




















Kerry and sister of the 1st Earl of Listowel. By this marriage he had two sons, William and
Richard, and four daughters. John Bagwell died on 21 December 1816 and was succeeded to the
Marlfield estate by his elder son, William. The latter died unmarried in 1825 and the estate
passed to John son of Richard.

Bagwell made various attempts to break the monopoly which the Moore family held on the
Clonmel corporation but without success, despite the casual manner in which the Moores
controlled the borough. Eventually, in 1799, Lord Mountcashell (Moorce) sold his controlling
interest to Bagwell.

John Bagwell was appointed Governor of Co. Tipperary on 14 March 1792, and High Sherift
for the county on 14 Februarv 1793. He raised a countv militia regiment in the 1790s of which
he was the commanding officer; it has been recorded that in 1798 he gave them carfe blanche in
dealing with rebels so long as he did not have official knowledge of their deeds. But when the
Dublin government introduced a bill of Indemnity to protect Judkin Fitzgerald, the High
Sheriff for the year 1798, from legal prosecution for misconduct in Tipperary, Bagwell spoke
against Fitzgerald’s behaviour at that period. Bagwell, speaking in the Commons chamber, said
that “his [Fitzgerald’s] zeal had in a great many instances carried him much too far, and excited
a great deal of reprobation from many gentlemen in the county”.

While in parliament he had interested himsclf in the political needs of Catholics. Fle
supported the Catholic Relief bill of 1792 and was one of the minority of 84 who voted for
Henry Grattan’s Catholic Emancipation bill of 1795. This may have been no more than political
opportunism. In his day he had himself changed his religion from Presbvterianism to the
Established Church, probably to forward his social position.

Bagwell opposed the bill for an Act of Union when it was first introduced in the Commons,
but subsequently blew hot and blew cold on the subject. Soon after he was visited at Marlfield
House by Lord Cornwallis, the Viceroy, who wrote to the Duke of Portland that Bagwell would
give “unqualified support to the union” and added that “the objects he [Bagwell] solicited were
promised”. At a meeting held in Clonmel on 10 August 1799 the voters instructed their two
county members to vote for the Union to which Bagwell replied in vague terms two days later
that he would conform his conduct in parliament to meet the general approbation of his
constituents. In the final phase of the debate on union, which occurred in January 1800, Richard
Bagwell (John’s younger son and MP for Cashel) spoke in favour of the union.

Nevertheless, when the final vote was taken on 6 February 1800 John Bagwell and his two

sons (William of Rathcormack, and Richard of Cashel) voted in opposition to the Act of Union.
Promises made by the opposition had won the day. However, in the long term this move seems
to have caused a serious decline in Bagwell’s political fortunes as he could no longer rely on the
county’s Catholic vote. Bagwell seemed always to have been motivated by personal gain and
political advantage, and could be said to lack that feel for the mood of the times that can keep
men on the winning side.
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To be continued.
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