with Fischo.

Ty comparative grounds [or regarding the lacter as (e oldest exeant version of
Coernac's birth-tale (ch, 9, T can he added peneulogical consideretions elucilaled
lve €% Carrdin, whe peiins out that the “tes of péefes, Tovalty and mutual support”’
resulting from 3t gonstruted ““a mode] for (he relatinnship which should exist
hetween the descendants of ancestors boumndl by the tic of fostorame’ (1986, 148).
Cormac’s fosterer Lugnae Fer Treand. finder Cree mac Arod in Gewernwdn Chor-
Maic aTe ancostors of the Luieni, Coreo Fer Tr and Srecraige, dwindling norih
Connacht scpis that epparenily ““disappearcd from the poliieal map in che eighth
cepiury”’ and probably *'were in deciine Tong before’” {ibiul,, 145 By thet stage the
L Meill and their alliss woubd have had little reason o vondinue o emphasises sush
an undistinguished and palitically unprofitable Euison, and in the later Seele Logoin
= Carmaic Vws Fnd char some inceresting changes lave hoon made. Mow ke connee-
fion of Luoroa and wiith Coerache is far more ceowbus and (hat seetion of the Lex)
dealing with {ha aspect of Cormac’s birth i+ dramatically foreshoriened. Lugna
hocomes i hunier who merely happens en (he hoy ag he tan with the wnlves. He
fosterad him Tor a vear wntil his moether came o hear about & wnd (onk her son
wawy, mhe brouwght bim o the norih, (0 Flachnas Cassdn who welemned him and
fosterad him, =od it'is from te pocth thas Cormac set oui Tor ‘Lara™ (ihid., 131y,

ke political sipnificance of this shift resides in the fact that “*Flachnas Cessan
iy mone arher than Fiechrae Cassdn, anceszor of [nd Airher, the group of Adrgladly
dynasric families who controlled Armagh and the kingdom in @hich it lay™ [ihidl. ).
The political instabilily that mads the Armegh abbacy 20 contentious in Lhe lae
sighth and early ninth centarics {of. MeCone, 1984, 316-9) may well have suggested
thar “'the L Méll necded to be reminced of their special reletionship wah che
Adrgialin and with Armapgh® with the resull that *“Armagh rose to (he aucsion ans
prociuced two superb pizces of polilical piopaganda: the tals ol the three Coflas and
the jext wander disoussion™ (0 Coredin, ibid. ). The Latter imphes (hat “hecauss their
ancestor Fostered Cormas und his Father Ars, Airmallaaod especiallv Tnd Adrthir are
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entithed b “Taviuresd aation” status and o the special dare and consideraloon of
the TIT &L He br was, to, whio fimst pus the rovel parple sbooz the youth, a sym-
bodic way of saying thar Ind Adribur wosd Armegh wers the first 1o recognise (he
swiperignre of the T MET fikid,, 132],

Thia, of course. = a fine cxam ple of thectesival manipulation of ostonsibly seulai
“tredition” for politicel ends. Forthermare, the establishmeni of narratve as w'cl as
chronelogicul corcelatons betwoon figuees ke Bogan and A, Flacho aod Cormse
sews how meitnately sege can interact aich plain genealowey wod vice versa. Sinco
sugh oarrislive diptychs were presumably doncrated to nvatch amd smphastse key
sbricturgs in (he broad gepeglogical and chronological vecosd elaborsied o the
monasteries, they o0 myst be regarded as the primanly litcrary prodigts of (b
clodseer. As usual, one can ooly admire the skl and sensicvicy with which e
VECLLS strands were inperwoven wilh epch oiher aod the wholz inthe vast wely of
eocialiy, polificaly and religiousTe. neeetied serciws il sacly Cheistian Treland's
tirera¥ s painstekingly and creatively compifed and culiivated 1o explain theirznd
Iheir Tellow counirvmen’s role in the world.




Epilogue

The forcgoing chupters have cxplored the deisive contributon of clerical
airitudes and other contemporary factors to an early Christian Trish literature that
miight be described as for the monastery, of the monastery, by the monastery. These
concerns were oflen scoular Tacker than suglesiastical, material cether (han spiricual,
local tather (han national, but chet merely reficers the Chureh’s central role in the
body politic from at least the eerly seventh century onwards.

Morwithsianding the wide range of issues great and small with which they deel.
mast medieval Trish texts sesm o be cxplicitly or implisily anchored in an
jdeplowical and historical comfinuum stretching back from the present, vie the
various nvasions and migrations supposcd oo have affested Ireland and hee oulers’
ancesiurs, to the flood and thenee (o (he creation of the world, Fhis scheme daringly
representad Patrick’s Ffth-ceniury mission to Ireland as a small-scale rernactment
af Christ's appearwnce it e world to bring che Ol ‘Testament law and prophers,
including history, (o Mellfment in the New, Historical typology could then istoom-
miodare the pugin past (o the Christien presen) by vigwing it 2s an Irish 'Old Tesea-
ment perfected rarher than abrogated by the nartional apostle’s Clhristian
dispensation, I this way afl Trich legal, geneslogical and mytho-historical senchus,
whether sel in the pre- or post-Patricien 2ra, could embody a broadly idenrical set
of sontensporary values and customs represented as essentiadly insmiutahle but in fact
adiusted and readjusted to the Church's ongoing interuction with current socisl and
pulitizal realities,

Allegory end typology allowsed ‘homeastetic’ tradilional modes of mythical
|hought to operats beneath & vencer of historival dynamism and progressive revela
tiom, thus snabling eardy Christan Idsh secular and religious prececupations o be
projected back foto & pre-Christian past conceived primarily as a modet of and for
the present. Keenly asserted ccclesiasticul vontrol over its revelation fadlilaned the
endowment of convenient innovaticns with the prestize of antiguily by slipping
them inno o pre-Parrician serclies conscivesly cast in an OLd Testament inauld, zod
servivenble pagan cloments were doubiless alan shaorbed into (he new hybrid con-
strugl with varving degrees ol muodification.

%y (horoughpoing was the eperation of this ideologival mixer that the modern
schilar is hard pur 1o sepurale pagan and Christien ingredients out of the resultanl
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blend. Atrention to the two-way assimilatory provess involved, and the purpose
behind it oot only sesms more profitable than an obsession with often unverifisble
uriging, Dur alsu provides an ancidocc to ngive nacivist eodencies o take clericsl
repressolitions of the pre-Christian Trish past at face value, Intlesd, an appreciation
al the way in which early Irish seschies was forged is an absolule prerequisice for
any wselful attempt (o dently some of the myriad old, borrowed and new slemneni:
that wene into its makeup, Wilh all due reservations about s far less efficient
applicabilicy to culture and semantics cthin to inpoistic formes, jodicious and nmes-
imally exhaustive wse of the comparstive method remains the best means of
ceteblishing the proswmption of a given feafure’s prebistoric provenance,

However, conclusions arrived ar via this roule must b2 balanced sgainst the avail-
abikity of plauzible sources for direct horrowing. Ao all evenis, reseacch of this Type
neesds 10 be carried our with mare sophisticarion and less wishful thinking than have
carpmmsarldy seen brought to bear wpon i hitherto., Even 50, (he resolts will often be
Gar Troon cerliin, aod should nor be allowed to derract feoum study ol the actualty
arrested consiruet in ils own ferms.

Far from being mere climsy and unimeginatve redactors of oral rraditions, sarly
Christian Trcland's mnomastic moulders wnd transmitters of senchus comhbinad
Liverary creativicy with intellestieal rigour (v such an extent in their porsuic nf a
coherent ‘native Chostian® mythe-history of their islend and race thae they have had
little difficulty in duping many 2 modern scholar inclined to petronise their offorts.
Presleacl of cocking o snook, we should take our hats of7 (o them,
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topics should Be sent to Rev. Prof. Pidraig O Fiannachta or Prof. Kim
MoCone, Depl. of Modern 0l Trish, 51, Patrick’s College, Maynooth, Co.
Kildare, Ireland.
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The Earty Trish ¥erb, by Kim McCone (1987, 297 pp.).
(ISSN 0790 BBOG, TSBN | BT0GE4 00 1)

Sagres, Salnts and Storytellers. Celtic Stodies in Honowr of Professor James
Carmey, edited by Donnchadh (9] Corrdin, Liam Breatnach and Kim MoCons
(1989}, 438 pp. plus portraic of honourandj.

(1SS 0790 BR06, 1SBN | B706EE 07 %)

Papan Past and Christian Present in Early Irish Literatore, by Kim McoCone
(1990, 286 pp.}.
[TSSMN 0290 E806, 1SBN 1 570684 10 %)

A Cuide to (hgam, by Damian MebManos (1991, 211 pp. plus 6 plates and

AT
(TSN OE%) EBOG, ISBM 1 E70684 17 &)

Each of the above hardback volumies costs IR£24, including postags and pack-
ing in the case of personal ocders placed [rom within Ireland by sending a
chegue for the required amount o Ao Sagact, S0 Paidek's College, Mavnooth,
Co. Kildere. A 10% discount sppliss (o orders of [wo o more Lifles,

Orders from abroad of from Irish booksellers should be placed with AIS
{Alsinteacht Ddilifichin Leabliar), 31 Fenian Street, Dublin 2.
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