Excavation of an

“Underground Passage

at Bunratty

n excavation was carried out at Bunratty
Castle and Folk Park under licence from the
Office of Public Works from June 26 to July
14, 1989. The work was carried out in

advance of developments on an underground passage
which the writer interprets as a limestone and brick
bridge, It is situated to the north of the north-east
tower of Bunratty Castle, cast of the moat and west of
the Raite river (N.G.R. R453613). The bridge is

aligned northwest-southeast with the roadway
passing over it at a north-northeast angle.

Recent surveys of the site describe it asan ‘onderground
passage', However, on examination, the gite appeirs 1o
consist of the well-preserved remains of a imestone and
brick bridge. The sand and silt Hoor under the eye of the
bridge was the ares excavated. For convenience, the
excavared area will be called 'the passage' in this report.

The interior dimensions of the passage are as follows:
18m. long, 1.B6m. high and 4.10m. wide. The eye of the
bridge is vaulted and consists of ronghly coursed limestone
rubble. The vauling is low and wiﬁe and is segmental in
form, The vaulted area above the arch springing 15 roofed
mn red brick for the entire length of the bridge. The
underside of this vault 15 rendered with lime mortar, chus
obscuring much of the brickwork. At either end of the
arch, the bonded headers and stretchers are clearly wisible.
There is slight sagging of the roof of the arch towards the
centre of the passage. A 4.18m. extension to the bridge
appears to have been added. I is identical in every respect
to the rest of the p 5&11!!1'. There are no signs of keving-in
of stones. A number of sub-rectangular put-log holes are
also visible within the passage.

The moat which surrounds much of the castle stops just
short of this bridge and would have originally mer che
original passage/bridge at an angle of 1207, The original
bridge was 4,.1Bm. shorter than ns present length. It is

ossible. that the brdge is related to the moeat in thac it may
EE‘FL‘ acted as a drainage channel for it at some stage.

Many repairs have been made to the passage in recent
vears including some re-pointing of stonework, the laying
down of a concrete threshold at base, and the hanging of
double doors at the north opemng of the passage. Pipes
were also laid along the mntenor of the north wall of the
passage below ground level.
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Excavation

Large quantites of madern debris were first removed
from the south entrance. The level in the passage was then
reduced by an average of 70cms. throughour. The soil
underneath the gas and elecincal piping in the passage was
not disrurbed, as this had been disturbed already in the
recent pipelaying actvity.

During the summer period, the water level averaged at
sbour Yoms, below ground level, This warter lével usually
rises by over 1.12cms. during winter months.

The first 30/40em. layer excavared was made up of
coarse sand and recent debris. However, some fragments of
red brick and fough limestone were found ar thas level,
along with a 38em. fragment of a window mullion.

The remaining 30cms. conststed of a silty elay and also
modern debris. A further square metre area was algo
excavated 1o a depth of 30ems. through the waterlogged
sile. Some modern deposits were also uncovered from this
level. The only find was thar of an oval-shaped warer-
ralled stone at base. Probing would segpest thar the
foundation for the bridge/passage was ar abour this level,
and thar a silty clay base comprised the foundation wirh



some gravelly material also in¢luded. There was no
evidence of a plinth.

In summary, no stratified material was uncovered 10
aive an indication as to the precise daring of the brdge.
Howevyer, its position in relation to the moat is of interest,
a5 the moar is thooughr to be at least of mid-seventeenth
century date: The bridge's red-bricked vaulting 15 also
important. Vaulting in red brick was a very strong fearure
of the embellishments carried out at Bunratty by the fourth
earl of Thomond in the early seventesnth century, which
might indicare a similar date for the passage/bndge also.

The excavazion took place with the assistance of

Shannon Heritage and FA.S,, Shannon.
Acknowledgements

The writer wishes to acknowledpge the sssistance of the
following: Bill Mclnerney, F.A.S., Shannon; Carol
Gleeson, Coore, Miltown Malbay; Pa Crowe, Shannon
Heritage; Tom Sheedy, Shannon Heritage; Cian O'Carroll,
Shannan Heritage; Jim Higgins, Galway, Marcus O
hEochaidh, Kilkee.

Brick Bridge

Stame Wall

w0
Castle
Z
ﬂnndh
Z\
ik ian's

&
#
P Q\G:"m
’ & sunmatry MRy
! R W T
N, PARK
LR

LEk

Scale 1:500

T faddoos .
ORTE: Il 1g9




The General Advancement of the
Country - Clare and the Census

Returns of 1841 and 1851

i they neared the end of their lon

In conglasion, we Teel in will be gracifying v vour Excellency
to fiisd rhar although the populaton has been diinished in so
remarkable a manner by famine, dizsease, and emigrarion
between 1B41 and 1851, and has been since decressing, the
resules of the Irish Ceosas of 1831 dre, on the whale, 5o
satisfactory, demonstrating as they do the general
advancement of the country.”

Between 1841 and 1851 the population of Ireland dropped
from a total of 8,175,124 persans 1o 6,552,385 in the E.tm
vear'™ Prior 1o 1841 the number of inhabirants had been on
the increase and it would be fair to assume thar this growth
contnued up to the onser of the Faming and irs amendant
misfortunes. In view of the ternible loss in population
which they record and the ravages of the Famine, through
which they had lived, it seems peculiar that the
Commassioners could assume such a sanguine attitude to
the events of the previous decade. However, as they
continued:

We have shown in the course of our observarions thar the
extent of arable land and the value of farm stock have
iiceeasod simce 1841 - that the worse class of houses i bang
replaced by o better - that a smaller proportion of families 15
dependent on thetr own manual labour for suppor - and thar
the education of the people has favourably progressed !

it would scem that the apparent improvement in the
conditions of those who survived the ravages of the
previous four years constituted a ‘irncnl advancement” for
the country, whatever ahouot those who had died or
emigrated. [t is proposed here to look at the changes in
population whicﬁuccumd between 1841 and 1851, tirstly
on-a broad countrv-wide basis and then, more closely, ona
local level in respect to County Clare,

Mot a Bare Enumeration

Prior to 1841, information for the Census had been
ascertained by oral - or vive voce - inguiry, the dara so
gathered being written down by the enumerator. 1841 saw
the introduction of the form of return which, with some
changes over the years, continues to the present dme™ A
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form was issued to each family asking the head of the
family to provide facts as o those who were in the house
on the night of the Census (6 June). All persons in the
house were ta be named, their relstionship with the *head’
indicated, as appropriate, or thelr scatus as “servants’ or
‘visitors” shown: tar all persons listed their age, sex,
whether married or single (and date of marriage, if
applicable), oceupation, ﬂfucatinn {ability to read and/or
write), and county of birth were 1o be recorded. A further
rwo tablés had w be completed in respect of all who had
died in the house in the past ten years and those whose
*home 15 in this house” but who were away ar the time, It
was up to each enumerator 1o ensure that the form was
properly filled in and all the informacion sought provided:
where necessary he was obliged to complete the form
himself.

Since the 1841 Commissioners believed tha ‘a Census
ought to be & Social Survey, not a bare Enumeration™ it is
hardly surprising that enumerators were further directed
to ascertain certain details relating to the dwellings and
farms of the respondents and to record their observations
on a separate form. In this way a eonsiderable amount of
information was gathered not merely abour the numbers of
people but about what was termed ‘the general condition
of the community’ and, in 4 predominantly agriculrural
country, of the size of farms and the number of livestock.

In 1851 the basic form wsed in the Census was similar 1o
that introduced n 1841, with a further inquiry as 1o a
person's knowledge of Irish, Ap additional column was
added to show if anyone in the household was deaf, dumb
or blind. Agricultupal stavistics had been collected on an
annual basis trom 1847 and those published with the 1851
Census were, in fact, gathered independently of the census.
The enumerators c-%atht census and the collectors of
agricultural data were drawn, in the main, from the
constabulary.

In view of the trauma of the previous years, further
intormation was collected by way of new forms during che
course of the census of 1351, These were to supplement the
usuzl household form and were to cover the sick, Tunabes
and idiots and public institutions such as workhouses,
hospitals, lunane asylums and gaols and also collages and
barracks. Where such institutions had existed in 1841, they
had been treaced as any other “house’, so it 15 not possible
to distinguish their inmates from residents of ordinary



houses: in the case of the military, they had been excluded
from the 1841 count.

The pubhshed resuls of the 1841 Census give details for
parishes and counties, with summaries for Flﬂvinfﬁ and
the country as a whole. The informanion for parishes is
given for ‘rural’ parts and for villages and towns. Though
the enumeration in the counory wis on g townland basis,
details of the number of inhabitants of these territorial
divisions were not printed ar the time. They are 1o be
found however in the published 1851 Census, where they
are shown for companison purposes with the townbind
frgures for 1851, In both 1841 and 1851 details regarding
apes, marriages, deaths and occupanons are given for
whale counties, though it i& possible to determine from the
parish returns broad categories of work and cerrain
infermatien n.-E.'l.rd:iug Ages,

A further innovative teature of the 1851 printed returns
was the inclusion of information on the number of persons
and houses for the recently established Poor Law Unions
and their consttuent Dhstrct Electoral Divisions. As in che
case of townlinds, the corresponding higures for 1841 were
also shown, The data given was for the reconstiruted newer
Umona which had been mereased in number because of
the onset of famine conditions.

Less a National Disaster?

It was the econamic historian Cullen who rather
casually termed the Famine ‘less a national disaster than a
social and regronal one’.® It s difficult ro reconcile such a
view with the haemorrhage that resulted in the probable
loss of up to two million persons in a matter of a tew short
vears, The difference of 1,622,739 berween the population
of 1841 and that of 1851 can only partially n:ﬁcct the
acrual loss which occurred an this decade through famine-
related deaths and emigranon. It is generally agreed thar
the greatest loss was among the poor: the cottzer and the
day-tabourer belonged 1o the class most affected and while
towns were not spared, the greatest losses were in the
countryiide.

In 1841 and again in 1851, the Commissioners made a
distinction between what they termed ‘Bural® and 'Civic”
districts, the famer being towns and cities with populanons
in excess of 2,000 inhabitants while the Rural Districts
accounted for the remainder of the country. Berween the
twa census years a number of towns fell below the 2,000
figure mark or went above the sepacation poine.™ For the
provinces and the councry as @ whole the refevant
population fipures were:

Rural Districts Civic Districts
1841 1851 1841 1851
Leinster | 1531106 | 1,191,634 | 442,625 | 481,104
.m :|mrﬂ. 11‘“” miui m-lm
Ulster 2,160,696 | 1,749.707 | 225675 262,173
Conmacht | 1,338,635 | 026260 80,224 83,762
Ireland | 7,080,659 | 5,333,709 | 1135465 | 1,218,676
Tabta 1:  The population in 1848 and 1857 of the Rumal and Chic Distncts

far each ol Ehe Provinces and for (e while of |reand

It will readily be seen from the above table that for the
whole country there was a loss of 24.23% i the Rural
population while an increase of 7.33% occurred in the
Civic Districes. Though the figures for the four provinces
vary, it 15 true thart in each province there was a loss in the
Riural Districts and a gain in the Civic Districts. As was
mentioned above, the inclusion of separate figures for the
many Public Institurions in the 1851 Census permits a

s

closer look at the number of inmates, who are included in
the figures in Table 1. The roral number of inmates in the
country as a whole was 279,166 (or 4.3% of the total
population), of whom 249,877 were in the many
Workhouses, A break-down of the provincial distnbunon
15 shown in the following Table:

Rural Civie
Districts | Districts | Total | (Workhouses)
Leingter | 31,568 | 31,507 | 63,075 { 50,
Munster | 06,765 | 48,374 |145,138 134,064
Uister 18,525 B.764 | 27.289 H;:ﬂ
Conpachl | 29,489 | 14,174 | 43,663 41,
Ireland | 176,347 | 102,819 | 279,166 49.877)

Tande 2= The muenber of Inmates of Pabile batiutions i 1057 for 2 the
Prorances and the whole of Irefand an e might of 1k Cansus.

The proportion of inmates of mstitutions to the total
population ranged from 1.6% in Ulster to 7.8% in
Munster and for the country ag a whole was 4.3% While
the institutional inmates represent the surviving victims of
faming conditions their distribution does not accurately
indicate where, on the basis of popularion loss, the brunt
of this loss occurred, The following map will show how
population changed berween 1841 and 1851 from county
to county. Only County Dublin recorded an increase in
population (from 372,773 1o 405,147); all others showed a
loss, ranging from 2.5% {Antrim) o 31.6% (Roscommon).

It has been noved earfier that the average loss for the
country was 19.8%: twelve counnes recorded losses in
excess of 25%: in order they were - Fermanagh and Clare
(25.8%), Galway (269%), Tipperary ([27.2%),
Cueen's/Laois (27.5%), Leinm {(27.9%), Cavan (28.4%),
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Longford {28.7%), Sligo {29.0%), Monaghan (29.2%),
Mayo {29.4%) and Roscommon (31.6%). A wedge of
counties centred around Rascommon appears to have been
hardest hit by population decline while a crescent of
counties in Ulster fared far better. Surprisingly, two of the
western counties which one would consider poor {on the
basis of arable land in relation to total area, as recorded in
1841) suffered losses below the national average, These
were Donegal (down 13.9%) and Kerry {down 18.9%).
That the proportion of arable land to total area fails to
provide a pointer 1o possible population loss is further
demonstrated in the case of Monaghan, which lay third
among the ‘more arable’ counties yet had a population loss
only exceeded by Mayo and Roscommon.

Portents of Change

In an effort 1o see if there were possible indicators ot
potential population loss in the 1841 Census returns,
caleulations were made for each county in relation 1o what
could broadly be termed indices of relative prosperity.
Those chosen were:

2] The number of farms listed as of from 1 tw 5 acres;

b) The illiteracy rave;

€] The number of families in Fourth Class houses;

d) The number of families depending on their own

labour;

e} Arable land as a proportion of total ares;

i Population density - persons per square kilometre;

g} Proportion of population in Civie Listricts.

The methods used in making these comparisons would
most likely be summarily dismissed by the econometric
school, yer they do come up with results not unlike those
of more sophisticated methods.® Thus we find that among
those counties which ‘scored” heavily in the ‘index test’
most were to be found among those which recorded high
population losses in 1851, Yer there were several mstances
where a county with minimal losses figured low on the
scale of relative prosperity. A striking example is Donegal
which figures as one of the poorer counties (being among
the bottom rwelve under six of the seven indices). On the
ather hand Queen's/Lacis, though having the eight highest
loss, does not figure among the low-scoring counties in
any index, In general the excrcise suggests that the most
likely indicators foreshadowing the vulnerability of
communities were dependence on own labour, nembers in
the worst type of house, illiteracy, size of farms and the
proportion cutside Civie Districts. To answer the question
of why the population decline between 1841 and 1851
varied from county to county the rogue elements 1n our
examination suggest that there are many other factors of 2
local nature which are not amenable to our purely
numerical approach.™

Progress?

In a section of their Report headed General Progress of
the Country, the 1851 Commissioners provide a table
illustrating what the percentages of the population in Rural
Districts in 1841 and 1851 were under three headings

i. Persons {5 years and upwards) who could neither

read nor write;

ii  Families occupying only 4th Class Housing

Aceemmodation;
s Families dependent on their Own Manual Labour,

This showed that those considered illicerate fell from 56%
to 50% berween 1841 and 1351, that whale 43.5% of
families were in Fourth Class housing in 1841, this had
dropped to 21.8% by 1851, and, that in these ten years

these dependent on their own labour had gone from
67.9% 10 49.0% for the country ax 2 whole. From these
tindings, the Commissioners conclude,

that the sdvancement of the population in education, m the
enjoyment of better house sccommodarion, and in the
proporion not dependent on manual labowr for supporr, has
be=n most satfaciory M

and further suggest

the increass m th-:_prnp-nr:inn of families chiefly dependent on
veeted means, profeszions, &, shows thar property in Ireland
bas not failed to vigld increased valoe, poterthstanding the
great decrease in the number of the libounng populaton™

The Commissioners also found that the extent of arable
land had increased from 13,464,300 acres in 1841 wo
14,803,581 acres in 1851 and, in fact, that the ‘surface’ of
the country had increased by 42,929 acres."" [t is suggested
that this increase and that noted in the valie of farm swek,
is due, in part, 1o the improved methods for the collection
of agricultural statistics initiated in 1847 and to the
growing co-pperation of stock-holders in providing
accurate numbers.

On the whele, one cannot quibble with the basic
information provided in the census returns, but now and
again a slight doubt does creep into one's mind, especially
where disuncrions are drawn by the ‘clerks’ who made use
of the raw material in such matters as means of families
and pursuits of persons. In our consideration of what
happened in Clare, we will devote some time 1o these
ASpECTs.

Clare’s Population 1841-1851

Whereas in the case of the country as a whole a
distincrion was drawn berween the Rural and Civic
Disericts, in dealing with County Clare we will
differentiate berween :Ee wholly rural and all villages and
towns. In the case of Civic Districts we saw that such a
district consisted of towns (and cites) with over two
thousand inhabitants, A village, on the other hand,
consisted of any collection of 20 ﬁﬁl.l-iﬁ_. g0 thar a separate
return is given for any ‘town’ above this size. In 1841 there
were 53 such towns in Clare: by 1851, however, the
number had dropped to 41. The following table gives the
wholly rural and the town/village population of Councy
Clare for the two years 1841 and 1851 for the eleven
Baroniey (the number of inmates of Public Institutions for
1851 is also shown):

Rural Population Town Population

NS Comge | MY 0 Cuep
Bunraylr | 20384 13285 A | WS BN -
Bunralty Upr. | 17834 19250 36.0% | 63 482 RM% -
Burmn TBE TS5 A% | M0 TEDOULO% 417
Clondertaw | 27775 1817 307% | 167 127 0% WS
Comomios | 21801 1516 XB% | MSE 3 2% o7
Ihrickas | 23363 1S4 3% | TR 164 10BN 10R1
nchiguia | 2320 1IN0 E0% | W8 WM A8 IS
lanés | 19067 1280 A% W97 DS A2D% 5268
Moprta | 20817 MR 2SA% | OB T2 2A0%  4TO6
Toalr | A7 160 Q0% | M8 Ne L% 12
Tlalpe | 2778 1548 R25%  ME 26M 2% MR
Comnty 13 16003 35.2% |0AE1 325M A% 200N

The pogetation of County Clare & the fime of the Ceraus of 1841
shonwing the ‘Rural and ‘Towa” components and for 1851 these same
comporants with the addition of 1he inmates of ail Publc Insbistions.
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Clare's population in 1341 was 286,3%4: of this number
246,913 (or 86.2% ) lived in the wholly rural parts, while
39,481 {or 13.8%) lived in towns, By 1851 we find that the
total returned for the County came to 212,440: 160,037
{75.3%) were in the rural seotion, 32,333 (15.2%) were in
towns and 22,070 (9.4% ) were inmates of the various
Public Insunstions.

It 18 unfortunare that the division of the county int
Baronies does nor coincide with the Poor Law structure,
which dicrated where Workhouses were erected to cater
for those within the bounds of the different Unions.
Originally Clare was divided into four large Poor Law
Unions, Ennis, Kilrush, Ennistymon and Scanff, with the
south-gastern corner being incorporated into the Limenck
Union, and a small portion to the north-east bardermg
County Galway coming under Gort Union. The number
of Unions was increased from 1849 with the essablishment
of workhouses ar Tulla, Corrofin, Ballyvaughan and
Killadysert. The extent of the existing Unions was reduced
and a general redrawing carried our. Maps of the onginal
and redrawn Unions will be found in the Appendix. It is
beyond doubt that many Clare people, who were inmates
of institutions within the Limerick Union {all of which
were in the City or County of Limerick) were returned in
1851 as ressdents of Limerick.

It will be seen from Table 3 that while the drop in the
town population amounted, overall, 10 18.1% the rural
population fell by 35.2%:, and that only in two Baronies
(Tnchiquin and Tulls Upper) was there an mcrease in town
population. These increases were doe 1o a rise in the
number of nhabitants in Corofin and Scaritf respectively.
The only other towns in the county which showed
significant nses were Quin, Miltown .\iiihi}'. Mullagh, and
Kilkee, Two new rowns appear in 1851 - Crag and
Carrowarren but fourteen which attained 'town’ status in

1841 do not figure ten years later. These were Kilmurry-
ne-Gaul, Ardnacrusha, Spancel Hill, Roadtord, Doonbeg,
Kilmurry-Ibrickan, Kilballyowen, Ross, Tullig, Bellia,
Doonaha, Lisheen, Kilbane and Cloonlara.

The following map shows the location and relanve size
of the towns as recorded in 1851, and also indicates the
density of population for the rural areas based on the
returns of parishes. Excluded from the dara used in
compiling this map were the 20,070 inmates of Mublic
Institutions, wheo, as we saw amounted to 9.4% of Clare’s
1851 populinon.™

Ir i1 mseruerive o view the 1851 *picrure’ in conjunerion
with the sitvation as shown on a similar map for 1841,
previously used in an examination of pre-Famine
population.

Apart from the disappearance of many of the 1841 proto-
villages, perhaps the most striking difference 1s the
complee absence in 1851 of any parish with a rural density
in oxcess of 100 persons per sq.km., something not unusual
il.l::.ng the codsthne and an the river banks in 1841, It
should alse be kept in mind that 9.4% of the county's
population {the inmates of Public Institutions) have been
‘removed” from our comparnisons. On a parish-basis the
next map shows where variations in population drops
sccurred berween 1841 and 1851: since parish rorals
include both ‘town’ and “rural” elements, it may seem m
some instances that the drops noted do not accord with the
contrasts to be drawn from the previous two maps.

The least loss of populanon was in the parish of Kilconry
{17.6% ), which with its neighbouring parishes of
Clonloghan and Kilmaleery forms a amall cell where the
drop was well below a quarter. Other parishes with similar
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drops were Kilballyowen, Mayarts and Kilrush in the
south-west, Kilfarbov, Dromereehy; Clargabbey,
Drumeliff, Kilmorry ne Gaul and Killadysert, 5t
Munchin's, with a loss of 61.8% was by far the greatest
loser, though eleven others had losses of berween 45 and
55%: they were Feenagh, Killeely, Killonaghan,
Moughaval, Qughimama, Killaspoglonane, Kilkeedy,
Killokennedy, Kilseily, Ogonnolloe, and Movnoe. Over
the county a5 a whole the loss in parish ﬂﬂpu?ﬂlﬁum wis,
on average, 32.8%. The fosses in 56 of the 80 parishes fell
bermreen 25 and 45%.,

As was done in the case of countes on a nanon-wide
basis, an examination of factors which might suggest
poverty in 1841 was undertaken of those parishes which
susrained the least and greatest population losses in the en
vears FR41-51. It was impossible ro apply several of whar
were called “indices of relative prosperity” on a pansh level
as the information simply was not given for these smaller
units bur where it was possible a companison was made of
such things as Numbers in Fourth Class Houses, Families
dependent on Own Labour, Hiteracy ete. For the county
as a whole it was found that 50.3% of families occupied
houses of the Fourth Class in 1841 and that among the
rwelve parishes which showed the least drop in papulation
the percentage ranged from 32.4 {Drumt]iﬂ?ﬁ:u 63,7
(Kilmaleery) and for those with the highest drops the
range was from 352 {Ogonnellor) to 84,8 (Killonaghan},
The highest scoring parish was Gleninagh, with 90.6
families in a hundred housed in the worst conditions and
the lowest was Killaloe, where only 20.6% of families were
g0 housed, However, it i not possible to say thar those
with poorer housing conditions were the parishes to suffer
most from population loss.

Looking at those other indices, which it is possible o
quantify, it can not be categorically stated either that the
wdicarors derived from the 1841 dawa clearly presage a
smaller or a larger fall in population. Taken as a group one
might 8ay that the twelve parishes showing the greatest
population loss were poorer in 1841 than those parishes
which had the least, but many individual parishes cannot
be isolited as being worse or berter off than parishes in the
other groupmg. One characteristic which does come
1|'|ruu1-;% is that having a town in & parish seems to have
been a factor of significance in curbing excessive falls.
Another telling indicator was the general high propartion
of the populanon in panshes with large losses who were
classified as being dependent on their own labour in 1841,
It might be instructive to look at how families and persons
were classified in the rwo censuses as this may clanty some
points which beg questions.

Occupations, Means, Pursuits and Ministrations

In the case of persons, there were three broad categorics
which designated whether they were members of the
family; servants or visitors to the house and, of course,
what their sex was. Addivonally, all persons aged hifteen
vears and upwards were classified *on the mode 1n which
he could serve his fellows, or, in other words, as be could
minister to the physical or moral wants of others”, Thus we
find thar people were classified as *Ministering 1o Food® if
they were producers (farmers, fishermen erc.),
manufacturers {Bakers, Butchers, ctc.) or traders {cartle:
dealers, inn-keepers ete.} involved in the provision of food
products. Providers of clothing were similarly divided into
Cloth Manufacturers, Leather Workers, Clothes-makers
and Traders, while those ministering o 'Lodging’ were
distinguished as workers in stone, wood or metal and
traders. Further categories were Health, Chanty, Justice,
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Education and Reéligion, An "unclassified’ category
embraced all other callings not covered in the eight main
ones, In 1841 there were over 350 different ‘occupations’
listed: in 1851 a further 230 had been added. For each
county the numbers engaged in different occupations were
given and for each parisi the numbers carenng to the needs
of others in the sphere of ‘Food', 'Clothing’, ‘Lodgmg” etc.
The tollowing table will give an indicanon of the numbers
in the vaniouws categories in Clare in 1841 and 1851:

1841 1851
Decupations | Male  Famae Male  Femals |
Ministering to Food
Praducars 6052 4845 | 4AT14 54900
Manuiatharers 163 28 213 25
Tradlers 368 126 a3 481
Totai-Feod B7613 4535 47HZS EAlE
Ministering to Clathing
Cloth Manufacturers 1162 15872 469 274
Leather Workers 1288 a7 Br2 32
Clothes Makers 1225 nae B4 3183
Traders 18 a2 115
Total-Clothing 08 15226 2164 10804
Mimistering to Lodging
Workers in Stong 7l 4 561 -
Wodkers in Wead 1440 7 953 Y
Workers in Mefal 1041 3 T3 Z
Miscelanaois 250 a2 23 55
Traclers n g b 2
Totad-Lodging 3530 114 2577 110
o

Keslith - Tofal 74 3 s 1180
Gharity - Total 4 - &7 32
Justice - Total 448 d B84 1
Education - Tolal a7 17 145
Religion - Tots! 152 i 155 2
Unciassified
Mg 188 ¥ Bl G
Trade 8% 431 608 336
Travelling 13 - 985 1
Miscelfaneous 17E3 8485 1294 B2E0
Tatal-Unclassified 19 483 2065 8623
Total Having Specified
Occupations JAIM 33567 pETRE 27033
Total Not Having
Specified Dcoupations

B125 Bl 6003 43076
Total 15 Yrs. Plus 85444 BoETR B27Ed 7059
Table d:  The number of malzs and femakes, of Alteen years and oer,

chiszilied as bo the cocupation Sokowead In the years 1841 and 1857

Looking at the different categories, it 15 abvious thar the
greatest drop in any one was that covering ‘Producers’ of
Food: in 1841 there were 67,052 males 9o occupred bur in
1851 this figore had dropped o 47,149, or 19,%03 less.
When we examine detailed occupations more closely, we
find that though 'Ploughmen” have increased by an
asgounding 2,233 from a mere 115, “Farmers® at 11,838 1n
1851 show a decrease of 8,286 and ‘Servants/Labourers’
fell from 45,128 to 30,973, While it is clear thar the primary
roducers of food, as a group, were reduced in numbers
ﬁ:twnn 1841 and 1851, it sliluuld be remembered that
persons were classified aceording to how they described
themselves. Thus someone might call himselt a “farmer”
though he was simply a farmer’s son and working on hs
parent’s farm: an occupier of a minuscule holding might
similarly describe himself. The Commissioners of 1841



were not oblvious to this general problem as they suggest

thae:

the rables might be srronsously considered 25 showing the
total number of persons in the country ru:guin“ particular
oooupatons, whilst its true effect i merely o show the tol
whose leading or acknowledped occupation is of 4 particular
description.™

In the case of those classified as ministering vo Clothing
the biggest difference is to be found among those females
ma.nulsictu:in.g cloth. In 1841 15,972 were so classified, bur
ten years later this number had been reduced by more than
halﬁl Other less dramaric decreases can be found in the
other categories, though it should be noted thar the
numbers of persons l."j“ng themselves “Traders’ rose
among those ministering to Food, Clothing and Lodging,
Owverall there was a Rl of 22,558 among men and 6,534,
among women, in those who had specified occupations
and for thase not having specified occupadons the drops
were 122 and 9,286, respectively. The final bine af the eable,
Eiviﬂg the total of aﬁ persons aged fifteen and aver,

ighlights the imbalance berween males and females in
1851; in 1841 females, in this age bracket, outnumbered
men by a little more than 400: in 1851 there are more than
7,000 maore weomen,

How persons saw themselves and described their
vecupations obviously had a large say in the manner in
which the complilees of the statistical tables divided
families. Firstly tamilies were divided according to
‘pursuits’, as being chiefly employed in Agriculture,
Manutactures, Trade ete. or in other pursuits. This
classification would not have posed many difficulties but
the secand, which classed families according to their
‘means’ must have, Apart from those whose means were
unspecibied, there were theee main categories

a)  Vested Means, Professions etc.,
by The Direction of Labour; and
¢} Their Own Labour.

The Commissioners of 1841 forcsaw some problems and
laid down rules for the formation of these divisions:

Frrat Class. Heads of families possessing capinal in wealth or
in professional knowledge, or whose means of subsistence
enable them to live withous labowr. In rural districts this may
ischwde larmirs of more than 50 acres.

Sevond Class, Heads of famibies who have some fixed income
or employment; abso artisans who possess acquired capival in
the knowledpe of some trade; neicher of which classes,
however, is wholly cxempr from labour. This may iaclude
larmers from 5 to 50 acres,

Third Class. Heads of familics sathoor capial, io either
money, land, or acquired hnowledge, fe. labourers and
persoas who obtain the means of eximence by employments
which reguire licle or no mstruction. This may include small
farmers Up 13 5 acres, ™

Apart from the possible errors which have been suggested
in the size of farns i the 1841 Census,™ o must have been
a rather difficult task for those entrusted with compiling
the various rables from the raw material contained in the
Household and other forms 1o apply the critena imposed
by the Commissioners, and thereby give exact figures,
When, ten years later, the same problems faced the new
compilers, did they apply the same guide-lines in the same
tashion?

One of the much vaunted claims of the 1851
Commissioners was related to the improved conditions,
not least ‘the increase in the proportion of families chiefly
dependent on vested means’. They show that over the
country a5 a whole the proportion of families in the First
Class {Vested Means etc.) had gone from 2.6% in 1841 wo
7.0% in 1851, while at the same time those in the Third
Class ( Dependent on Own Labour} had fallen from 62.9%
to 52.0%, thereby indicating propress: A closer loak ar
how Clare fared in this progress, as shown by the

published dara, can be F{'\fta.l_i.l:l.g.

Mumber of Families, Classified by Means
Vested | Direction Own Mot
Meansetc. | of Labowr | Labowr | Specitied
1841 801 12146 35076 958
1851 an 12129 17056 4382

Tahbe 5 The number of families in Clare in 1841 and 1857, classidied
BECOTding Lo Iheir moans, in the Censuses of those years,

From thess figures the proportion of families in the First
Class rose from 1,69 to 8.2%, and those in the Third
Class fell from 71,6% wo 46,6%. This just can hardly be
true. O a lower scale - ar Barony level - the picture is put
iito sharper focus: in 1841 the numbess of families in the
First Class in Burren and Inchiquin were returned as 21
and 36, respectively: by 1851 the families so classified were
234 and 368. Where did chey come from? Had things
improved so dramatically? One is forced 1o the conclusion
that, perhaps, the criteria had been altered or that a
different interpretation was being applied to the basic dara
of the enumeration sheets in 1851 from that a decade
earlier.

One could understand that the compilers of
complicated tables from the basic returns must have faced
many diffsculties and that 3 somewhat different perspective
may have applied in different vears but certain disturbing
teatures in the details of wwns and townlands suggest that
the enumerators may not have been altogether assiduous in
their returns of houwses and their location, and,
consequently, their inhabvitans.

It will be remembered that when dealing with the
decline in population in Clare, the 'disappearance” of
several villages or towns between 1841 and 1851 was
noted. In a number of such cases the population of the
townland in which they stood was recurned as zero, for
1841, and the entire population was returned as for the
town only. One can hardly aceepr that the entire
population of Tullig {(in the parish of Kilballyowen)
townland measuring 1957 acres was concentrated in the
town of Tuellig, which covered a mere eight acres or that all
those 1 Kilbane (Killokennedy) lived in the village (af 27
acres) and thar the rest of the 794 acre townland was berefe
of inhabitants. Other instances - not many admittedly -
suggest that the enumeratars may, heré and there, have
taken liberties with chewr bref.

As the original returns for the censuses of 1841 and
1851 are no longer extany, there 18 no way of checking the
accuracy of the published data against the primary
material™ One can only accept what has been provided,
but even this short inquiry poses 4 few questions a4 o the
trust to be placed in aspects of the informanon we are
EIVED Furticr scrutiny at a local level could well be

worthwhile,
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