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TRINITY COLLEGE TENANTS.

A CRY FOR RELIEF FROM ULSTER 
AND MUNSTER

AGAINST

yïtomao Sm aff ,  
SU B -PE R PE T U IT Y  TENANT.

Hitlierto, in these provinces, the bare suggestion of ;i perpetuity, 
or anything like fixity of tenure, at once carried w ith it an irresistible 
attraction for all persons who were in the present possession of the 
means of making a provision either for their own old age or for those 
who were dependent upon or should succeed them.

The capacities of most men fitted them  to understand the true 
nature of an interest held under a Fee Farm  G rant a t a fixed ren t, but 
the attraction for such an interest was still stronger when th a t tenure 
by Fee Farm  ren t was derived from a corporate body which was made 
the especial object of favour by an illustrious sovereign for the en-



couragement of learning, and not for any exclusive benefit or ag
grandizement of any of the members of that Corporate Body.

The single fact that the rents such as were reserved by such F ee 
Farm  Grants were made subject to a fluctuation of a lesser or greater 
amount according to any real increase or diminution in  the value of 
land, if fairly and honestly carried out, could not with reason 
have deterred intending purchasers of any such interests. Many 
of the tenants on the Estates of Trinity College who had purchased 
perpetuity interests on the Estates of the College discovered, when too 
late, that such interests had been derived by means of the operation of 
a Private Act of Parliam ent obtained by the College, and that the Act 
had been for a considerable time out of print, and could not be obtained 
from H er M ajesty’s Printers. The tenants, however, have been made 
to learn that, by reason of the powers conferred by th a t Act, they 
have been required as insisted upon by th a t Corporate Body 
to render themselves liable to an actual inc rease  of rent, over the 
rents reserved by the Fee Farm  Grants, amounting to 32 per cent. 
I t  must here be added that the College then alleged a right to a 
further increase of rents by means of the power conferred upon them 
by the Act of 1851, making, altogether, an increase of 47 per cenfr 
over the original rent reserved by their Fee Farm  Grants, and this 
allegation they used as a lever for enforcing submission by the tenants 
to the actual increase of 32 per cent.

Our lands, by this process of exaction on the part of the College— 
in many instances held by our predecessors in title for centuries—have 
been rendered not only unsaleable and of no marketable value, but not 
even a security for obtaining any cash advance whatever. The short 
and vital question which we desire to put forward for solution by the 
Legislature is whether H er Majesty and her Lords and Commons in P a r
liament assembled will any longer permit a proclamation to go forth 
through the instrumentality of the tribunals solemnly established by 
them in 1881, that, upon sworn testimony, lands in Ireland have 
materially decreased in value since the period when the Fee Farm



Grants were made by the College and yet hold their shield over 
T rinity  College, which derived its existence as a Corporate Body from 
the bouuty of its Sovereign, and to perm it th a t Body to assert th a t all 
evidence before the Land Commission Courts is false and unfounded, 
and, in the assertion of their rights of increase under the guise or plea 
of some fallacious and unintelligible scale for fluctuation of the rents, 
contained in their P rivate Act of Parliam ent, extort unjust exactions 
in the form of increases of rents from their tenants, in the face of 
uniform and established decisions as to the decreased value of land.

This is only intended as a concise description of the strong feelings 
very generally expressed at a m eeting held in the m onth of February  
last,which was prefaced by the chairm an, saying in part, as follows—ikI t  
is a great satisfaction to me to see so many of my friends and neighbours 
united together, forgetful of name and party, for redress of a com
mon grievance,” which was supplemented by the following resolu
tions, first :—

Resolved—1st—That the position of all persons holding any in 
terest in lands in this county under T rin ity  College lias 
been since the passing of the P rivate Act of T rin ity  College 
in the year 1851 anomalous, being by means of th a t Act 
burthened by very large increases of ren t in the face of 
acknowledged depreciation in the value of land produce.

2nd—That the grantees in perpetuity under the P rivate Act of 
1851 insist and demand th a t they shall be restored to the 
literal terms of th e ir respective grants in fee, freed from 
any fluctuation.

3rd—T hat the increase of ren t h itherto  claimed and obtained by 
Trinity  College by means of th e ir unjust and universally 
condemned scale of fluctuation of the rents payable out 
of the lands held by their tenants according to prices of 
certain commodities set forth in the Private Act of P a r
liament, and which have been extorted from them  in the 
face of very large contemporaneous reductions of rents 
being made in this county by the Land Commissioners.

4 th —T hat the representatives in the Im perial Parliam ent of the 
several divisions of the county be immediately and 
urgently called upon to take the very earliest and every 
opportunity for obtaining for those interested in the lands 
held under T rinity  College, the redress which their posi
tion so strongly and imperatively demands.

That a copy of the foregoing resolutions be forthw ith forwarded 
to each of our County Members.



The resolutions were seconded l>y Mr Thomas Small, and passed unanimously.
A vote of thanks to the chairman having been proposed by 

John Hughes, E sq., J .P .,  seconded by John J . Eccles, Esq., P .L .ii., the meeting closed.
I have only, in conclusion of this short epitome of the many grie

vances under which the tenants and occupiers have long been suffering, 
to add that the feelings of the injustice with which they have been 
treated is still more strongly brought home to them when they find 
many of their neighbours as tenants and occupiers on Church Lands 
which were vested in a Corporate Body, thereby armed by similar 
powers for the fluctuation of the rents payable to them, never demand
ed any increase of rents in face of what was passing before their eyes 
and was known to every one who cared to know it.

Since preparing the above observations for publication, my «atten
tion has been arrested by a very remarkable letter—to which Í would 
earnestly direct the attention of all who are in any way interested in 
the estates held under the College—w ritten by Daniel O’Connell, Esq., 
of Darrynane Abbey, County Kerry, dated April 2, and appear
ing in the “ I r i s h  T im e s”  of 8th April, 188G. I n  the perusal of that 
letter, tliey will reap, as I think, a rich reward, as it furnishes an 
illustration of the mode of dealing as carried out in practice by the 
College towards, not alone their immediate tenants, but also the 
under tenants who, from the indulgence and liberality of the 
immediate tenant to the College, were induced to erect, and 
did erect, expensive buildings upon the fancied security of a 
covenant f o r  renewal by their immediate tenants, and by whose 
exertions, in fact, a town was erected without any assistance from the 
College.

The College had the power, if they thought lit, to make a Grant 
in Perpetuity to two out of the three tenants joined in one single lease if 
they thought fit ; bu t it appears that they refused to do so in the case



<>( Mr. O 'C o n n e l l ,  f ro m  t h e i r  k e e n  a p p e t i t e  for . no t  a lo n e  tla* in t e re s t  
in  t h e  l a n d s  a n d  t h e  e x p e n d i t u r e  of  M r .  O ' C o n n e l l  a n d  h i s  p r e d e 
cessors  in t i t l e ,  b u t  a l so  t h e  l a rg o  e x p e n d i t u r e  b y  t h e  o c c u p y in g  u n d e r 
t e n a n t s ,  as  m a d e  b y  t h e m  u n d e r  t h e  fan c ied  s e c u r i t y  of  t h e i r  c o v e 
n a n t  fo r  r e n e w a l ,  b y  a n  i n d u l g e n t  l a n d l o r d .  W i t h  t h o s e  Observa
t ions .  1 will s im p ly  r e p r i n t  t h e  l e t t e r  •

TO TI IK l*<UITOK OF THIS l l i l s l l  TIM KS.
S iu .—M y a t ten t io n  lias boon cal led to your  report of  the  Kai l of Le i t r im ' s  speech in the  House  ot L o rd s  on >_‘nd ni t . ,  in 

rega rd  to  the  esta tes  of T r in i t y  College. H is  lordsh ip 's  reference to me in t h a t  speech are  not  qu i te  correct .
L did not  decline to  t a k e  ou t  a feo-farm g ra n t  of the 

p ro per ty  L held u n de r  the College. T h e re  were tw o others  holding under  the smue lease as I did.  O ne  of them  was will ing 
to join me in t a k in g  a g ran t ,  bu t  the  o the r  would not,  and  the 
College, as  they were en t i t led  to do, refused to m a k e  the g r a n t  unless to  all  three  tenants .

Lord  L e i t r im  was also mis informed a*' to the deal ings of the  Collego wi th  the  occupying  tenants .  M y  lease expi red in 
N ovem b er .  1865, and  the College then  got  possession of  the estate,  which includes t h e  town of Cahereiveen.

T h e  College immedia te ly  had  the  ru ra l  holdings valued, 
a n d  changed the rents .  In  some instances. 1 believe, they were 
low ered :  bu t  on the  whole there  was an  increase. A f t e r  the Land  Act  of 18$ 1 t h e  Collego. as Lord Le i tr im  correc t ly  
s tates ,  h a d  the  lands  aga in va lued,  and reduced the rents.

So far as  to tho ru ral  p a r t  of the  estate.  T h e  town was different ly dea l t  with.
W hen  m \  g r a n d f a th e r — ” th e  L ib e ra to r " —acquired the  property  on his f a t h e r ’s dea th ,  in 1808, ho made  leases a t  l it tle inure than  nominal  ren ts—os, 10s. a.c.—of bu i ld ing p lo ts  in 

( ahereiveen for  his own term, with a covenant  to  renew whenever  his lease was renewed,  b u t  withou t  an y  rise of  ren t  or  any  
line. He  also establ ished  f a i r s - t h i r t e e n  m  the year—a b u t t e r  m arke t ,  Ac. In  consequence Cahere iveeu ,  f rom a few tha tched  
cabins, became a th r iv ing  and  busv town,  w i th  in 1811 a popula t ion  of over  1,800. I n  1881 i t  was over  *2,000.

l 'he  rout  I received from Cahoreiveon town was  in 1800 ■U78 los. T h e  College immedia te ly  ra ised it to over  £700—a n  
increaso of a b o u t  800 no r  cent .  A n d  th is ,  t hough  they had  never  expended a  fa r th ing  on the town,  w h i c h 'w a s  crea ted  
solely by the  occupier», encouraged by the  l iberal  t e rm s  thcv got  from my family.

T h e  College h av e  since rais ing the  ren ts  expended  some money on th e  town in bui ld ing  a now bu t te r  m arke t ,  Ac.; bu t  
not one-fourth  of  the  increased renta l  they have  got for  tw en ty  years .—Yours. A;e.,

IVv x i k i . O ' C o n n e l l , o f  D ar ryuan c .P .S .—T h e  poor- law va lua t ion  of buildings in th e  town of t ’ahorciveen was in 18.VJ £«wi 10s. On deduc t ing  church,  
cliapol, couvent ,  a n d  schools. £860 12s, a ll  due to the  expend i tu re  of the  t enant s .  D  o  (j

P hi  ryunuo Abbey ,  A pr i l ' Ju d ,  1880.
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