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Introduction.

e ————

-This thesis is about families and laﬁa in the West of Ireland. More
precisely, treating land as a basié resource, it examines the social
relationships wﬁich spring up around it; how land is acquired, utilized,
valued, competed for, hoarded, bought and sold are central issues in

the thesis. These issuses are exPlored'aéainst the background of a

small rural community in South Mayo. The thesis is an ethnographic
statement, a picture of peoplec in action at one point in time. It is
not a'community_study', but it uses a community as a setting or location

for the exploration of problems of wider relevance. While the concepts

used are drawn largely from sopiology and social anthropology, the thesis

straddles several academic fences into tﬁe domains of the economist, the

social historian and the geographer. - | - -

§

UWhile noting the comment by Bell and Newby that

community sociologists often exhibit not only a high
degree of subjectivity but also downright idiosyncracy
N and eccentricity, 1

I believe that the small-scale study remains an important and useful

-

strat.egy in-that it leads to insights into, and explanations of, problems

not ascertainable by any other method. Further, the esmallascale study

. very often suggests ideas for the eiplanation of general social raiation-
ships. The evidence SUpﬁorting this position lies in existing community
studies and the incorporation of their rich yield into sociological
theory. Howsver, many small scale étudies would have bensefited from a
closer examination of historical processes'and a keener awareness of tha
wider society in which the small community under study is situated.
Thus an effort is made here to locate particular problems in their uider
structural gnd historical setting.

1 Bell, C., and Newby. H., Community Studies, London, Allen & Unwin,

1971, p.13..



The fécua of this study is land and family in the West of Ireland;
"land because it has been the principal, indeed,the only resource in
this region for centuries; family, because it is the unit of land

ownership, production and inheritance. As the problem thus stated

“

bears.little resemblence to my original thesis proposal, I think it

both useful and important to explain how the project evolved. \UWhat

follows is a history of the thesis, from vague assumptions to written
‘account, in the belief that:

a real explanation of how the research was done
necessarily involves a rather personal account

of how the researcher lived during the period
of study. 1,2,

The Study - Vaque Beginnings.

In so far as it is ever possible to re-trace the beginnings of a

research project, I would attributs this project to my first contact

with the classic study of Irish rural communities, Family and Community

in Ireland.3 -

VN . ™,

1
Uhyte, U.Foey "The Slum: On the Evolution of Street Corner Society",
in Vidich, A.J., Bensman, J. and Stein, M. R. Reflections on Community

Studies, London, John Wiley, 1964, p.3.

Fairbrother has recently written on this theme: "The research
experience is embodied in the research report, in the organization
of the material, the interpretation of the life history, and the
quality of the relationship between the research worker and the
peopie about whom the report is written...in what ever way the data
is assembled, the research experience is a constituent element of
the research report". Fairbrother, P., Review Article, 'Experiencs
and Trust in Sociological Work!, Socioloqy, Vol. ||, 1977, pp.365-366.

Arensberg, C., and Kimball, S.I., Family and Communltinn Ireland,

Haru§rd University Press, Cambrldge, Nass., 1968, (flrst published,
1940 -




My first contact with this work was through Frankenberg's interpretation

1

in his Communities in Britain and later I was to encounter the work

itself. Arensberq and Kimballé"study had a special appeal in that

I was born and had lived all my life just a féw miles from the principal
locafion of thg study - Luogh in North Clare. My first impreésion

was of a book extfemely well written but giving a picture of community
life unrecognizable in its monotonous reqularity, its absence of tensions

and 'conflict., Df course, the differences between my impressions of

life in North Clare in the late sixties and Arensberqg and Kimballls
account could possibly be explained by changes-that had occurred in
the area since their study had been carried out. It was under this

- assumption that in my early post-graduate days, I attempted a formal

re-study of Luogh, a venture which, for many reasons, was unsuccessful.

Latar!when given an opportunity, through being awarded a Hull University:
Siudentship, to undertake full-time research on a topic of my ouwn I
choosing, I decided to embark on a study of a rural community in the
West of Ireland focusing in particular on family structure and using
mainly the techniques of participant observation. My attraction to

the commuﬁity study approach came in the main from my readings of
Reflec£i0ns dn Community Studies and Thé Eclipse of Communitz;z

"~ While focusing on a thems - family structure - I ' . hoped to shou

what many of the community studies had demonstrated - the interrelation-

ships between the various segments of community life.

Frankenberg, R., Communities in Britain, Harmondsworth, Penquin Books,
1966, .

2 Vidichy A.J., et al. op.cit.
Stein, m., The Eclipse of Community, London, Harper Row, 1960.

-



I began this research with the general intention of studying Irish rural

family structure. My first year was spent in an attempt to focus this

general intention. I began by reading most of the available literature on
family structure in rural areas, studies of sex roles, power and authority.

Much 6f the literature I found not to be suitable or sufficient for my

purpose. I moved on to a consideration of rural community studies, the

British studies by Rees, Williams, Frankenberg, Littlejohn, and Emmett}

and studies of "peasants" and "peasant society" in Eur0p9;2 and finally to

an examination of the concept of "peasant" and "peasant societies" in
general., This reading encouraged me to expand the scale of my inquiry and

also focused my attention on some peculiarities of Irish rural social

structure and attempts at its analysis,
On re-reading the anthropological and sociological material, the

dominant influence of Arensberg and Kimball's study on all subsequent

. Irish work was evident. This essentially theoretical work had assunmed

the status of a paradigm in Irish sociology. Though some may have grumbled

at the functionalist orientation of the authors, none had remotely challenged
their ethnographic data. Thus later sociologists and anthropologists,
accepting the account, had formulated their problems as follows: what
happens to an isolated homogeneous community when it comes into contact

with capitalist society? A worthwhile study of Irish rural community, 1t

can convincingly be argued, would have to examine and perhaps challenge

Arensberg and Kimball's work at both a theoretical and an empirical level.

l. Rees, A., Life in a Welsh Countryside, Cardiff, University of Wales Press,

1950; Williams, W. M., The Sociology of an English Village: Gosforth,

London, Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1956; Williams, W. M., A West Country

Village: Ashworthy, London, Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1963;
Frankenberg, R., Village on the Border, London, Cohen and West, 1957;

Littlejohn, J., Westrige: The Sociology of a Cheviot Parish, London,

Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1963; Emmett, I., A North Wales Village,
London, Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1964.

2. Lopreato, J., Peasants No More, San Francisco, Chandler, 1967;

Banfield, E. C., The Moral Basis of a Backward Society, London, Collier-
Macmillan, 1967; Pitt Rivers, J., The People of the Sierra, London,

Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1954.



I understood my position to be similar to that of Lewis when re-studying

Redfield's Mexican village . _Leuié states that:

it is not a matter of listing another's errors,
in itself a distasteful and painful task, but
rather of finding out what kinds of errors tend
to be made by what kinds of people under what
kinds of conditions. 1

If, I hypothesised, Arensberg and Kimball, like Redfield in ﬁexico,
were guilty of serious errors and omissions, then many of the changes
which are nouw taking blace in rural Ireland may be part and parcel of

a larger process of cultural, social and esconomic change which predates
the Americans! visit, I would have, again like Lewis in his re-study

of Tepoztlan, to go back in time and examine the historical development

of Irish rural society.2 .

‘Thus I began another phase of research, the scrutiny of historical

d
s s e 4a 9
books, reports of commissions, documents and statistics.

1 Lewis, 0., 'Tepoztlan Restudied: a critique of the folk-urban conceptual-

igation of social change!', Rural Socioloqy, Vol.18, 1953, p.122,
2

See Lewis, 0., Life in a Mexican Villags: Tegoztlan Restudied.
Urbana, University of Illinois Press, 1951.

: I was particularly fortunate in that in recent years, a number of

books and articles had been published on Irish economic and social
history, an area much neglected in the past. i.e.

" Cullen, L., An Economic History of Ireland Since 1660, B.T. Batsford
Ltdi’ London, 1972,

Lyons, F.S.L., Ireland Since the Famlna, London, Weidenfeld and
Nicolson,1971.

Lea, J., Tha Modernization of Irish Society 1848-1918, Gill and
Macmillan, Dublin, 1974,

0'Tuathaigh, G., Ireland Before the Famins, 1798-1848. Dublin,
Gill and Macmillan, 1972,

b

> . ) a
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It was in the course of this analysis that I decided to concentrate on

the issues of land. It appeared to be the focal point of rural society,1

and a study of the social relationships that sprung up around it would

allow one to consider powsr, conflict and tension as "normal" aspects

of ‘'everyday life in rural communities.

Thus, at the end of my year of planning and reading, the issues had
expanded. Historical material and a critiqus of existing sociological/

anthropological studies had become an integral part of the study. The
focus had shifted from "community study" and a study of family structure

to a study of the overall economic and social organization of the

community with a focus on land and family., ﬂ

L

_The Period of Participant Observation.

Mhilg the' scope of the thesis was now considerably expanded, my principal
interest was still that of carrying out a participant observation study
in a community in the West of Ireland todéy, and I yet had to sslect

thaé community. This, the choice of a community, is an aspect of

community studies over which there has been considerable heated discussion.
Is the community representative? How far can one generalize from the

community studied? Such questions are frequently raised, Since social

and geographical conditions vary considerably in the West of Ireland,
|
there seemed to be little point in searching for a community that was

"really" representative of the region. Rather, I sought a community

that was small enough to be studied intensely, was not remote, where farms

were not unusually lafge or small and where the land was of reasonable
quality.

1 The French traveller, De Beaumont wrote in 1839 that "the Catholic of

Ireland finds only one profession within his reach, the culture of the
soll; and when he has not the capital necessary to become a farmer,

he digs the ground as a day labourer". De Beaumont, G., Ireland;
Social, Political, Religious. London, W.C. Taylor, 1839, p.262. 1In
1870, Marx noted that "the land question has hitherto been the exclusive
form of the social question in Ireland, becauss it is a questicn of
existence, of life and death, for the immense majority of Irish people',
Marx, K. and Engels, F., Ireland and the Irish Question, Progress
.Publishegst Nosgow, }965. Letter to Meyer and August Vogt. p.295.
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I haq listed ten areas that might fit these criteria on the basis of
prior knowledge, examination af éuailébla statistics, and didUcssions
witﬁ some local people. On my -return to Irseland, I spent ones month
visiting these areas, Whilst at least four of the areas would have
been suitable, a practical difficulty, that of finding suitable living .
accomodation, gquided my final choice from a number of South Mayo
uillages.1 I had learned from a farmer, ‘to whom I- had stopped to talk

gbout. the locality, of the existence of a number of housss “at

the lake" which were let to tourists in the summer ﬁonths, but remained

Vacant for most of theryear.

o

'

In my efforts to locate the ouwners of these houses and sventually to
secure one of the houses, I established my first contacts in the
villages, That was in July, 1975, As the house was occupied by
touFists until Spetember, I arranged to rent a caravan for the
intéruening weeks,. The first days in the villages were spent in

this caravan and lator, when I moved to the house, I was joined by my
wif; and four-months old child. The initial period of field-work
is'perhaps the most important and many'of‘thé issues which I was later
to single out for attention - tourists, the estate, the state and

agricultural policy, household isolation - were impressed on my mind
in those early weeks.

1 I feel that it is important to clarify at this point what the word

village signifies ip this thesis. In Ireland, the smallest areal
division is the townland. The townland is peculiar to Ireland

(though comparable in some ways with the English tithing) and has its
origin in the Irish landholdings of pre-Anglo-Norman timses. It 1is
firstly a land unit but it can be and usually is a settlement unit.

In parts of South Mayo and elseuwhere in the West of Ireland, townlands
which contain a number of households (i.e. 6-12) in fairly close proximity
are called villages by their inhabitants. It is to such units that the
word village refers to here and the material presented in chapters 4-9

is by dnd-large drawn from a study of 13 such villagss.

For a study of "the brigin and development of townlands see Jones-Hughes,
Jey, 'Town and Baile in Irish Place’Namesjin Stephens, N. and .,Glasscock,
R.E.(edsy Irish Leographical Studies in Honour of E. Estyn Evans, Belfast.,
Department of Geography, Queen's University, 1970, pp.244-258. and

'The Preface' to An Archaeological survey of County Down, Belfast,

" HoM.S.0., 1966.. . . , _ . L
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Me.réhained in the house for nearly eleven months, before giving way

to the tourists. UWhen my wife and child departed, 1 stayed on in the
area for a further two months, living at different times in a camp, a
caravan and a 10&51 house. I have returned to thse villages on several

occasions while attempting to clarify and edit my fisld notes.

Stein has written of the complexities of establishing a fruitful

f

relationship with the community

|

anyone who studies a community is as much changed
by his work even while in the midst of it as the
community he studies. During the research and
his personal experience of it, the investigator
is led into interests and:problems that uwere
initially outside the scope of his imagination,
so that only with the passage of time does his
own work inevitably become fairly sharply
defined. 1

There are indeed common difficulties faced by people'who engage in

participant observation studies, but the solutions are largely personal.

.'-

Participant observation has been discussed from different perspectives.

2

The general problem of participant observation,” the possible roles of

the participant observer,3 and the difficulties of interpreting the

4

results of this method, have been examined by various writers. 1In

the field, all of these problems have to be faced by the individual

ragsearcher.

! Stein,M., Op.cit, p.ViI.
Schvartz, M.S.; and Schwartz, C.C. 'Problems in Participant Observation?,

Amgrican Journal of Socioloqy, Vol.60, 1955, pp.343-353.

3unkof, B., 'Some suggestions on the design of field~work learning
experience', in Hughes, E.C. et al. Cases on Fiseldwork, University of
Chicago, 1952, |

Gold, R.L., 'Roles in Sociological Field Observation', Social Forces,
Vol. 36, 1957/58, pp.217-223. |

Kluckhohn, F.R. 'The participant-observer technique in small communities!,

American Journal of Sociology,;, Vol.6, 1940, pp.331-343.

Backer, HeS., 'Problems of inference and proof in participant observationt.

American Sociological Review, Vol.23, 1953, pp.652-660. .
" Cicourel, A.V.,. [lethod and Measurement in Sncioloaqy, Ch. II Theory and

'Method in Field Research, The Free Press, New York, 1964,

3

b
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The most immediate is that of establishing a position in the community.

Frdm the outset of thé study, I was obsessed by the idea of observation, but
thafe appeared to be little to observe and few communal activities.

As I had not been introduced to the area by any of its residents, I had

no ready-made contacts. I had éo approach individuals and it seemed
logical to begin by visiting the house of the people from whom I was

renting the caravan. I explained my presence in the area in terms

that I was writing a book on the locality.* This explanation was

delibsrately vague and given in the hope that all types of information
would be forthcoming and that afterwards I could sift this information.

This is what happened. I was at times told about old towers, grave-

-yards, and other such tales, but at least I was never excluded from
¢

conversations on the grounds that "he is not interested in that".

NOSF of my sarly contacts were'with my neﬁ landlords and with a feuw
othér families in the village where we lived. '~ Later I came to know
péOple from other villagses through meeting them on the roads, by giving
theﬁ‘lifts to town, or simply by meeting tﬁem at the livestock mart,

in pubs, and in houses.where I was known.‘ In my efforts to make
contacts, I had to learn patience and I came to understand that I could
maLB my position clearer through peoples! experience of me,and through
their observing my activities,rather'than through verbal explanation of
what I waé about. In this fashion, I developed a place'for myself in

the villages as a generally accepted resident.

After four months, I was knoun té most people in the villages and I,
in turn, knew something about them, I had made a number of special

contacts who were to becone key informants.

{ﬂ'h
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These wers: an old man living on his own, a middle-aged married man
alsé living on his own, an elderly married couple and two middle-aged
mqrfied couples. In one of the married cases, the principal informant
was the husband, in another it was the wife, In addition, I later

had two important informants who lived a few miles from the villages,

v

one a primary school tsacher, the other a farmer. These informants were

important on a number of counts. They were a source of information
about events that had taken place before my arrival and also about ongoing

activities. They were also a fund of hnowledge on other families,

giving me information which made the asking of questions which could

be construed as offensive, unnecessary. They were also a constant check
on my observations,but above all else, they were friendly households whom
I could visit when the field-work did not appear to be leading anywhere.

.This was particularly true of Padraic, thé old reflective man with whom

l" -

I spent countless hours.,

During the fieldwork, my involvement with, and to an extent my reliance

on, these informants was often a source of worry to me. This would

1

appear to be a common problem in this'type of ressarch. Some houss-

l
holds are difficult to get into, some people are friendlier and more
interesting than'othera, and so on. My solution to the problem of

the "self selection of informants" was to survey each household on a

checklist of items, shortly before I lsft the villages.

1 attempted to overcome the problem of the absence of young people in
the villages by having pupils in the parish primary and secondary
schools write essays on living and farming in the West of Irsland.

. See Janes, R.W., 'A Note on Phases of the Community Role of the Participant-

Ubserver'! in McCall J.L., and Simmons, J.L.( Eds.) Issues in Participant
Observation, Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, London, 1969, pp.52-60,

LY

b



The results were so general and vague as to be unusable. Other problems
such as the lack of young farmers or young married people could not

be ovaercomse.

A fufther limitation on the study stemmed from my own SeX. From the
parly stages of fieldwork, most of my contacts were males. Later,
while I developed a number of contacts with women, there were definite
barriers to my inquiries which were only overcome with some timoly
advice from my wife. Governed by pseudo-scientific notions, I had

cautioned her from becoming too involved locally, in the belief that

she might "say something wrong" and disturb "my villagers". UWhen
I realised the error of my cautious ways, it was almost too late, *but
many of the‘insights.dn women's roles came from her. Had I given my

wife a freer hand earlier in the study, the chapter on family structure

would have had greater depth,

" - )

Unlike the majority of anthropblogists and sociologists who undertake
this type of study, I did not terminate my relationship with the
community. UWhile I no longer live there, I have continued to return -
as mﬁEh'to visit friends as to cgllect new information or re-check old.

It is, after all, a study of a society of which I am intimately a part.

" The final report on the study, which was abandéned, in despair, more

than once, but never for very long, has taken the following form:

Chapterione: éegins with an examination of the concept of

'‘peasant!, explores the use of this concept in nineteenth cenfury

Ireland and examines the social, economic and political
development of that society in the same period. ‘

Chapter Two: consists of an examination of agricultural trends
and policy since the foundation of the Irish free State,

Chapter Three: 1is a critique at both theoretical and empirical

levels of the major sociological/anthropological studies of
farming communities in the West of Ireland.

The remaining chapters deal maihly with the evidence derived
-from the study of the villages in South Mayo.

16
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Chapter Four: deals with land distribution and
ownership.,

Chapter Five: focuses on land usage; i.e. the
soclology of production and distribution.

Chapter Six: deals with non-local agents who have
influences and are influenced by local social structure.

Chapter Seven: is a study of general social relation-
ships; the local status system and issuss of conflict
are explored.

Chapters Eight and Nine: focus on family and household
structure. Chapter eight has a general and historical
perspective, chapter nine a local perspectivs.

In the concluding chapter, an integration of the theoretical questions

and the fieldwork data is attempted,

el -

g
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Chapter I

ITrish Peasant Socisty: " Its Formation and Structurs.

Peasants and Peasant Societiess.

In the introduction to his reader ‘Peasants and Peasant Societies ,

Lo

Shanin states that:

in vieuw of the rapidly increasing number of
peasant studies, there is something grotesque
in the failure of scholars to rsach sven a

3 * general agreement on the very existence of

| the peasantry as a valid concept. 1

These sentiments had previously been BXpreésed by Von Dietze who stated

that:

it is difficult to defihe the term (peasantry)
while the construction of a comprehensive theory
of the peasantry is well nigh impossible. 2

Yet the failure to redch agreement cannot be attributed to lack of
academic effort. Sociological and anthropological literature abounds

with attempted def‘initions.3 Threse broad approaches are discernible;

the cultural, the political, and the economic.4

All three approaches stem to some degree from Kroeber's formulation of

peasant society. In 1948, he stated that:

peasants are definitely rural...yet live in relation
. to market towns; they form a class segment of a

! larger population “‘which usually contains also urban
centres, sometimes metropolitian capitals. They
constitute part societies with part cultures. They
lack the isolation, the political autonomy, and self
sufficiency of tribal societies; but their local
units retain much of their old identity, integration
and attachment to soil and cults. 5

L Shanin, T,(ed.)Peasants and Peasant Societies, London, Penguin Books,

1971, p.l2-

Von Dietze, C., 'Peasantry', Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences, Vol.12,

1934 $ pp ® d8-531

For a general revieu, see Halpern, J.M. and Brode, J., 'Peasant Socisty,
Economic Changes and Revolutionary Transformation!, in Biennial Review
of Anthropology, 1967, Siegel, B.J. and Beals, A.R. (Eds.

Powell, J.D., 'On Defining Peasants and Peasant Society!., Peasant Studies
Newsletter, Vol. 1, part 3, 1972, pp.94-99,

5 ' . .
Kr&ber, A., Anthropology, Harcourt, Bracs and Co., Neu York, 1948,
p.284¢ . ) Y * ’ ‘

2

3

4
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Redfield focused on the 'part-society with part-culture' aspect of
this definition and.came to view peasants as the rural dimension of
old civilisations. ﬁe distinguished the great tradition of the
reflective few from the little tradition of the unreflective many.

Emphasising the role of the city, he stated that:

there were no peasants before the first cities ...
The peasant is a rural native whose long established
order of life takes important account of the city.

Much of Redfield's empirical work in Latin America had been concerned
with identifying this peasant culture.2
Peasants as political, social and economic inferiors is the

viewpoint associated with Wolf:

it is only when the cultivator becomes subject
to the demands and sanctions of power-holders
outside his social stratum that we can properly

speak of peasants.3

Shanin also emphasises the weak political position of the peasantry
stating that:

The political economy of peasant society has
been, generally speaking, based on the expro-
priation of its surpluses by powerful outsiders,
through corvee, tax, rent and terms of trade.4

Foster sees peasants as "settled rural peoples subject to the control

”

of outsiders".

1. Redfield, R., Peasant Society and Culture, Chicago, University of
Chicago Press, 1956, p. 20.

2. Tepoztlan, A Mexican Village, Chicago, University of Chicago Press,
19%30: The Folk Culture of the Yucatan, Chicago, University of

Chicago Press, 194l.
3. Wolf, E., Peasants, Englewood Cliffs, N. J., Prentice Hall, 1966.

4. Shanin, T., ‘'Peasantry: A delineation of a concept and a field of
study', .Bur. Journal of Sociology, Vol. 12, p. 296.

5. Potter, J. M., Diaz, M., and Foster, G., Peasant Society: a reader,
Boston, Little, Brown, 1967. [Foster adds that the crifical common
denominator is that peasants have little control over conditions that
govern their life ... peasants are not only poor ... but they are
relatively powerless. p. 8.

19
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A third approach focuses on the sconomie and -occupational aspects of

peasants. Thus Firth states that by a peasant economy one means a:

system of small scale producers with a simple

technology and equipment often relying for their
subsistence on what they themselves produce. The

primary means of livelihood of the peasant is
the cultivation of the soil. 1

!

Such a definition ‘is. wide énough to include most small scale producers

such as fishermen and craftsmen. Others deal with peasants only as
agricultural producers.2 Galeski views the traditional peasant farm

as operating on the basis of':

a domestic economy, the principal part of the
products serving direct family consumption and
the surplus is sold in order to satisfy other
family needs and to ensure the farm's functioning. 3

Writers 1ike Galeski who emphasise the family character of the peasant

4

labour force have been greatly influenced by Chayanov's theory of the

peasant economy and the central concept in this theory, namely the labour-
consumer balance between the gatisfaction of family needs and the drudgery'
or irksomeness of labour. Clearly thers is considerable disparity in
the'hnderstanding and uss of the peasant concept. Shanin has attempted
to bFiﬁQ order to these diuerse-approaches, soeking to delimit peasant
societies by éstablishingla general typs whiph includes:

1. The peasant farm as the basis of a multi-dimensional soclal
organization..

2. Land husbandry as the main means of livelihood providing the
major part of consumption needs.

3 e opecific traditional‘culture related to the way of life of
small - communities. '

4, The under-dog position - the domination of peasantry by
powsrful outsiders. 5

L Firth, R., Elements of Social Organization, London, Tavistock Publications,

1951, p.87.

Wolf, E., 'Types of Latin American Peasantry; A preliminary discussiont.
American Anthropologist, Vol., 57, 1955, p.453.

Galeski, B., 'Social Organization and Rural Social Change!, Sociologia
RUI‘BliS,' UOlI 10, 1970’ p-263l

—_— Ed

Chayanoy, A.N., The Theory of PeasantqEconomv,thorner, D, et al. Homewood
I1linois, 1966, see also Harrison, M. 'Chayanoy and the Russian Peasantryf

Journal of Peasant Studies, Vol. II1I,, 6 1974,pp.389-417, and Lunden, T., .

'some Causes of Change in a Peasant Economy't Scandinavian Ecbnomic Histor
| .Mi Vol. XKII, 1974, pp.ll?-lSS. ‘

5 Shanin, T., oprcit.pp.14-135,

2

3

4
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From this basic typology, Shanin also distinguishes what he calls
"analytically marginal groups" who share some but not all of the

Y

peasant's characteristics, i.e. agricultural labourers, rural crafts-

men holding little or no land, and the frontier squatter,

Such a scheme, while drawing attention to many important aspects of
'peaéants and peasant societises, nonetheless leaves important issues

unresolved. UWho are the powerful outsiders? What form does ths
domination take? How do the marginal groups relate to the peasants?

In particular, Shanin's definition ignores two questions which are

crucial if we are ‘to understand what constitutes a peasant society and

its formation. These are the particular character of the outside world

and of the external forces to which the ‘peasants arse subordinated, and secondly

the internal differentation of the peasantry.1

It is clear that peasantriess nowhere form a homogeneous mass or aggregat-

llH

ion but are 'always and everyuwhere typified themselves by internal

differentation along many lines',2 and as Mintz notes:

unless ‘the peasants can be understood in terms
of their internal differentation along economic
and other lines, it may appear that they consist
entirely of prey; in fact, some are commonly

- among the predators.

Thus peasahts may differ in terms of wealth, status or some other

. characteristic which will affect relations between peasants themselves

end between peasants and the 'outside world'.

This problem has largely been ignored by sociologists and social
anthropologists but is well treated by Littlejohn, J., 'Peasant
Economy and Society! in Hindess, B, (ed.) Sociological Theories of ths
tconomy, London, MacMillan, forthcoming, and by Mintz, S.,t A Note on
the Definition of Peasantries', Journal of Peasant Studies, Vol. 1,
1973 ) pp ® 91"‘106-

2 Nintz., S., Op.cit., p.93.
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In the Irish context, attention to these issues is of fundamental

importance, Arensberg:;jand Kimbali%f 'classic  study of rural Ireland

~in the ninteeen thirties depicted an isolated,homogeneous,and almost

unchanging peasant community. Later scholars, accepting this account,
have formulateq their problem thus: what happens to such an homogsneous
community when it comes into contact with urban capitalism? Yet such
a formﬁlation of the basic intellectual problem is weak since there is

little svidence other than thsir own to support .Arensbergly and Kimball's

basic account. On the contrary, the evidence can be interpreted to

suggest that 'an isolated! peasantry has not existed in Ireland since

at least the latter decades of the eightsenth century.

One of the principal achievements of revisionism in Irish historical

scholarship in recent times has been to correct the vulgar assumption

- that the Irish paésantry experienced great events [e.g.d 'famine,’

1

'land consolidation} etec. in an undifferentiated mannsr. Differences

in structure can and have been established. “External'influences can

be empirically shouwn te have affected . these different strata in

quélitaﬁiuely different ways., An extreme example, perhaps, might be

- famine itself which made possible usury, later to be translated into

formal retail activity and on the other hand, death in the most

appallingly slow circumstances; from hunger. General assumptions of a

common experience in the nineteenth century have been the cornerstone:

&

‘of simplistic models of Irish rural life in the twentieth century. What

i1s necessary is an accurate teasing out of.the differences and contrad-
ictions in the objective structure of ninsteenth centufy rural Ireland
and their effect on the base of contemporary social structure with which

this study deals. The provision of this corrective setting is the

subject of what follows in this chapter.

1 : .
Cullen, L., An Economic History of Ireland since 1660, B,T. Batsford Ltd.,

- London, 1972, i

Lee,'J., The Modernization of Irish Society 1848-1018 Gilland MacMillan,
Dublin, 1974,

k;ggs, FeSeLey Ireland Since the Famine, London, Weidenfeld and Nicolson,

0'Tuathaigh, G., Ireland g |
2 e _the Famine,~ 1798~ . :
and MacMillan, 1972. -798 -18?8 dublin, Gill
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Irish Peasant Socisty.

- The Great Famine has been a convenient watershed in Irish history.
However, efforts to understand the formation of Irish rural social

structure as we now know it, must look beyond the Great Famins. In

the 19th century, Ireland underwent a rural crisis of which the Great
Famine was the extreme BXpression.1 The general background to this

crisis lies in the expansion of Irish agricultural production, with an

increasing emphasis on tillage products in the latter half of the

eighteenth céntury.2

Indeqd the most striking economic "event" of the 18th century was the

swing from a pastoral to a tillage economy. In 1770, Ireland was an

importer of grain; in 1807, she exported a surplus worth half a million
. pounds, The swing is remarkable since Ireland had been for centuries

dominated by pasture. Numerous travellers and visitors to Ireland had..

commented on cattle numbers and the extent of grassland. Spenser3

in 1630 lamented the largs numbers of cattle and the absence of tillage.

4

A century later the Duke of Devonshire, addressing Parliament, commented

on the shortage of foodstuffs in Ireland and on the absolute need to
encourage tillage., The swing to tillage was remarkable, sspecially

since the Irish climate conditions favoured pastoral farming rather

than tillage. - .

¢

1 "
Lyons, F.S.L., Ireland Since the Famine, London, Fontana, 1973, p.34.

2 * |
see Crotty, R.D, Irish Agriculture: Its volume and Structure, Cork, Cork
*Uniuersity Press’ 1955’ p.zg.

Connell, K.H., The Population of Ireland 1750-1854, Oxford, 1950, p.23.
3

Spensery, L., View of the State of'ifeland, 1663, Reprinted in Tracts

and Treatise on Ireland, Dublin, 1B860.

4 | : ' :
Quoted in O'Rourke, J., History of The Great Irish Famine of 1847, Dublin
1875, p.73.




ng factors are of crucial importance in accounting for the rise in
tiliage productioa; rising prices and a continuing demand, and the
prospect of a high yield per acre. The former was produced by a
British economy which could no longer supply a rising population with
bread. Formerly, she had forbidden the sxport of grain from Ireland,

now Britain subsidized its export. High yields per acre wers

provided by a liberal use of cheép fertilisers and by the employment

of a root crop, in particular, the potato.

The potato however performed another function. It provided a cheap

and adequate food supply (especially when SUpblemented with milk)

and because large numbers could be grown on small areas of ground,
it freed largse areas for cereal production. When a family was
willing to liﬁe.on potatoes rather than grain or the traditional
pastoral products and wheﬁ it consequently turned pasture into-tillags,
could easily surviue#on less than its entire holding. The increase
in arable acreage and dependeﬁce on the potato brought widespread

' division of holdings. Subdivision was also encouragéd by landlords
because it offered the possibility of increased rents and in some cases
politigal gain. The tillage economy was associated with subdivision
of‘holdings, early marriage and a rising poﬁulation. When prics
movements after Waterloo favoured livestock rather  than tillage,

population pressure made the change back.from tillage to pasture not

only difficult, but in many areas impossible until the Great Famine

dramatically and drastically altered the population structure.

o
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This general account underrates the complexity of pre-famine social

structure ang represents only a partly valid analysis of the crisis,

Rural social strycture in pre-famine Ireland was indsed complicated.
The 1841 censys placed rural duwellers in three categories.

l¢  Property owners and farmers of more than 50 acres.
2¢  Artisans and farmers from 5-50 acres.

3¢  Labourers and small holders up to 5 acres.

2 . *
Hopker has gone further and suggested six classes in which the
agricultural population might be divided; landed proprietors, middle-

men, tenants, sub-tenants, cottiers, and other. agricultural labourers.

l. The 1landed proprietors were the ouwners of estates.

2. "Men who rented land in order to make a profit by letting
it out in smaller holdings were called middlemen. They

hired land either from an absentse landlord or from a
resident owner glad to be freed of rent collection, or
from a leaseholder desirous of obtaining rent from part
of his grass lands, or in some cases from some other

middlemen": 3

J¢  Tenants from year to year - tenants ;ho held land on an
- oral agreement - terminable at the end of any year at six
months notice. 4 |

4.  0On the holdings of many tenants were sub-tenants: "sometimes

a tenant lets an entire holding; more frequently, he sub-
divides the holding, letting part and cultivating the rest
himself", 5 ' |

9.~ Cottiers lived on the holdings of tenants: "soms of them
had also the use of a patch of ground on which to raise the
potatoes that fed them and their families. The rest =~ °
obtained land ready for planting in conacre (cornacre) at
high rates, on which to raise the crops for a single season.
Part of the cottiers could count on at least some employment
‘on the holdings., Others had to piéce out their living

wherever they could find employment". 6

1

Cullen, L., An Economic History of Ireland Since 1660, London, BeTe
1972, De3e

Batsford Ltd.,

2Hooker, E. Re-adjustments of Agricultural Tenure in Ireland, Chépal

Hill, University of North Carolina Press, 1938, p.23.
3

Ibid., p.36.
4Ibidl’ P-27'

o

SIbidl’ pizg' ' ) .

6_. . *
Ibid., p.30. See also Beames, M.'Cottisrs and Conacre in Ireland,’
Journdl of Peasent Studies, Vol.2, pp.352-354, 1975,/ |

University
~ Library,
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6. Agriculfural labourers worked for part of the time on
farms and were even less ssecure "than the cottiers.

Seventy percent of the rural population consisted of labourers and

smallholders with less than five acres. A higher proportion of these

1

were in the Western part of the coﬁntry. In parts of the West,

- cottiers, labourers and smallholders also derived some income from the
home spinning and weaving of flax and wool., There were also large

numbers of knitters in Galway and Mayo and in

Connemara long stockings, made with homespun

wool from mountain sheep, were sold at ons
shilling a pair or less, and socks for six pence
or sven fourpence. The women knitted with great
speed and the Halls reported that in some cases an
itinerant knitter would '"'go on a visit" for two or
three months in *the bad times!' or 'a hard summer'
to a neighbour-farmer, and knit for her board and

lDdgingo 2
But as' Freeman observes domestic industry was facing considerable

difficulty by 1841, barticularly because the textile mills of England

were producing large quantities of material at low prices.

R : Many home workers still brought their lengths
of linen or pieces of homespun tueed to the
fairs and markets, or peddled their handknit
stockingsy but they had to face the competition
of mass-produced goods.- Even in the northeast,
they had real problems. The cotton weavers were

menaced by the successful competition of Lancashire,
and home linen-weaving survived only because workers

toiled for a few pence a day. 3

The population increases which was largely associated with the labouring

class took place in certain counties where

large regions of smallholders existed, (and) the
population grew more rapidly than in the rest
- of the country. 4

! tullen, L., Op.cit., p.117.

Freeman, T.W., Pre-Famine Ireland, Manchester. Manchester University
Press, 1957, p.244,

3 Ibid., p.6. |
4 Lee, Ji, The Modernization of Irish Society 1848-1918. Gill & Macmillan,

Dublin, 1974, p.4.

.
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These regions were also associated uifh early marriage and subdiuision.1

Outside of these classes, subdivision and early marriage wers not common
and when the Great Famine came, it was at the ranks of the labourers

and smallholders that it struck. As Lee puts it:

the small farmer.and especially the labourer -
the real prolstariat - were decimated by the
famine. 2

An examination of events in pre-famine Ireland clearly shows that a

homogeneous peasantry did not exist. Such an examination also casts
doubts on the existence of an isolated peasantry operating on a subsis-

tence economy. Cullen's analysis of the 1831 census has shown that

evens:

in a poor county like Mayo the number of hucksters,
peslers, and shopkeepers was impressive. J

.Crotty has also challenged the existence of a subsistence economy.
"Using subsistence economy" in the more general senss of an undynamic
economy where the principal economic activity of the population is to
produce for its ouwn subsistence, it is clear that such an order was
terminated in Ireland by the Elizabethan conquest and that, certainly
since the Cromwellian clearances, the Irish economy was overwhelmingly

market oriented.. The provision of a subsistence for the producers

from then on was a decidedly secondary economic ob jective, the primary

- one being the maximization, through the market, of landlords' rental
income. The Great Famine itself was but one manifestation of the
extent to which agriculture in every part of Ireland was organized to

produce primarily for the market, the peasants' subsistence taking a

secondary place,

1 . :
Les, J., "Irish Agriculture", Agricultural History Review, Vol.XVII, 1969,
p.69, . .
Z Op.cit., p.71. .
3 CUlan’ L'lr 9 UE- Cit' 9 p- 116. . -
o . >
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Had their lives been less dominated by the market, its threat to their

existence would have been correspoﬁdingly less dire.

1

The estimated population loss over the Great Famine years is two million

pebple.

and emigration.

The population decline was in the main caused by'deaths,

Emigration had begun long before the years of the

Great Faﬁine and in 1841 there was a substantial Irish community living

in Britain, mainly in the expanding cities of Liverpool, London,

Manchester and Glasgow.2

favoured emigration as the remedy for Ireland's economic problems.

Indeed many authorities and observers had
| 3

Much of the population decrease can be attributed to a decline in

labourers, cottisrs, and smallholders.

The cottier class all but

~ disappeared. Bourke's4 ad justed figures show'the decline in holdings
from 1841-51, Table I
Agricultural Holdings in Ireland, 1845-~51.
Size of Holding 1845 1847 1851
Above 1 ac., not
exceeding 5 ac. 181,950 139,041 88,083
Above 5 ac., not
exceeding 15 ac. 311,133 269,534 191,854
Abové 15 ac. 2;6,618 321,434 290,401
TOTAL 769,701 730,009 570,338

L T

1 Crotty, Ro, UE.Cit-, pl307l

3
Black,R.D. Collison,

4

Freeman, Tim., 0 tCitl, ptgt

Economic Thought and the Irish Question, 1817-1870.
Cambridgs, Cambridge University Press, 1960, pp.203-238,

Bourkez P.MeAey 'The Agricultural Statistics of the 1841 Census of Ireland!.
Eggﬂg&iﬁ_ﬂig&ggx_ﬂggigg, Vol.XVIII, No.2, 1965, pp.375=391,




The number of farms above 15 acres rose between 1845-51 from 276,618

to 290,401,

- during the famine years, farmers enlarged
their holdings and increased the stocking
on their land, A continued decline in
the number of smallholders ensured some
continued enlargement of farm sizes in
post famine Ireland. 1

Taking the sixty years 1851-1911, the number of holdings 1-5 ac.
declined by 30,000 those from 5-15 ac. declined by 50,000 while

holdings above 15 ac. increased by 30,000 (Table 2)..

In post Famine Ireland, agricultural resources uwere ihcreasingly
shifted from tillage cultivation to animal husbandry as prices bscame

steadily more favourable for animal commodities as compared with grain

and other commercial crops. (Table 3 and 4).

Speaking of rural society as a whole, Cullen seas the years from the
Great Famine to the First World War as dominated by the expansion of

cash nexus.

by the end of the century country families already
long habituated to the postal order as a means of
receiving remittances from their emigrant members
were becoming frequent users of the parcel post and
the mail order cataloque, while increasing ease of
transport...brought more and more of them into
contact with country touns where general stores
offered a new and exciting rangse of goods to those
who had cash to pay for them. 2

1 Cullen, L., Op.cit., p.136.
“ Cullen, L., Op.,cit., p.136.
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"Year

1851

1871

11891

1911

SOURCE s

Under lace.

3767

48,8

35,6

86.9

Number

l1=-53cC.

88.1

74.8

63.5

62.4

Agricultural Statistics for Ireland, 1847-1926 | .

191.9 141,3 70.1 - 49.9 19.8 7.8 1.5 608
171.4 138.6 72.8 55.1  21.7 . B.2 1.6 610
156.6 133.9 73.9 56.4 22.8 . 8.3 1.6 572
154.3 136.8 76.4 59.0 22.8 7.7 | 1.6 608

TABLE 2

of Agricultural Holdings by farm size 1850-1911 in thousands of holdings | . .w

Farm mMNmt ¥ F

9-15ac. 15.30ac. 30-50ac. 50-100ac. 100-200ac. 200=-5-—-2ac. o00ac.+  TOTAL.




Year

1851

1911

SOURCE: Agricultural Statistics, 1847-1926.

Period

1851-60
1861-70
1871-80
Mmmwlmo
1891-00

1901-10

SOURCE: The Economic Histor

-

Livestock in Ireland 1851-1911 (000 omitted)

Cattle

143

226

TABLE 3

Sheep
102

187

14

TABLE ¢4

Pigs
S2

66

Distribution of the Land of Ireland, in Acres

(000 omitted)

§

Cereal Crops

2,180
2,296
1,903
1,618
1,433

1,289

Root Crops

1,503
1,486
1,366
1,231

1,140

1,036

of livestock in Ireland, 0O!'Donovan, J., ,Cork

Meadow and Clover

1,349 .
1,634
1,890
2,063
2,158
2,773

mwmmm
9,375
9,858
10,285
10,130
10,395

10,298

s Cork University Press, Hmbou ps - 206, -
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Post Famine Adjustment,

The general trends associated with tha post famine era were slowsr to
emerge in parts of ths Uest of Ireland where pre~famine conditions,

subdivision of holdings, sarly marriage and a tillage economy persisted

in some districts. Population did not greatly declineﬂ1 for some

years., U'Grada2 has argued thes role that ssasonal migration played

}

in the continuing of pre-famine marginal living conditions in the
West of Ireland. In the wider structural context, seasonal migration

reprasented the integration of the remotest reqgions of the Irish

countryside into the dominant Engliéh industrial society;3 For a

period, Irish migrants were in fact essential for harvest work in

Scotland and England, where labour had been drawn into factories.

Cousens, -S.H. 'Emigration and Demographic Change in Ireland 1851-~1861l1.'
Economic History Review, Vol. 14, 1961, pp.275-88.

, 'The Regional Variation in Population Changes in Irsland,
1861-1881, Economic History Review, Vol. |7, 1964, pp.301-21.

Walsh, B.M., '"Marriage Rates and Population Pressure, Ireland, 1871
and 1911, 'Economic History Review, Vol.23, 1970, 148-62.

2 0!'Grada, C., 'Seasonal Migration and Post Famine Adjustment in Ireland,
studia Hibernica, No. 13, 1973, pp.48-76,

: THe Registrar-General stated in his evidencé before the Royal Commission

on the Land Acts (Ireland 18686): "In 1841 this migration (seasonal)
was common almost all over Ireland, but it is now confined almost to
Connaught and Donegal: in 1841 the migratory labourers were 58,0003
in 1884, 14,000; in 1885, 13,000; in 1886, 12,000 - of these 10,000
were from Connaught, 7,000 from Mayo alone; the dimunution is said
to be owing to the increase in tillage in England, and the increased

use of machinery." in Royal Commission on Labour, H.M.S.0., 18935,
PeD7e | '
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Mason has an account of some of the migrants! journeys:

from Dublin most went by boat te Liverpool,

when they dispersed to look for seasonal

farm work; some went Southwest into Cheshire

and North Wales and worked in gangs contracting

‘to hoe roots...Undoubtedly, the main route taken

was into the Lancashire arable farms for root hoeing,
cleaning fold years, and early hay time...From the
early hay crop in Lancashire, the men moved on to the
later hay crop in the Pennines, many attending
special hiring fairs at such places as Bentham,
Malham, Hawes and Skipton. 1

2

A detailed account is given in the Royal Commission on Labour. It

states that:

a very great number of men go to Scotland

and England from Mayo to work on the farms
during the year. To say that they go
harvesting by no means describes the length of
time the people stay out of Ireland, for many
of them, both men and women begin to go from
the middle of March for the purpose of putting
down potatoes, weeding and doing the ordinary
work on the farms and do not return until after
potato lif'ting is over towards the end of
November or as late as Christmas. 3

Many sold their cattle before they departed tao pa§ their fares.

The migration of women was often in the hands of a local man, known

as the "Gaffer",

with him to bring over a certain number of women,

over the women and accompanies them from farm to farm.

K
1972, p.132,

Employers in England and Scotland communicated

4

Royal Commission on Labour, H.M.S5.0., 18393,

3
Ibid. p.60,
4 Ibid., p.6l.

"The Gaffer" takes

Nasoa, Key, 'Irish Labour in the North of England!. Folklife, Vol. 1O
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Women's work included putEing down potatoes, thinning turnips, weeding,

harvesting and potato lif‘ting.1

A serious agricultural depression which cccurred dufiﬁg the later '1870's
and which locally represented a repeat of the Great Famine itself,

ihterrUpted this form of ad justment and created an immense upheaval

of a political and demographic kind. It initiated the displacement

of seasconal by pesrmanent migration.2

Social Cohditions of the Peasantry.

In our efforts to establish the social conditions of the peasantry,

we are fortunate to have such records as those of the Inspectors of
the Congested Districts Board.3 ~ These reports contain a wealth of

information on the social conditions of the peasantry in many parts of
- the West of Ireland. They give detailed accounts of families! income
and expenditure and testify to the peasants! involvement in a cash

economy.

‘The following is one example, that of Partry in Co: Mayo. The account is

for a family in what is described as ordinary circumstances.

See Kitteringham, J., "Country work girls in nineteenth-century

England'in Samuel, R., Villagé Life and Labour, London, Routledge
& Kegan Paul, 1975, | ‘

Curtin, C and Gibbon, P., 'The Stem Family in Ireland, 'forthcoming

edition of Comparative Studies 1in History and Society.
K

Congested District Board. Baseline Reports, Dublin, 1892-8.
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- Table 5

Income and Expenditure of a family in Partry in Co. Mayo,

1892,
INCOME | o EXPENDITURE
. L S D L S
Sale of two cattle 10 - - Rent 0O -
Sale*of 10 sheep 6 - - Countycess - 10
Sale of 4 pigs 10 | - - | Meal 10 -
Sale of I Foal 5 - - Flour 9 16
Sale of Flannels or |
Friseze and Stockings | ~ Groceries g 10
120 yds. of Flannel 6 N | . Tobaﬁco 2 12
12 Doz. Socks 2 8 - Guano 3 15
Eggs : 4 - - , Household 3 -
. Migratory Labour 10 - - Church Duses l" -
TOTAL 55 8 - 43 3
Surplus 12 55 - -

Income was forthcoming from both the sale of surplus time and surplus

products. Migrants usually left in May and returned in November

bringing back between £8 and £12,

L

~ Spade labour was'usually employed in_the cultivation of the land.

Very few small fafmers continued to use organic manure and gradually
they became dependent on artificial manure. The reports testify to
the crucial role of women in thé economy, both in terms of domestic

industry and work on the land especially when men were absent.
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They ‘generally assisted in the digging of the soil for the potato and

" pat crop and attended the after cultivation of the potatoes. They
carried manure in baskets on their backs.  Tney also worked hard
chting and saving turf and they carried it on their backs.from the bog

to the nearest road.

The small farmers had become closely involved with merchants and

shopkeepers and the-reports remark time and again on the number of

people in debt to shopkeepers:
it may be 'safely éssumed that a large
number of the people are never out of
the shopkeepers! power. 1 (Belmullet District)

most of. the people are in debt to shopkeepers. 2
' (Kiltimagh District)

most of the people are more or less in debt
to shopkeepers...They seldom clear off the
debt, 3 (Swinford District)

The relafiopship of shopkeeper and client was indeed complicated.

| 4
Details of accounts are given in the Royal Commission on Labour, report
on the Westport Poor Law Union. Below is the account of C D with B C

~ Qrocer and general dealer.,

C D is aged 50. He has five children living at home and three children
living in America. He rents 10 ac. of land for eight pounds and also
has rights to mountain grazing on which he has three head of cattle and

ten éhéep.

Congested Districts Board, p.320.
Ibid., p.405.,
Ibid., p.400,

H RN -

Royal Commission on Labour - The Agricultural Labourer. Ireland HeMeS.0,
1893, report by the assistant commissioner on the Poor Law Union of
Westport, p.70. * .
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Part of the account is as follous:

1891 . | L s D

March 17th Ouwed | 17 18 10%
" 17th Cash Paid | 2 0 O

September 8th  Oued 23 14 3%
Cash Paid 0 0 0

December 23rd Dwed 14 0 8

L S D
" 23rd  Sold a bullock 3 10 O |
Less (for luck) 1 0 3 9 D

11 10 8

In the accduntl of E.F. with the same grocer, we see that monsy

for the payment of debts came from a number of sources.

E.F. is aged 45 and is unmarried. He lives with his mother
and a niece. His sister, who had been a servant in America,

'is now living in | his house. His holding is lst to him at £5

rent.
1891
May 1 " ‘ - | L S D
Owed | i - .14 7 10%
| : L S D -
By cash, per sister .
in America - 4 1l O
By hay 24% cut, at
28, a cut, 2 9 0 1 0 0
7 7 10
1892
January 14th  Oued 12 '8 6}
y - By Cock of Hay . | 2 17 . 6
| o | 9 11 O
1.

Ibid., p.70. . _




L S D
' September 14th  Oued | 18 10 6%
: : By cash, broughf by sister
l from America 3 10 O
15 0 6%
September 25th Owed L S D
By hay 2 17 6 15 0 6%
By sale of
| bullock 2 1 6 4 19 O

12 19 0O

In a third account, efforts to clear off debts tock the form of

working for the dealer., The account reads: ’

"credit for 31 days work from October 31st at 6d a day".

4

"owedssssseeless cash for work".

"part of account cleared by 363 days work".
] o

Clearly the merchant had been established between the consumer and

producer.

Gibbon and Higoins? have examined the activities of the

"Gombeenman", and write of:

shopkeepers either praétising usually as a
sideline or integrating orthodox commercial
and usurious relations of exploitation.

i
The Gombeenman exsercised economic patronage:

through credit retailing in combinations with
money lending in order to secure a dependent
clientele he made cash loans, and credit fresly
available, ostensibly without reference to
security. In return he both charged interest
and insisted that his debtors bought goods only
from his store. Having established dependencs,
he could then charge inflated retail prices to
his customer in order to secure as much profit

as possible and to keep the customer falling
into further debt.

L Ibid-! PePo 70-71.,.

2

Gibbon, P., and Higgins, M.D., 'Patronage,'Tradition and Modernization

~The Case of the Irish Gombsenman!, The Economic and Social Revieuw,
Vol. 6, No. I, 1974, pp.27-44.

h
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This technique:

secured the clientele for both purchasing and
rotailing it enabled the Gombeenman to attain

a monopoly in marketing the produce of clients,
and further enabled him not only to pay for them
below market price, but to make a second profit

by insisting that the produce be bartered for
shop goods.

"A second usage of the Irish Gombeenman calls attention to their

emergence from the ranks of the peasantry. Coulter1 wrote of the

Gombeenman as

one of the peasant class who has contrived to
accumulate some money which hs turns to his

account by lending to his poorer 'neighbours at
usurious interest!?,

Political Conditions.

4

The latter paft of the 19th century was dominated by the political
struggle for ownership of the land and resulted in the transference of

land from English and Irish landlords to Irish farmers. This trans-
formation took place in three stages.

1. A stage of rent requlation.

2, Recognition of dual ownership of ths land by landlord and
- tenant.,

Je The conceding of tenant proprietary or a return to unitary

ownership, this time the tenant and not the landlord the
recognised owner.

These concessions were won by the activities of the Land League -

a combination of farmers and touwnsmen with shopkeepers prominent.3

Agrarian agitation took place primarily in the West and its basis was

in the economic crisis brought on by the poor harvests of 1878 and 1879
which affected all classes of farmers.

' coulter, J., The West of Ircland, Dublin, 1862, p.73.

2.

QShiel, K., 'The work of the Land Commission', Public Admin. of Ireland,
Vol. II, Parkside Press, Dublin, 1949,

3 :

. Clark, S., 'The social composition of the Land League!, Irish

Historical Studies, Vol. XVII%, No. 68, 1971, pp.447-469,
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Also-in these years, the virtual halting of emigration in many districts
‘prbvided a fund of young activists. These conditions were built on
by Lhe Land League who not merely articulated, but largely motivated
that aspiration, (peasant proprietorship), and legitimized it with an
immaculate pedigree by which tenénts acquired retrospective private

shares in "a mythical gaelic garden of Eden.' 1

Tenants were not-so overcome with the desirs to own land that they
reacted immediately to the purchase provisions. Most purchases were

made after the paséing of the 1903 Wyndham Aict which contained repayment
terms well below rent levels,2 - a crucial factor in acceptability.

In 1870, tenants constituted 97 percent of farm occupiers, in 1906

they represented 70.B percent and in 1916, 36,1 percent.3

Economic and social conditions in the most remote parts of the West

had improved in‘tha 1890's, Cash incomes rose and deposits in post
office savings banks rose from a quarter of a million bounds in 1881

to two and a quarter million in 1912.4 Diet, housing, and transport
also improved. Yet in these areaé, the underlying social and economic

structure was precarious and in an effort to combat this, the Congested

District Board was established in 1891.

In 1891, g congested district was défined as a reqgion where more than

20 percent of the people lived in electoral divisions in which the per

capita rateable Poor Law Valuation was less than 30 shillings .

Lee, J., Op.cit., p.102,
Ibid., p.103,

HDOKBI‘, UE-Cit-’ p.lZU.

S W N -
;

Cullen, L., Op.cit., p.151.
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In 1900, ali of Donegal, S5ligo, Leitriﬁ, Roscommon, Mayo, Galway,
Kerry, Six rural districts in Co. Clare and four in West Cork wers
included in the Board's area.1 The Board's purpose was to bring
abouf lasting improvements in the Eoor districts of the WUest of
Ireland and the relief of exceptional distress. To this end, it

was involved in schemes to promote fisheries, development of forestry,
and promotion Sf othef industries., The improvement of agriculture

and in particular, the enlargement and consolidation of agricultural

holdin932 was a primary aim.

Land Purchased by ths Congested District Board.

w

Period No. of Estates. Area (Acres)

1903 46 169,829
1903-1910 . 158 327,723
1910-1920 733 1,768,027

Though the Board's policy of encouraging migration or emigration had
on1§ limited success, its land activities greatly altered the settlement
pattern in many areas. A clear example of this policy was the case

of Clare Island which used to be held in Rundale, with people not

knowing where their land begun or ended, but which was re-apportioned
into ssventy-four farms by the Congested Districts Board. The Board

3150 improved holdings through the building of new houses and stone

boundarjesg,

1 | ,
For a history of the Congested Districts Board, see Micks. L.s; An -

ccount ' of the Congested Districts Board, Dublin, 1925,

2 . :
" Agricultural Statistics, 1891, Brandenburg, S.J., 'The Progress of
Land Transfer in the Irish Republic's Journal of Land and Public

Utility Economics, Vol. 8, 1932, pp.275-286,

41



&

. 2

“

The most striking aspects of Irish agricilture in the latter part of
the nineteenth century were ths shift-from.the production of cereals

to the production of animals ‘and. the consolidation of land holdings.

|

These developments were largely a response to L,rice movements.

Commentators have testified to the 'rational! character of Irish
agpiculfure. Barrington in 1926 remarked that:
there is not a shred of evidencBee.
to suggest that the Irish farmer has
regulated his productive activities other
than in accordance with the economic
tendencies of the time. 1

Another commentator has remarked that it cannot be denied that the

changes in Irish agriculture were essentially 'rational'.2

The West of Ireland had participated in these general trends and

by the time of foundation of the Irish Free State had emerged as a
region of small and medium size‘landholders, operating a mixed economy
and providing on the one hand, young animals for sale to the Eastern

half of the country and on the other, young people for export to

. England and America.

1

Barrington, T.,'A Review of Irish agricultural prices,! Journal of the

Statistical and Social Inquiry Society of Ireland, Vol. XV, 1926~
2?, p!27gl - )

4

Stashle, H., 'Statistical notes on the economic history of Irish

agriculture!. Journal of the Statistical and Social Inquiry Society
of Ireland, Vol. XXI, 1951-52, p.457. Ses also Table 30, Appendix I.
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Chapter 2

Aaricultural Trends and Policy sincs ﬁhe Foundation of the Irish Free State,

In this chapter, we sxamine some of the principasl developments in

. Irish agriculture since the foundation of the Irish state in 1922.

These developments are examined under the headings of land ownsership
and settiement; numbers and size of holdings; agricultural labour

force; and farm mechanization. The.- state agricultural policy,

particularly as 1t relates to small farms,is then esxamined.

Land'anershiE and Settlement.

The establishment of the Irish Free State did not effect the movement

towards gensral farm ownership, which continued under the direction
and supervision of the Irish Land Commission. This body had been

established by the 1881 Land Act as a rent fixing agency. It later

developed by law into a tenant-purchase agency for the elimination of

- landlordism and.the.conversion of tenants into proprietors,

- in implementing a nationwide land structure reform programme.

Ultimately it was expanded into a'purchaser and distributor of land

1

As it is now constituted, the Land Commission consists of a judicial

commissioner, who is a judge of the high court;and not more than four

| . 2 . s
‘lay Commissioners. These commissioners have the sole power to

. determing the following:

(i) "the persons from whom land is to be acquired;
(ii) the actual land to be acquired;
(iii) the price to be paid for acquired land;
(iv) the persons to whom (and the price at which) the land
shall be alloted . 3 -

1

Following the dissolution of the Congested Districts Board in 1923,

43

responsibility for land reform in the congested districts was transferred

to the Land Commission.
2

. Commission, p.l.- ‘
3 Ibid', p.z_-

D b _

Department of Lands leaflet, December, 1971. The Work of The Land
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In addition to its work of distributing land among small holders and
the establishment of new farms, it is also the function of the Land
Commission to rearrange into compact units, land holdings which are

held in scattered strips.

Betwsen 1923 and 1968 the Land Commission transfered 2,836,268 acres

1 Its activities from 1945 to 1971 can be

to tenant purchasers.
summarized in the following figures:

Area of land acquired through compulsory and

voluntary purchase: 724,030 acres

Area of lands distributed in land .settlement

operations: 815,000 "
Number of new farms created:. 24250
Number of existing farms enlarged 22,500

Amount expended on estate improvement works £15,600,000

.- -

Number and Size of Holdings.

Sinco the foundation of the state, the number of land holdings,
particularly smaller holdings has declined.
L Table 6
T Number and Sizes of Holdings in Ireland.
!- | -26 Counties) 1910-1971,

.M

Year Above I Above 5 Above 15 Above 30 Above 5 Above 100 Above 200 Total
acres& less acres& less acres & acres& less acres ¥ acres& less acres Holdings
than 5 than 15 1less than than 50 less than than 200 above 1 acre
| 30 100
—e
1910 48,274 115,882 103,547 58,728 48,524 20,486 8,602 404,042
1931 30,687 73,362 90,364 62,267 49,873 21,081 7,949 335,583
1939 27,686 67,417 90, 765 2,478 49,966 21,021 7,399 326,732
1949 26,360 62,423 86,983 64,453 51,287 21,772 7,270 318,548
1960 23,312 47,476 73,295 62,056 54,209 22,884 7,076 290,308
1971 23,095 44,014 65,773 60,235 56,238 23,351 6,744 279,450

source: Agricultural Statistics 1927-33, Agricultural Statistics 1934-56,
Sﬁatistical Abstracﬁ 1961, Statistical Abstract, 1972-73

Statistical Abstract of Ireland, 1972-73.

Land Commission Leaflst, Ug.cit., Pede
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‘This trend was not new, but rather as we observed in the previous
chapter, had begun before the Great Faminé, but was given momentum by

the events of the Famine years.

For the State as a whole and in the period 1910-1971, the number of
~holdings over I acre declined from 404,043 to 279,450. The number

of holdings 1-5 acres declined from 48,274 to 23,095, holdings from
5-15 acres declined from 115,882 to 44,014 and holdings 15-30 acres
declined from 103,547 to 65,773. The numbers of holdings 30-50

acres, 50-100 acres and 100-200 acres increased, the largeét increase

taking place in holdings 50-100 acres, from 48,524 to 56,238 holdings.

In-the period 1931-65, the greatest pesrcentage decline

in holdings 1-15 acres was.in the lUlestern province of Connaught
(44.8%). The greatest percentage increasss in holdings 30-50 acres

and 50-100 acres were also in this province.,

Table 7

. Percentage decline in holdings 1931-=-65, by size and province.

1-15 15-20 30-50 50-100 100-200 200 Total

-Leinster 31.9 23.3 4.1 +9¢5 +13,8 10.1 14.0
Munster . 24,6 23,7 10,0 +2.4 4762 12.2 1l.3
Connacht 44,8 20.5 +12.1 +40.7 '+9.7 30,7 17.7
Ulster 3)e7 3242 1.6 +16.5 = +19.6 +8.3 21.4

1,7 +10,7 +10.6 12.3 15.5

State 34,7 - 23.9

- Source: Fennell, R.,'Structural Change in Irish Agriculturse,' Irish Journal

of Agricultural Economics and Rural Sociology, Vol.I, 1968, p.l83.

Yet in 1971, nearly sixty percent of holdings in this Western province

were less than 30 acres.1

See map appendix 1. Map 6.

F




Land Utilization.T

The trend away from tillage, which, as we have seen in the previous
chapter was discernable before the Great Famine,has continued,
(Table 7) except for exceptional periods. These were the ploughing

campaign years 1917-1918.when the tillage acreage rose by 648,000

" acres, from 1,735,000 in 1916 to a peak of 2,383,000 in 1918.2

The economic war years in the early and mid 1930's when, because

of a policy of price supports, the acreage of wheat rose from below

21,000 in 1931 to 255,000 in 1936,3 and the years during, and

immediately following, the second world war when a compulsory tillage
order operated (Emergency Powers Act, 1939), In. 1940, it wuwas
compulsory to till one-eighth of the arable land in each holding.

In 1944, the hrOportion was increased to three—eighthn

f

In these years, the total ac:leage ploughed rosec by 1,075,000 acres

from 1,492,000 in 1939 to a peak of 2,567,000 in 1944 -~ the highest

recorded acrgage under crops since 18"1‘2...,4 After 1944 the acreage

ploughed has continuously declined. In 1973 the total area ploughed

, was- 1,196,000 acres which was fifty three percent below the 1944

peake  In 1973, slightly more than seven percent of land was

utilized for the growing of crops and fruit.5

See_diagrams 12 to 17, appendix I.
Statistical Abstract of Ireland, 1972-1973,

Lyons’ #"F'S'L"- 0O lCit.’ p162ll

- Statistical Abstract of Ireland, 1972-73.
e bushbinte i ettt Skl

| See diagramll,appendix I, |
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TABLE 8

Area of Crop and Pasture

Year Corn Crops Root and Green Crops and Flax Total Hay Pasturs Total Other
Tillage & Crops & - Land
Pasture
1921 1,034,705 763,443 1,798,148 1,983,241 8,090,375 11,881,459 5,137,696
15931 763,284 654,376 1,417,660 2,313,189 7,988,824 11,727,034 5,297,447
1941 1,413,196 814,328 . . 2,227,524 2,004,214 7,336,107 - 11,576,734 5,447,751
1951 1,073,614 631,733 1,705,347 1,936,263 7,934,698 11,588,244 5,435,848
1961 1,081,000 505, 700 1,586,700 1,889,200 7,779,900 11,267,800 .5,755,900
1971 864,900 347,700 1,322,000 2,425,700 8,175,600 11,923,300 5,100,400
TABLE S _

Number of Livestock, 1910-1971

Year .  Horses Mules & "~ Asses Cattle Sheep - Pigs Poultry

| . Jennetts
1921 490,183 26,877 215,874 4,419,347 3,020,231 890,886 17,092,988 |
1931 - 449,697 15,719 - 117,334 4,029,084 3,975,379 1,227,003 22,782,229 .
1941 459,176 8,438 148,436 4,150,460 2,909,410 163,692 17,392,788
1951 367,048 3,712 102,267 4,376,358 2,615,819 557,960 - 18,838,825
1961 207,100 4,713,300 4,527,600 1,056,400 12,843,300

82,060 . ,

1971 117,200 6,133,700 4,188,700 - 1,322,500 11,777,000

mocmnmw 1921-1961 Statistical Abstract of Ireland, 1962,

1971  Statistical Abstract of Ireland, 1972-73, - . .
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Agricultural Labour Force.

Since the foundation of the State, the numbers employed in agriculture

havecontinued to decline. This -is again a continuation of a trend

established in the nineteenth century. In the period 1921-1971,
the numbers classified as farmers has declined from 269,000 to

182,000, those classified as trelatives assisting! declined from

262,000 to 54,000 and those classified as agricultural employees

declined from 113,000 to 30,000

Table 10

- Farm Labour Force in Thousands

Year Farmers Relatives Assisting Employees
1926 269 262 113
1936 257 244 103
1946 250 203 106
1951 235 171 85
1961 223 05 54
1971 182 . 54 30

Source: Facts about Irish agriculture: Government Publication -
January, 1975,

_1This trend of a declining agricultural population was part of a

general process of rural population decline which again was established

before the Great Famine.
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Table 11
Town and rural population (thousands), at various dates,
1841-1966.
Ulster
Total Leinster Munster =  Connacht (3 counties)
T R T R T R R T R

1841 1.110 5,429 530 1,444 429 1,967 100 1,309 31 709
1891 8Bs 2,581 518 670 296 876 53 671 21 363
1901 011 2,311 547 608 290 787 53 - 571 22 324
1911 942 2,197 574 588 295 740 52 559 21 310
1926 959 2,013 595 554 288 682 54 499 22 278
1936 1,055 1,914 672 543 298 644 62 464 23 257
1936 1,099 1,869 701 519 313 629 62 464 23 257
1946 1,161 1,794 756 525 317 600 64 429 25 239
1951 1,227 1,794 814 523 323 576- 66 406 25 228
1951 1,272 1,688 814 495 332 567 72 400 28 225
1956 1,285 1,613 855 484 333 545 70 376 27 209
1956 1,287 1,611 858 481 332 545 71 375 26 210
1961 1,299 1,519 871 461 331 518 72 347 25 193
1961 1,307 1,512 876 457 333 516 72 347 26 191
1966 1,419 1,465 960 455 357 503 76 @ 326 27

Source: Meenan, J., The Irish Economy Since 1922, p.185.

In Connaught, the Western province, a loss of population has been

y

recorded in each census in the present century. . The ..

182

rural populationrdeclinedﬂfrom 1,309,000 in 1841 to 671,000 in 1891

to 400,00 in 1951, and to 326,000 in 1966.

!

Indeed as Table 12shows the decline of the agricultural populatinn
was greatest on the smaller holdings. The decline in the number

of male farmers working farms of less than 30 acres increased from

eighteen percent between 1926 and 1946, to thirty-five percent

between 1946 and 1966,




Table 12

Number of Male Farmers b Size of Holding in Ireland, 1926, 1946,

i

1961, and 1966.

Size of Holding in Acres

Year 1-30 30-50 00~-100 100-200 200 over Total
1926 120,563 43,146 34,506 13,917 4,037 217,069

. 1946 98,971 47,403 38,322 15,592 4,794 205,084
1961 70,365 46,863 41,551 17,011 4,682 180,472
1966 64,660 46,916 43,854 16,893 4,368 177,452
Percentage change |
1926-46 ~-18 +10 +12 +12 -3 ~b
1946~66 ~35 -1 414 + 8 -9 ~-13
Source: Kennedy, R.L., The Irish, p.l0l.

Depopulation was facilitated and indeed encouraged by emigration, a .

feature of Irish life since opening decades of the ninsteenth century.

“

Table 13

Net Emigration, 1891-1966.

Source: Meenan, J., The Irish Economy Since 1922, p.206.

Year Net Emigration Rate per 1,000
1891-1901 39, 642 11.9

- 1901-11 26,154 8.2
1911-26 27,002 8.8
1926-36 16,675 0.6
1936-46 18,712 6.3
1946-51 24,384 8.2
1951-56 39,353 13, 4
1956-61 42,401 14.8
1961-66 16,121 - 0.7
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Agricultural Mechanization.

In recent years, agricultural mechanization has involved the increasing
substitution of tractors and tractor-drawn machines for horses and
horse-drawn machines. The early period of mechanization which began

in the eighteen fifties had involved the increased substitution of

: : : 1
horses and horse-drawn machinery for manual agriculturs.

In 1926 there werse less than one thousand tractors in the country.

This figure had risen to over 10,000 in 1949 and to 44,000 in 1960.2

The movement towards tractors ﬁas much more rapid on the large holdings.

fbble 14 .

Tractors per 100 Holdings by Size of Holdings,

Ireland, June 1860.

Gize of Holding in Acres.

Item 1-30 30-50 50-100 100-=200 200~ Total
" Over
Number of '
Holdings 144,083 62,056 54,208 22,884 7,076 290,308
Number ofi | " .
Tractors - 4,699 6,364 13,181 12,266 6,809 43,319

Tractors pser * o
100 holdings 3 10 24 03 06 15

source: Statistical Abstract of Ireland, 1964,

( . .q s
Kennedy, E., The Irish, Emigration, Marriage, and Fertility.
Berkely, University of California Press, 1973, p.87.

2

Agricultural Statistics 1934-56. Statistical Abstract of Ireland,
1964, It is difficult to come by figures after 1960, but the
numbers of tractors have undoubtedly continued to rise.

=k g = -



Indeed tractorization helped to widen the gap between small and large

holdings and thereby increase individual farmers'need and desirs

for additional land. '

Agricultural Policy and the Small Farms.

As we have seen in this and in the previous chaptsr, ever since the
" Great Famine there has been a trend away from mixed farming, viewed

as wasteful of land and labour, towards specialization in livestock

prbduction. This transition and the continuous commercialization

of agriculture have favoured larger farmers over smaller ones, and

the numbers of these latter have continued to decline.. In the

light of these trends, it is interesting to examine agricultural

policy reports, particularly as they pertain to smaller land holders.2

’

On first glance it would aapear that from the foundation of the State,
agricultural policy operated on the basis of support for small-scale
family farming. The policy of owner-DCCUpan;y was continued and

as we have seen the whole land reform programme énd the work of the
Land Commission was geared towards the redistribution of land amongst

small holders. Lyons has summarized the position thus:

Politically, the structure of Irish agriculture
was sacrosanct. Ouner-occupancy had been the
ark of the covenant for so many.years, that to
tamper with it would have been suicide for any
politician. No politician in fact showed the
slightest sign of doing so. 3

In chapter 5, we examine this process operating in the villages.

Agricultural Policy as it has affected small farmers is a much

n?glected topics But see Meenan, J., The Irish Economy Since 1922,
Liverpool University Press, Liverpool, 1970 and Crotty, R., ITish

Agricultural Production, Cork, University Press Cork, 1966.

Lyons, F.S.L., Ireland Since the Famine, London, Weidenfeld and
Nicolson, 1971, p.606.

3
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Yet £rue though this may be, a élosaf examination of policy documents

also demonstrates that support for small scale family farming was

.‘

by no means universal. Such an examination reveals the existencs
of rival conceptions of agriculture. On the one hand, there was

the vieuwpoint that agriculture was a way of life as well as an

industry and that a country benefited from the presence of large

numbers of small-holders who helped maintain a vibrant rural
population. The rival viewpoint was that agricultﬁre was firstly

a business and should therefore be subject to the same rules and

laws as any other business. Both viewpoints are present in the

: 1
majority and minority reports of the first Commission on Agriculturs,

and in the first and second Interim’ Reports on Wheat Growing and the

question of Tariff on Flour.2

Thus while the méjority report of the first Cqmmission on Agriculture
- was mainly concerﬁed with the problem of increasing thé efficiency

of production and marketing so that farmers could sell profitably

in the free and compsetitive British market, the minority report

dissented from this view. - The signatories of the minority report

sﬁated that:
we dissent from the report of the majority in that it
appears to view agriculture and all the operations
connected therewith as a means of making money, and
to test the prosperity of agriculture by the amount
of the balance at the end of a period lying to the
credit of the farmer....We believe to be fallacious
the theory that the maximum benefit to the nation will
be achieved by encouraging every individual in the
nation to pursue his own personal advantage; we are
emphatically of opinion that State policy respecting
agriculture must be guided by a clear recognition
of the principle that in the utilization of the
national resources, including the land, individual

self-interest must bs subordinated to the national
welfare. 3

Agrlculture: Report of the Commission on, S.0., 1923,

Flrst and Second Interim Reports on Wheat Growing and the Question
.8f Tariff on flour. Economic Committse, S.0,, 1928,

Agrlculturez Regort of the Commission on, 1923, Pel7e R
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The national welfare could bast be served if agriculture was directed

to "firstly, to satisfy the needs of the people of this country“.1

The pursuit of this policy would involve the encouragement of tillage

and especially of wheat growing, Again the Minority Report on
Wheat Growing suggested that the primary'purpose of agriculture

was to provide human food and therefore wheat qrowing should be
encouraged as it would employ more fully the people employed in
agriculture and help retain them on the land. Thé'majority report

on Wheat Growing contested this claim and argued that wheat growing

was not as profitable to the individual ﬁarmer as other crops.

* These conflicting viewpoints roughly approximated to‘the political
divisions in Irish society. The majority report emphasis was by
in large supported by Cumann na Gaedhl, the party of the larger
fafmer.z The ﬁinority viewpoint was held by Fianna Fail, the party
which drew its support from thq smaller farmers. Indeed De Valera
“and Fianna Fail had placed wheat-growing and the development of

the Irish market for agricultural produce in the vanguard of
their programme,

1 Ibid , p.77. in fact the Minority Report recommends that the

acreage of land held by a single ouner should be fixed. It suggested

that "the limit should vary according to the proportion of land fit

for tillage which is in fact tilleds. If the normal limit were

. fixed at 100 acres of arable land, an extra 50 or 100 acres might
be allowed, provided that, say, 16 percent (i.e. the 1912 average
for 50-100 acre holdings) of the total holding were ploughed; or
any additional acerage desired should be granted on condition that
an increasing percentage of the whole were tilled". p.95S.

Chubb, B. The Government and Politics of Ireiand, London, Oxford
University Press, 1974, pp.70-96.
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In 1931 De Valera stated that:

o ' With regard to economic problems I hold more

I strongly than ever to our aim of making
Ireland as far as possible self=-sufficing.
The countries which to-day are suffering most
from the prevailing depression are those which
are most dependent on foreign trade. Ireland,
thanks to her soil and climate, is in the
fortunate position of being able to produce
all the necessaries of life for her own people.
It is our intention to enable home producers
to take advantage of that position by giving
them security in the home market. In pursuit

of this policy, we propose to protect every
branch of agriculture. 1

When Fianna Fail came to power in 1932, its desire to pursue a

policy of self sufficiency was strengthened by the Anglo-Irish
dispute over land annuities. In July 1932, -special duties were
imposed'on Irish livestock, dairy ﬁroduce and meat. entering the

United Kingdom

The policy of self sufficiency entailed state intervention in order

to provide adequate prices. The measures taken are summarized by

Meenan.

A minimum price was fixed for wheat; the difference
between it and the average price was paid out of
State funds. Legislation provided for the absorption
. of surplus oats and barley by mixing them with maize
/ for feeds The growing of sugar beet and tobacco

was encouraged by remissions of duty. The growers

of fruit and vegetables were protected by tariffs
and quotas. 2 |

This ﬁblicy was pursued by Fianna Fail in order to alter the balance

between large and small farmers and to:

redress the '‘balance between the different sectors
of the economy - to free the countryside from the
dominance of the cattleman, to extend the area of
tillage, to develop home industries and thus pro-
vide employment for those who might otharwise bs

obliged to emigrate. 3

Irish Press, October 28th, 1931.

Meenan;, J., Ug.cif., pP.99,

S 'LyonS, FnS-Llr’ UE.OCitl’ piﬁldo

'
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But our analysis of agricultural trends clearly shouws that it did
not realize this aim., Indeed one commentator has suggested that
in reality, the policy supports folldwed, may in general, have

benefited theilarger farmers at the expense of small ones and may

therefore have contributed towards an acceleration in the declins

in the number of persons working on sﬁall farms.1

The 1937 Constitution emphasised the desirability of having as mény

people as possible on the land. Article 45 (V) stated "That there
may be established on the land in economic security as many families

as in the circumstances shall be practicable',, 2

Yet in the first post-war report on agriculture the old tensions were
again evident, if more muted. The majority report on post emergency
agricultural policyz, while conceding that "the social and economic

advantages of a system of small-scale propriélorship was readily

- apprecliated", nonetheless doubted the value of totally concentrating

on small scale farming, The minority report adopted a more social
and populist position, viewing agriculture as not only an industry
but also a way of life, providing homaes and many of the necessities

of 'life. = The advantages of a large rural population are stressed

and the report stated that:

bearing in mind the advantages to the nation of
prosperous and populous rural population and 1n
vieu of the continued deqree of embarrassment
caused by the continuous movement of the rural
population into touns, it has become urgently
necessary to make conditions on the land
sufficiently attractive to induce labour to remain
on the land., 4 |

1 Crott : .
rotty, R., Irish Agriculture, Cork. Cork University Press, 1966,
2 C g1 |
Constitution of Ireland, Government Publications Sales Office,
DUblin, p.lSU- .
3 .
Post-tEmergency Aqricultural Policy, Report of the Commission on, 1945, p.l1l3
Ibidl, P.l1l5, . o

l ~ = emln  dmel s e e
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Indiﬁidual commentators also stressed the social value of the small

family farme For example Coyne states that:

It is in the sphere of non-sconomic values that
we must look for the national importance of
these (small) holdings, their owners and their
families.

. and,

The economic issues with regard to these smaller

farms... have always seemed very much less urgent
than the human and social ones. 1

While another commentator stated that,

The small holding kept more people on the land,

and,

kesping people on the land was to him more of
‘a major consideration than was production. 2

Support for small-scale farming and agriculture as a way of life

continued into the early sixties, when this perspective came increas-

3

ingly under attack from economists. | "

- In fact the fifties had witnessed a major debate on the 'rural

community' a debate characterized by the defengs, on social policy

grodnés, of the small family farm by clerics, administrators and some

agricultural economists. The tone of the debate is well represented

in the journal Christus Rex whose Autumn 1958 issue was devoted to

"

the problem of the future of the small farm.

1
2

3

4

. "The Rural Parish", Christus Rex, Uctobér, 1958,

Coybe, E.J., 'The Small Farm in Irish Agriculture', Studies, Vol. 47,

O'Hegarty, P.S. "Discussion on Johnson, J., paper, An economic base
for an Irish Rural Civilization", Journal of the Statistical and

social Inquiry Society of Ireland, 1947-48, PelZe

In 1964 a government report had felt it necessary to remark that:
"the emphasis placed on the concept of the standard family farm does
not mean that the problems of smaller farms are being overlooked.

The Government have, in fact, long recognisad the special problems

of the small farm areas and have introduced various measures designed
primarily for their benefit. Their income position can be improved
by taking advantage of opportunities for operating their holdings on
more intensive lines and by taking up part-time off-farm work where

# ‘:' .y
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1958,

o . Ppl 9_10.

this is available in their area', Agriculture  in the Second Progqramme

for Economic Expansion. Dublin Government Publications Sale Offics,




The*majority economic opinion in the sixtiee was that farming was
now to be viewed as an economic activity end should be approaehee
in a scientific and business-~like fashion. . The small farm region,
the West of Ireland, previously referred to as the backbone of the

country now came to be classified as "having all the essential

" features of an under-developed economy, e.9. a relatively high

density of population on the land, low labour and land productivities,

importance of traditional social modes".1 S

The solution to the problem of this "underdeveloped" region was to

be in terms of structural re-organization and elimination of large

numbers of small farms and increasing the size of the remaining farms.

¥

The concept of Oiebiiity was now in regular usags. Progress in the
West of Ireland would now depend on "pursuing a policy of structural

reform within agriculture together with a pollcy of hlgher productivity

r.2
of the individual farms which are regarded as potentially viable".

The seventies began with a further shift towards strict economic

principleés: in thinking and planning in regard to land and agricultural

policy,

1

58

Attwood, E.A.'Agriculture and Economic Growth in the West of Ireland.'

Journal of The Statistical and Social Inquirv Societv ¢f Ireland.
UOl. XX, 1961"'62, p . 1751

2

Scully, J., "The Devclopment of The West of Ireland", Irish Geoqraphy,

Vol. 6, No.I, 1969, p.63.

L%

:e .-~:-*r-*-=r“'.r""“r"ﬁ:-?'!w:j.'“m:‘* v,



The culmination of this approach came with the implementation in

Ireland of the E.E.C. Farm Modernization Schemes which amounts to

a deliberate policy of reducing farm and rural population.1 The

problem is now defined as that of altering land and labour to the

market and technological progress. The "structural" problem is
how to enlarge single farms, and enterprises within farms, so that

the exisfing labour~saving devices can be fully utilized. Agriculturs
is expected to make the maximum contribution to the national product,

while also providing a fair level of incoms for a limited number

of viable Farms.z

1 Directive 159, Farm Modernization Scheme envisages a three-fold

classification of farms into commercial, development and transit-
ional, Commercial farms are those where income per labour unit

per annum is already £1,800 in 1974; development farms are those
where this level of income, defined as the ‘!comparable! income,

in terms of its equivalent at the tims, can be yielded within siX
years., The remainder are transitional. All get aid but pre-
ferential terms are given to the development category. Directive
160 provides for retirement grants to farmers over 55 years of age,
on condition that they lease or sell their land, to which development
farmers have priority. Directive 161 provides a schems of social

guidance to farm families particularly on their future prospects
in farming or outside it. Ses,

Cémmins, P., 'Human aspocts of Change in the Rural Economy', paper
read at the Conference, Current Adjustments in the Rural Economy,
- Dublin, November, 1974, p.7. Ses also Appendix 2. -

For comment on those Directives in a wider context'sae Borgan, S.,
'Agricultural Policy in Western Europe and some of its sociological
aspects!, Sociologia Ruralis, Vol. IX, 1969, pp.252-259.

Nooij, A.T.J., '"Walues in European Agricultural Policies?,
Sociologia Ruralis, Vol. V. 1965, pp.77-95.
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~ That there hay be room for some disagreement in the interpretation

of the influence we have traced (in this and the previous chapters),

for example, in their ordering and interaction, cannot be denied,1

- It seems inconceivable, however, that given the magnitude of the

changes involved of a social and an economiz kind, they should be almost

entirely ignored. Yet this is precisely the departure point for
the study which has come to be regarded as the classic account of
Irish rural social relations. It is to this study we must nouw

turn if we are to encounter the prevailing assumptions of Irish

rural community studies to the present day.

Hannan, D., 'Kinship, Neighbourhood and Social Change in Irish

Rural Communitises!. Economic and Social Review, Vol.3, 1972,
pp-163-188. g - | -

/
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. Chapter 3

" Socioloaical/Anthropoloqical Studies of Farming Communities
in the West of Ireland

There have been three major studies of farming communities in the

L 2

West of Ireland. One in the 1930's , a second in the 1950's,™ and

a third3 in the late sixties. The first in time and importance in

so far as it has been used as a departure point for almost all subsequent

research on rural Ireland is Family and Community in Ireland. It has

4

been accepted as the classic study of rural Ireland and except for

Gibbon,5 doubts about the work have at most resulted in suggestions

for minor alterations6 and further research.

The background to Arensberg and Kimball's study can be gleaned from

Lloyd Warner's preface. Here we see that their work was to be a
contribution to the development of a "full grown comparative science
of manﬂ. In fact Harvard University had undertaken a fairly general
study of Ireland using;:hysicalz;nthrOpologisﬁé, archaesologists and

Social anthropologists. The social anthropological aspects of the

fétudy.were directed by Lloyd Warner who visited Ireland in 1931 and

" in fact chose the study's location. Co..Clare was chosen wse are told

because it was

W

‘a county in which there was a blending of the
plder Gaelic and modern British influences and
one that was neither entirely Gaelic nor entirely
English ‘in speech. 7 |

1 Arensberg, C., and Kimball, D., Family and Community in Ireland,

Harvard University Press, Mass. 1968, second edition, (first published

'1940), ,
.. del’ -
Cresswell, R.,

Une Communauté Rurale Ir.lande,
d'Ethnologie; 1963, . ’

Brody, H., Inishkillene: Chagge and Docline in the Yost of Ireland.
Penguin Books, London, 1969,

Paris,Institut

Humphries, A., The New Dubliners, Routledge and Kegan Paul, London,
1966. Limerick Rural Survey - Social Structure, 1962,
Nitchell? (G.D., Socioloqgy, University Tutorial Press, London, 1357.

5 -

Gibbon P., 'Arensbsrg and Kimball!, Revisited. -Economy _and Society,
UO].- 2, 1973, pp ® 47a"498-

Op.cit., p.XIII.

Bell, C., and Neuwby, H., Community Studies, Allen & Unwin, London, 197l.
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Arensberg ssttled in Clare in 1932 and was later joined by Kimball,
The fieldwork continued for two years and the book was first
published in 1940. Here the book is examined in terms of its

theoretical orientation and adequacy and its empirical validity.

Arensberg and Kimball's theoretical position is clearly stated in

the introduction to the book,

Experience in Yankes city in New England had led the
authors to the point of view which is the central
hypothesis of functional anthropology. The more they
worked, the more it grew certain for them that to a
certain approximation it is useful to regard society
as an integrated system of mutually interrelated and
functionally interdependent parts. A study in
Ireland then should be to test this hypothesis. 1

. Ireland was to be the testing ground for the emerging functionalism

and we are told that "the theorstical problem is of greater importance

than any description of things Irish“.2 Thus the book abounds with

the langquage of functionalism "mutualldependenge";' "functional
interconnections"; “complexiéogial organism"; "state of equilibrium",
etc.. The influences on the work are of course Nalindwski and Radcliffe
Broun, while the hidden hand of Durkﬁeim is revealed from time to

time;3 | Thus their emphasis on comparative ‘'sociology and on "objective"

social science and the belief that society could be understood from

a point in time examination. Thus they speak of the pselessness of
the metﬁods and theories of the older anthropologists - historical
rather than analytical - for the inuestiggtion of modern life.

Like all functionalists their work is based on assumptions about
history, in this case, on the belief that Ireiand "represented a
relatively unbroken tradition dating back to pre-Christian and pre-
Roman times",

' Op.cit., p.XXX
2 Ibide, p.XX1

Arensberg and Kimball wrote that 'the work was begun in 1932 as an
intensive field research in social anthropology as it had grown up

in the Ethnological fieldwork of Malinowski and through the theoretlcal

formulations of Radcliffe Brown., Op.cit., p.XXIX.

4 Ibid., p.XXXI.
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-The problem for the American authors then was to identify the structure
of Irish rural communities and to establish how order and equilibrium
was maintained. The structure was identified with a given series
of observed relationships, which are listed in the final chapter.
There are:
The relationships of the familistic order.
The relationships of the age grading or generation.
, The relationships of sex organization.

The relationships of local division of labour.

The. relationships of exchange and distribution in fairs
and markets.1

These relationships are governed by sets of norms and customs and
the dynamic element is added by the concept of function. Institutions

.are seen as functioning parts of the social system which maintailned

its equilibrium over time through adjustment.

In the maintenance of the system, custom énd kinship assume great
importance. Thus-“the traditional custom of life persists and
continues to yield its power in ‘essentially similar fashion decade
after decade and generation after generatit'::n".2 Custom. operatses

gg.rural'dwellers, they are followers of custom, and order 1is

maintained by individuals acting out their roles in accordance with

| :
prescribed norms.

PN T T O

" Empirical Validity.
The data gathered to support this theoretical position yere: assembled
from three townlands in North Clare: Rinnamnna,lnégh and Luogh with

the latter featuring most often. The census of population is used

in the opening chapter to isolate categories of farmers.

1 Ibidl’ pp.302-303-
2 Ibide, pe30.
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The census has laid bare the existence of two widely
different types of agriculture in the countrysids.,
There are two widely different groups of persons whom
we can isolate as large and small farmers. 1.

Tﬁe authors state that this simple distinction was supported by their

informants own belief ~ "The statistics give factual evidence to

the divisions the Irish reckon in the countryside itself".

The 'distinction is based on factors other than the sizs of holding.
Technology, land usage and labour are also used to &istinguish the
two types of farmefé. Thus the large farmer, a grazier of over 200
acres, cultivating nothing but a "kitchen garden" for household use,

utilizes his land to its full capacity for grazing cattle. He is

also dependent on machinery and hired labour, while the small farmer
is characterized by a mixed economy, producing oats, rye, potatoes,
cabbage and caring for hens, geese, ducks, pigs, cows and stock.

Labour is |.provided by the family and as 81st1ng relatives, The

economy is subsistence oriented,

However, in the real world this dichotomy is essentially a false one
aqd leads to false conclusions. It stems from the desire to isolate

the small farmer and to establish a functioning community of equals.
As it is, we are never really sure what a small farmer is. In the
book large farmers would appear to be those over 200 acres, small

farmers being less than 200 acres. However, those under 50 acres and
sometimes those under 30 acres are in actuality the "“small men". This
presentation is all part of an effort to build a model of a static

and homogeneous community ignoring changes in farm ownership and the

consolidation of holdings'that was going on all around them.2

' Ibid., p.3.

Gibbons work on the agricultural statistics for Co. Clare, 1930-33
shows that during this period the number of holdings under 1Y acres
diminished by 17%, holdings between 15 and 50 ac. ‘diminished by 4%:
‘and those. over 50 .acres increased by 4%. Op.cit., p. 486.
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This large/small dichotomy is used to interpret the nature of the cattle

-trade which reveals itself as a movement from small farm to large, as

an interchange between two kinds of farmers. This trade is structured
geographically and socially in thé sense that it flous betwéen two parts
of‘Ireland, east and west, and between the two great agricultural classes.
Such an interpretation does a great iniystice to ths complexity of the
cattle trade, ignoring as it does the presence of a multitude of middle-

men often drawn from the ranks of the small farmers.

Having isolated a changeless and.homogeﬁeous community, its structure
and functioning is the subject matter for the remainder of tho work.

The small farm is a family farm and is directed by the father who is

assisted by a wife and children. Tha_image presented is that of social

actors submerged under norms. Subservient women, obedient children and

dominant fathers emerge with monotonous reqularity. In these familiss

choice and tension are absent. -

This contented and self sufficient farm family is supported by the "give
and take" of éid between small farmers which was in fact the kinship
systém in opsration. "In a country region such as Luocgh, nearly all
the families are united by complicated and reduplicated bonds of

marriage and descent and in fact disloyalty to one's kinship group is

felt as a deadly crime against that grOUp".1 Indeed in Arensberg and

Kimball's hands, kinship assumes an all embracing character, taking

precedence over differences between farms, differences which would

2
have suggested a more selective and complex co-opsrative system.

OE' Cit. 9 p.gﬂ,
ses chapter 5.
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. a ritual as any church can provide".

The most important-outward extensions of the local community are
centres of trade, fairs and shops. Even though at one point Qe are
led . to believe that the small farmer is little affected by the
market, we are also informed that the.buying and selling of cattle
are the source of the ultimate success or failure of the farm family.
Such an important svent as the fair one might then expect to be
surpuunded by tension, but it is lost in the rigid observance of
custom and tradition. Although the farmers complained that the fair
gave undus advantage to the buyer rather than to themselves, they
would change nothing of it and they bitterly critiﬁize‘any departure
from customary precedure. The equal/unequal natuée of the buyer/
seller relgtionéhip is lost. There is nothing heard of the cattle
«bought and_sold sevgral tim'es'r_ at a fair by . middle-men for

profit. Neither is there any account of the cattle .bought

directly off the land, especially from Férms owned by elderly people,
nor of the rigid patron-client relationship where cattle were
"continuously sold to one buyer, even at prices which were perceived
to be louw in the belief that the buyer would, sven in bad times,
always purchase their Eattia. All of this is lost in the concern
with the procedurzs of bargaining and‘sale which.afe "as unchanging

1 The structure of relationships

is lost in elaborate discussions of its form.

The countryman is serviced by a series of shops; the cross-roads

shops which have smaller items, country shops which sell most items

and shops in town.

' Ibid., pp.290-201.
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The relations between shopkeeper  and customer are habitual, customary
and ceremonious and -go further than economic acts of barter purchase
and.sale-. It is essentially familistic, which gives the fabric of
society “additionél cohesiveness'. The integration of dealer and
customer is deepened by the giving and receiving of credit which

functions as a stabilizing force between shopkeeper and customer.

The credit relationship is governed by custom. The whole relationship

depends on each party rccognizing the customary arrangements and in

the end, through the combination of family and credit patterns in

the shopkeeping system, a permanent and stable relationship between

L

|
the resident of town and country is maintained. Thus, while

'admittinq that antagonism did exist between farmers and shopkeepers
and was based on shopkeepers '"sharp practices", yet such practices

are regarded as minor deviations from approved behaviour.

f
r

Maintaining the System.

3\

The rural cemmunity of farm families was maintained according to

Arensberg and Kimball by a number of devices. Most important among

1

these being the form of marriage known as "“the match". "The match"

eﬁsursd continuity on the farm, but necessitated the dispersal of

f _ :
siblings since ‘only one child inherited.

The nearly universal form of marriage in the countryside
unites transfer of economic control, land ownership,
reformation of family ties, advance in family and

community status and entrance into adult and procreative
saxX life. 2

An arranged marriaqe.
% Ibid., p.103.
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We are told that "the match" was theionly raspectable form of marriage,
" giving control of succession to pareﬁts. However, details on "the

match" are based on solicitors! accounts (see pp.105-117) and country

stories recounting what would happen and what people would do in

hypothetical situations. There is little direct observation,and

in fact in Luogh there had been only four marriages; in the ten years

previous to the authors! visit. Indesed one informant stated that
"there arén't any matches nowadays asunobody has a fortune to .give

to his daughter and the young men must travel".

The purpose of marriage was to Ykeep ths name on the land". Arensberg
and Kimball see the Irish countryman as having an .intimate and

reverent attitude towards the land. Clearly land as in any agricultural
society was'ualued, being the only source of support for those who
remain in the local community. The beliaf that reuerence'for the

land, for % particular small holding, was an e;d in itself, may

well have been fostered by groups outside the r;nks of the peasants,

particularly by cultural revivalists and particular politicians for

"whom it was essential that sats of values and attitudes should be
developed and stressed, which would ensure that the peasantry would

resign themselves to the labo:.riousness of physical survival.

‘The match prepared the way'for dispérsal of the other family members.
The principal use of the dowry was to allow. the 'old couple! to
. assist these children as they pleased, ideally in training for one of

the Irish professions, but more commonly for emigration.1 Dispersal
did not coincide exactly with the wedding of the nominated successor -
it generally preéeeded it, when the nomination was made.

' Ibid., pp.142-3. | :
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It is also clear that the nominationhas often delayed, leaving

sons in suspense for years.,

Once dispersal took place the way was clear for succession, which

involved the establishing of the 'neuw couple'!, producing a neuw
generation, and the retirement of the 'old couple!, which was signified

_ by their movement into the houses 'west room’. Arensberqg and Kimball
alsc allude to an alternative to this latter pattern - the postponement
of inheritance until the death of the 'old couplse!. The popularity
of this arrangement is said, hoﬁéuér; toihaue declined after the

introduction of the old age pension.1

This set of arrangements raises the question of the status of the aged
“in the rural community. Arensberg and Kimball state that:

the old live long because they have so much

to live for. In their own sphere of lifae,

they are honoured. They have power. 2
In their families they are objects of reépect and a mild sort of
veneration on the part of all the younger members and they are accorded

_First place by the fire, the better cup of tea, the bigger slice of

bread, stc. They represent the community "before priest, school-

| mastef, maerchant, cattleman and government official".s

Yet we later note their unwillingness to givse hp the land. This can

be partiy attributed to their uncertainty about future treatment. A
number of safe-guarding actions by the eldefs are recorded by Arensberg

" and Kiﬁball. There is the case of the old farmer who demands payment

for the land from the heir.

Jimmy B. had only 10-15 acres of land but he said he
would give it to his son, if the son paid ten pounds
a year for it. They (the old people) often do that,

make the son pay ten to fiftezn pounds a year for the
land. 4 .

( . -
Ibid., p.l121. Arensberq, C. The Irish Country Man, N.Y,, Macmillan, 1937,
& 2 Ibidt, p-152- . . pp 87 89.
- 3 Ibld., Pe 171. T | o=

4 Ibid., p.110.
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-We can also see that SUppoft for the 0ld on the small holdings was
a source of tension and that thoss who were found to be too great a
burden '"may go to the County Home". The old people werse often the

sub ject of the youﬁg peopleg- hatred who, in the authors!own words,

recognise themselves as forming a distinctive
group with interests and sentiments of its oun,
opposed in the scheme of rural life to the
elders. 1

This was not surprising as they wers set off from the old people's

gatherings and . were condemned by the old land holders to a life of

CBlibéCYt

The first anthropological study of a West of Ireland community was

a test of structural functionalist theory as it was emerqing in
the 1930's. The weaknesses of this perspective have since been
well documented, Our immediate .concern is that the testing ground
for this theoretical approach was in the West of Ireland and that
the empirical account used to sustain it has largely gone unchallenged.
We have seen that the work contains errors and inconsistencies and
that:the homogenesous, smoothly functioning community depicted by

Arensberg and Kimball reflects the demand of a limited theory rather

than the activities of the real wofld.

4

' Ibid., p.168.
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The Rural Community in "Transition" and "Decline',

1

In Cressuwell's, Une Communaute Rurale De L'Irslande, the traditional

rural community is depicted as being in a state of “transitiop",

one of the chief causes being depopulation. Cresswell states that
any group whose economic and social functioning is as closely limited
£0 kinship as was Irish traditional society is bound to reach, at

a certain point of-pOpulation loss, a state of anomie and the region
studied could be said to have been in a condition approaching anomie
at the time the fieldwork was carried out. This anomie 1is mainly
indicative of transition. Rural communitiss at such a stage in
Cresswelll's view, contain within themselves the sseds of future

‘development.

If Crosswell noted that the rural community was in a state of

transition, Hugh Brodf in Inishkillane, after spending five years in

the Irish countryside, speaks of its total decline. His account 1is

of

the transformation of rural Ireland!s traditional
farm communities from an integrated working system
to their present demoralized and contracted vsestiges.

- . In the rural communities, the people are demoralized,
they feel outside their social system and have no

- faith in it continuing. They are lonely and withdrawn

and have lost their belisef in the social advantages
or moral worth of their own small community. 2

But what is the traditional community that has broken down? It 1s

that community which emsrqed from the pages of Family and Community

in Ireland,

1 Cresswell, R., Une Communauté Rurale De L'Ir lande, Paris, Institute

d'ethnologie, 1969,

Brody, H., Inishkillane: Change and Decline in the West of Ireland,
Allen Lane, The Penguin Press, London, 1973, p.7.
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‘Thus, although Brody is criticaliof A£ensberg and Kimball's tHeoretical
position, it is their ethnographic account, supplemented by selected
native writers,1 0 Crohan,2 D'Sulliuén,s and Sayersé;which forms the
base line for the change and decline recorded. The contrast is

between the community that is strong and enduring in the 1930's and

the present day commuhity where people are demoralized and weak.,

To clarify Brody'!s position, we will examine some examples of the

contrast he offers. In the traditional society the year uas
characterized by a seasonal round. This began in Spring with the

preparation of the year's crop. May and June were for turf cutting

and hay-making which in August "was closely followed by the harvest of
5

whatever winter feed was douwn', The work eased off in Winter giving
way to festivities. Yet the activities of all seasons were part of

a single social and economic whole., PPGOCCUp;tiDn with the farm
persisted through fireside chats and all the activities took place

against the background of a vibrant community. Today, Summer and

Winter are in opposition, summer being characterized by elation,

wfnte; by despondency. This elation has little to do with farming,

I
but is brought on by the "tourists" whose presence in the area brings

reassurance for the traditional way. Their arrival is an occasion
for singing and drinking in the pub. Their departure and the coming

of winter is also an occasion for drinking, but now it takes place in

an atmosphere of despair,

0'Donnell's work is selectively used with these authors although his
work is of a different order. |

0'Crohan, T., The Islandman, London, Oxford University Press, 1951,

0f'Sullivan, Tuwenty Year Agrowing, London, Oxford University Press, 1933.

Sayersy P., An_0ld Woman's Reflections, London, oxford University Press,
1962.

4

3 Brody’ H-, UE-Cit-, 1pt19- o ‘_. g | : | "
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Agaiﬁ; the "traditional Irish home wag to all appearances uncompro-
misingly patriarchal".1 The farmer-father was in charge of all

iqportant matters, being the final arbiter and judge, from the sale
of cattle to negotiating children's douries. Today, children shouw

a total disregard for their parents who have bocome dependent on

their children. Now remittances rival, and in many cases QUpplant,
income provided by the family farm. This money has now a