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Bertram Hutchinson

Doubtless a .number of. "purely" economic, political
and geographical factors have handicapped until comparatively
recently the.progress of economic deQélopment in Ireland:
we scarcely need to.give examples, - Yet not all communities
that ‘have suffered from fﬂe same, or similar, handicaps in
one historical period or another were defgéted by them,
economically-speaking; in just the same way as the Irign
people, - Clearly such differences as there were must'hqve_
érisen in part from the lack of exact identity in the
sevefal sets of historical circumstances in, which these |
communities have found themselyes situated, , But we may
aiso suppose that some responsibility Eor”differeqces in

~

rates é}'economic development should be laid at the doog
of diversity of sécial values, vThat is, fhere may have,‘
been, features of life in Ireland (ob-which'certain vestiges
rémain today) that were out of harmony with the spirit of-

industrial society, Irrespective possibly . of oppressive

historical circumstances, these may have created by

themselves an obstacle to the transformation of traditionél

Irish life intthe direction that industrial, or even
agrarian, revolution demanded, The obstacles we have in
mind are those that, in contrast to those. imposed from
without by a parsimonious Providence, Jor example, or an

exploiting colonial power, sprang as it were from among

‘the people themselves,

The possibility that this might be the case has

been obécuredjn the past by the ethnocentric'viewpoint of

1

so many critics 4nd observers of Irish life. To recognise,



other than intellectually, that other pcople organise their

lives on the basis of values,dfffering‘fundamentally from

our own requires an effort of the imagination that few are

willing, or perhaps able, to make.

To accept also that

our own standards of behaviour are not necessarily better

than these, nor necesoarlly s$0 attractlve to other that

they will w15h to adopt them, calls for a.further effort of

the will. We are all unfortunately prone, disciplined as

we are from childhood in the formulae of our own society,

to imagine ourselves at a level of both moral and material

development so self~evidently'"normalﬁ and attractive that

others cannot fail ultimately to wish to reach it, If in

former times such ethnocentrism was perhaps most noticeable

in the religious Eield, its place has now been largely

taken by the moral formulae of materialism and the society

of affluence, But not. all human societies share the

contemporary 0001denta1 preoccupation with material well-

being; nor dld they in the past.

A recent collection of

papers1 has illustrated once again the failure of western

development workers in "transitional' (or under—developed) -

societies to understand the abyss separating their personal

set of values from Lhose of the people they WlSh to help -

even in such ba81c matuero (Erom the westerq VLewp01nt) as

surplus production and conspicuous consumption, Only

exceptionally, it seems, can western'man accept, for example,

that increased material consumption may not have to others.

the over-riding 1mportance it haa for hlm, and, ironically

enough, radical polltlval v1ews do not guaraqtee the

possession of this understanding.

Those liberal idealists,

the Shelleys, spoke for generations of disillusioned travellers
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in their distaste for peoples they failed to underétandg;
and Mr ?odsnap'"expressed the gencral opinion on foreign
nations in the immortal words, 'They do.- I am sorry ?o
be obliged to say - as they do!', Nor was this view
confined to what might be called the intellectual lower

3

ordersh, . .

This is a general human failure, well known
to sociologists, to understand or to tolerate the way of
life of a'bommunity (or of an individual) that is,npt.
one's 6@n. © Yet sociologists“themselves are. not blameless:
too often they transfer, unmodified, concepts and categories
elaboravéd at home to sdcieties to which they dare not, or
are 6ﬂ1y‘hdrginally; applicable, This obtuseness,
manifested 'in many " contemporary plans for the economic
deGéldpmenf of preaindustfial‘societies, is only now
beginning to giQe way to a more reasonable view of the task,
which is as much (if it is not more) that of proselytization
as it is of technical innovation, For though we must
agree that the aim of every economy, however simple, is-
the satisfaction of needs and desires, wWe must assume
also that these will probably differ from one society to

another, Societies will not agree in detail as to the

(2) From Milan in 1818 Shelley writes: "The men are hardly
men; they look like a tribe of .stupid and shrivelled slaves,
and I do not think I have seen a gleam of intelligence in the
countenance of man. since X passecd. the Alps!", Julian Edition
of the Works of Shelley, vol. ix, p.535. CGf the Germans,
flary Shelley speaks less temperately: ",.,the horrible and
slimy faces of our companions in voyage.... Our only wish was
to absolutely annihilate such uncleanly animals'", Jane
Clairmont, who accompanied them, sums up: '"Never was a more
disgraceful set than the common order of people of Germany.
Your soul shrinks back to its utmost recesses when by
accident.you set your eyes over countenances grimed with

mental and bodily depravity..." N.I. White, Shelley, vol, i,
London, 1547, pp.3595-360. . Contemporary commentators on the
Irish scene, one may suppose, felil much the same, If so,
their evidence must be treated with caution, "The

Victorians , ..were at their worst when they went abroad.,..
It was not that the English had suddéenly become stupid...
but the average tourist was sealed in a disagrecable egoism

that made him a very obtuse person indeed." Rebecca West,
"The Bnglishman Abroad", din- The Character of Zngland,
. (ed, B, Barker,) Cxford, 1947, pp.4-17-498,

3 — . . . . .
( )Bertrand Russell, "Ideas and Peliefs of the Victorians", in
Barly Victorian EBngland, (ed, G. M. Young), London, 1934, p.19.
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goéds' they value and wish to obtain; nor will they-
necesearily even opt exclusively for material goods,

or put these first in their scale of values, Bdt'so
wedded are we.to our western assumptions that.it seems
incredible to us that any man, and even less credible that
a whole society, can prefer a life of leisure, material
squalor and dietary limitation to one of continuous work
rewarded by material prosperity,. There must be some
mistake, the people have. been deceived by a selfish and
dominant elite, or they are incorridgeably lazy. We
confuse a quantitative notion of a material standard of
life with the qualitative idea of a way of living4, and
fail to recognise that the ethos of our own society is:not
necessarily that of others with which we are in contact

1

and seek to change in their own interests. This faijlure,

. reinforced by ‘an unawareness of the essential unity of .

society and its organisation, sees the price of economic
growth.only in terms of greater cenﬁormity to the ideal
type of economic man, It blinds us to the fact that for
a non-western society the price is in fact thaf of .

complete tr‘ansfdrmatipn.5

The dilemma of western civilisation is how best
to assuage its scense of guilt at the eVer~widening gap
betWeen its own ﬁaterlal prosperity and the material
poverty of underdeveloped countries - whoee peoblee.
neverthneless retuﬂd S0 duety en anewer tolthe demands foe:

social trahsformation made of them. It . is possible that

*the relationship between England and Ireland until

Indopondence was one of the Elrst 1n tances of this

dlalogue de SOuPdo that the world.has-witnessed; and it...

(é?pf Raymond Aron, 18 Lectures on Industrial ‘Society,
(tr., 1. ¥X. Bottomore), London, 1967, p.77.

(5) Ibid., pp. 55, 129, Cf. J. Poirier, "Les fonctions |
socialces de l'OSLenthlon economlque" Revue Ticrs-~HMonde,
ix, No. 33, 19G38. ‘ ' '




is to a pfeliminarylexamination of some. of the evidence
for this vieﬁ that we now turn, In doing.éo we hope to
lay a foundation for a detailed treatment of the
argumentvtnaf “accusations".of indolence, squalor and
poverty.uhtil qqmparatively recently levelled at large
parts of the Irish population were b;sed upon an
illegitimate aﬁd ethnocentric extensiOn‘of a foreién'system
of value§ to a society differing in J;;y fundamental
respgct; f;om the society to which the critics themselves
be%pngqﬁ;_ .The Irish, in short, were blamed for failing
to ;;ﬁiéveAmaterialist and rationali3t goals in“which they
were qn%y ﬁarginaily interested, thus finding themselves
in the position pf an author criticised_éor nét ﬁaving

produced a book he had no intention of writing.

IX

A preliminary and general reading of the accounts
by foreign travellers of their visits to Ireland iq the late
18th and a greater part of the 19th centuries reveals an
almost unanimousLngrifical commentary.on the poor materiai
comditions in which:thé masgs of thé frish popdlagion wére

living, "Almost every reference to the subject by

travellers and doctors -underlines the filthiness both of

. the persons of the mass of the Irish and of thé interior

and surroundings of their cabins: all point to conditions

of gross overcrowding, with whole families, or sets of

families, living in one or two rooms, with sick and
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healthy sleeping often under the same covering',

Gustave de Beaumont, who travelled widely in Irelaﬁd at
the beginniﬁg of the nineteenth century thought the
wrotched condition of the peopie "coqld'scarcely be
cqmpared with that'of'any other country, Elsewhere the
traveller might see some, even a majority of the
population, destitute, but nowhere else was there to be found
a whoie nation of poor...‘In other countries only thogé.ﬁﬁé
were unemployed or who begged were considered poor, but
in Xreland Eérm iabdﬁfers and even small farmers suffered
a degree of povefty éuch és was almost unknown elsewhére.."
The rural tenant usually brought his livestock inside his
"cabin" at nlghtfall sharlﬁg the warmth and the earthen
floor with its human inhabitants: an apparently rational
ustom that most foréign observers found deeply shécking.
There were no pigsties or cowhouses, writes Constantia
Maxwell, "and no floors to the barn, Ploughs and harrows
were left in the corner of the last field they had tilled,
for there were no sheds to protect them.;;'The peasant had

no capital,'but he was sloveﬁly in his lack of arrangehent;

(6) K. H. Connell, The Population of Ireland, 1750-1845,
Oxford, 1950, p,187, It is perhaps relevant to note that
in Brazil sleeping alone, whether in sickness or in health,
is thought a disturbing and disagreecable experience to be
avoided if possible,. Cf, Sir J, Maynard: ""We must get
out of our heads the notion -~ it is not a Russian notion,
and it is not an Indian notion - that living rooms and
sleeping rooms must be separate, and that cach person is

entitled to a room'", The Russian Peasant and other Studies,
London, 1942, p.343. On cleanliness in Northern JIreland,
Rogan noted in 18i9: “"Patients were received in the fever
hospitals,..with their bodies 'so often bronzed with Ffilth

that the natural colour of the skin could hardly be perceived,
Their hair was filled with vermin, and the smell of many was
so cffensive as; to render it a very disgusting office...to
free them from the accumulation of dirt with which they were

loaded, 'V K. H. Connell, loc.cit., quoting F. Rogan,
Observations on the condlulon of the middle and lower classcs
in the North of Ireland, 1319, p.78.

(7)

.5, do Beaumont L'Irlande sociale olitique et religieusc
’ , P q g 3

Paris, 1839, quoted, N, dansergh, The Irish Qucstion, 1840-1921,

London, 1535, p.34,
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so foe wefe the.richer‘farmers; 'ﬁone'of the cebihs seem te
have had the gardens with floﬁere and vegctablee thaf

graced Bnglish cottages, and aé eovefty can ﬁardly have

been tﬂe.caese, this lack of artistry has been ascribed
to'coneenfrafion on.tee cultivation of the potato ".8
But, some said rural people.@eee of ten better—off than
they seemed, . "In 1813 I slept at a man's house who had

a hundred head of black cattle and two hundred sheep, and

‘there was not a single chair or stool in his house but one

three—leéged one - ne bed but rushes, no vessels for

boiling thei;'meels but one; nor any for drinkiﬁg milk out
of bué‘ohe (the Maddery which was handed round
ipdiscriminately to all who sat down to the petatoqbesket
plaeed ubon the pot for a'table}“ yet this man ﬁas eaid to be
very rvich besides the”EEockunamed ébove."9 A more recent
commentator simiiafly concludes fhat the Irish may,have been
prone to give Vieitofs an impression of é}eeter boverty

than thelr rcai material situation ontlfled - partiy in

the hope of rece1v1ng financial aid from Lhe visitors
themselves, and paruly to conceal from landlords and

middlemen the true oxten+ of their res ourcee.lO

The material conditions in which the mass of the .

Irish were living were thus, from the visitor's viewpoint,.
wretched in the extreme, It is easy for ourselves_ to share
the same vicwpoint, so general and unquestioned in the

-

western world is the belief that material well-being

(5) C. Maxwell, Country and Town in Ireland under the Georges,
London, 1840, pp.1i27-128, Compare Parana  (Brazil) in the
'seventies: "Though the people had absolutely nothing %o

occupy. them for nine months out of the twelve, yet such a
thing as a 'kitchen garden! was not to be seen in the place, .
and as for expending even half an hour‘s tlought or labour
upon a pleasure or flower garden, such a thing the wildest
imagination never dreamed-of, ,.;", T.P. Bigg-Wither,
Pioneering in South Brazil London, 1878, vol, i, pp.250-251,

i

(%) Otway, Sketches in EFPl and Tyrawly, (1812-1813) quoted
Maxwel] op cit,, p.i4d, .

10) ", .. e '
( ) . E. Connell, op.cit,, pp.85-87.




overshadows all other considerations, To put the matter

into some sort of perspective is therefore of importance,
o o S . L o . - '

‘e : 2

and it is of dinterest in this connection.that we are given
a very similar picture (by EBuropean travellers presumably

not unlike to those coming to Ireland) of conditions in

other countries at roughly the same period, The Italians
were ",,, a ﬁasty, dirty mnation,..Some of the filthiness

of this country is such'that to enter into particulars would

11 . .
be a loafhoome task" Slavonian villages were "nowhere

remarkable for their cleanliness, but anythlng to

upprox1mate the fllth of St Marton I never beheld,,. I
oy . . o
remember 11 as the mo t periect 81nk of abomlnatlons into

. T N 12 ‘
which my eVll fortune has ever led me", In Hesse "the
; H

villages..., display, externally at least, the utmost .
‘ ' ' T3
squalor,..wooden hovels, dark smoky, patcheo and run.nous."1

e Hungarian V1llagea were no betuer- "...the open doors made

iy
~

a sad aisclosure of filth and squalor within. The women

and chlloren, too,...were dirty and half-naked, while

el throughout there was an air of langour and llotlessness,
1. ‘ i
i such as bespoke a state of social existence very little
| o ' A VN ' '
i raised above barbarism. Travellers in Argentlna

{ commented harshly on the llVlng accommodaulon of farmer
and gaﬁchos - almost totally laﬂklng furnlture, bedding a
15

pile of sheepskins, clothing worn until it was in rags

A German traveller Eh:Braﬁil:(l850) described the average

. L T e e . . oA - . )
house as "disorderly and dirty: spider's webs in every
corner, dust, dirt and stains on the walls; on the floor

the droppiﬁgs of animals that enter - hens, cats, dogs and

(4 R . . '
(11) James Cobbett, . Journal of a Tour of It alJ, London, 1830,
p.107, o o ' ‘ 5 .
(12) Rev, G. R. Gleig, Germany, Bohemia andé Hungary v151ted in

v "y - ' IF
1837, London, 13&3, vol. 111, p.147. : :
(28) J. Russell, A tour in ermany, etc,, in the year 18290,:
1622, and a822,, rolnburgl,1o9b, vol i, p.33C,

(1e)'cleig3 Op.cit.,‘VOlf iii, pp.2C-21.

16 : . .
(25) J. Scobie, Revolution on the Pampas: A so
of Arpgentine wheat, 125C~13iC, Austin, Texa

[
[N
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even pigs,.,.many people are in the habit of never washing.,.."

A general unanimity of voice is noticceable —~ as in other
sources -that could be cited -~ with self-righteousness a
chief ingredient; and it seems to betray (like
contemporary Protestant comment on Catholic belief and
liturgical practice) cultural self-centredness rather than
unprejpdiced pbserva;ion. To deny that, according to
standards perhaps external to these societies, ma@erial
poverty was widespread would be manifestedly absurd,

Yet if we wish to determine the exact position of the
Irish people in comparispn with their contemporaries in
other pafts of the world, we discoven that the comparison
was parely made, As Mansergh remarks, a propos of

de Beaumont, ",,.it is, to say the least, doubtful whether
conditions were worse in'Irgland than in Central Europe,

Spain or in the two Sicilies."17

And hqwever this hay

have been objectively, what we have now in questioq is the
manner in which the people_tﬁemselves interpreted.their
conditions of 1life, The concept of poverty is soc;ally,
not QQsolutely, defined; and its definition is related

both to the material potentialities of the environmen@,

and to ghe expectations of socigty{s members as to what
constitutes material~well—being. While there can be little
doubt that from western standards of today the I#ish

people were poor, their point of view, not being our own,

may have led them to interpret their condition somewhat

id , ' . = . ~ . Lo
(36) H. Burmeister, Viagem ao Brasil, Sao Paulo, 1952,

(Berlin, 1853), p.253.
(17)

H, Mansergh, The Irish Question, 1840-i$2i, London, 1965,
P.25, De Beaumont ‘largely based his conclusions on what

he saw in the west of Ireland, especially Connaught, where
living conditions were worse than elsewhere. In the east

of the country, on the other hand, Arthur Young thought that

- ",..if the Irish cabbins continue like what I have hitherto

seen, I shall not hesitate to pronounce their inhabitants as
well off as most English cottagers." A. Young, A Tour in
Ireland, 1776--1779, (ed, A4.W. Hutton), London, 189%%, vol, i,
p.35, He modified this view later.,

[93)



diffferently. To be sure, during the recurrent periods of
food shortage to which they were subject -~ as in the

Famine years themsclves - widespread and violent feelings

of discontent were to be expaected. But how were such
perioés interproted by the people?  If these misfortunes

.

(with the pfobaﬂie exc&btibn bf fh; bxtremeicase of the
Famiﬂéy.wefe séén iﬂ“m;ch fhe‘ééme light'as naturai
calamities, as fa; béyond human contfolAas ﬁroughf'of
flood, e ma& suppose fhé standard of living traditionally
postulated by the Irish was that at whichAthéy normaily
existed, On the other han&, the immediate effects of
thesec célaﬁitfeé maj.have'beén exacerbated by a feeling
that the& were controllable (and hence unneceésaryd; by
é the expectation foa level of material well—beiﬁg that was
nevertheless.not’ééhie?éd even in normal times; ‘and by
resengment that the Irish ﬁeople génefally had little hape
of attaining a level ‘so manifestedly enjoyed by a dominant
minority among them, If these Eeelinés ﬁéﬂé‘widespfead

Wwe can assume that the low material standard of living of

the Irish was not - or wWas no.iongef - being adhered to
becéﬁéé it.embodiea the aééuhptioné of’ traditién, but because
no imﬁediaté meéﬁs of improvingbit'seemed available to thém.
It is pért of the présent argumeﬁf, tentative as it is;

that traditional frisﬁ iifé.ﬁay have Séén a ﬁon—maferialist
one ﬁhat'waé:séfiéfied with'a decent suﬁsistence economy
because it left peéple'f;ee.to pursue ofher activities they
thoﬁéhf'moré importang‘t%an'a higher 109éi of:consdmﬁfidh.”
Yet the basis of such a way of 1lifé might well have been
gradually undermined by a growing.seﬁée of'relative.
deprivation as the greatér affluence of other societies, or
Other‘gfoupﬁ, becdme_mgge gidely g@own, ‘_IE %h”ﬁhe meantinie
other preferences, such as éhét-for léisufer'did ﬁbﬁ diéaééear
as rapidly ds;neﬁimatefiai exbécpééions dejeldpédk\;ﬁe.
resulting s;fﬁhtibd nas é§f Qde in'ﬁhidﬁ muqhzqqqndﬁic
growth was-likcly:té‘také'ﬁlaqe; though it mdjfwéil hdfé

L)

esentment and discontent,could_flouﬁish;

been one in which r

’ . . o . . . , ¢
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Dié the‘Iriéh;‘like a political M, Jourdain, discover
something they had not known before: that they had been

poor all theirllives? Manylnineteenth—century classical
ecdﬁémiéts emphasised the nééd to séimulate Iriéh demand for
consumption goods other than food, Malthus in particular
aréued explicifly that chanées in taste and the growth of
demand %efe eésential preliminaries to industrial development

in Ireland.l8

A recent sociological study of Dublin
peopie suggests that, more than a ceﬂtury later, the search
for material wealth may not yet dominate Irish life to the

' : o 19
degrece common elsewhere in the western world,

s The rise of the sense of relative poverty (and
- hence of a demand for more and new sorts of consumption goods)
é depends upon the existence, and the general recognition, of

a relevant criterion of comparison, 80 long as such a

g ‘eriterion is absent or remains unrecognised relative
58 ) )
deprivation will not be felt. Nor will it be felt while
? : divergent standards of living are accepted as a normal
and unassailable feature of life, There may be some
evidence that acquiescence in the presence of a rich

exploiting aristocracy may have been common enough among

' . .2 .. . ,
the Irish 0 ~ not surprisingly in view of its long

establishment in the country, during which many generations
lived and died who knew of nothing else, Not that such
acquicscence is central to our argument, The way of 1life

of the rich was so different from that of the people, and

(18) X. D. .Collison Elack} Bconomic thought and the Irish

Question, 1817-1870, Cambridge, 1560, 0.137.

(19) ",.,.we cannot get concerned as (the Bnglish and the
Americans) over business and material things. We sare less
active in these matters because-always in the background of

our minds wWe arc concerned with a more fundamental philosophy,":
informant quoted by A, J. Humphreys, New Dubliners, London,
1663,. p. 216, ' : o

(2) ¢c£, C. Maxﬁéll,'dchit.,.p.QO.
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50 aﬁpapently impossible of achicvement by them.that (Erom
tho ooint.of view of pro;iding.incentives to.geeater
procacblvo efﬁorto on their pqrt) it was verJ largely
Jirrclevant, And if dlffGP“ﬂCGS in wealth were accepted
_es part of éhe natural schemc of things, cultural
differences certainly weee not; The religious bafrier,
elnce 1andloroa generelly were Protestants and their
genaqta CathOllCo, was an almoet 15 uperable one tﬁat
uuggeoted'almost 1?resxst1bly that materlal PlCéea was the
prorogatlve of one sect but not of the othceil Indeed,

".)‘

such an 1ntevpretaulon of the situation facing the majorlty

of tbe Irish people woulc have seemed amply confirmed by

ot

Penal Laws'specificaley designed to provent the accumulation
—-4 - of wealth by Catholics, So that whether or not the
existing structﬁre, composed of landed aristocracy on the

one hand and cottiers on the other, was accepted by both

A {in the sense thathit scemed inevitable) it did not affect
i their failure in mutual understending. "The}e egists
(18331) to the most frightful ex£eht a mﬁtuailand violent.
hatred between the Propriétofs and the Peasantry", 'ﬁrete
21

the Lord-Lieutenant, Anglesey, to Lord Grey . It these

words oomewhat cxaggerate tho reality of dally llfe (au, to

judge from other evidence of life in Ireland durlng these'
deeddes, they seem to dei they sug gest nevereheless that
the nablts and the affluence of the proprletorlclass could
no% constitute a goal towards which the mass of the people
thought theﬁselyee like;y_te.meve,‘even hed they“ﬁishedupe.
The situation might havefbeen differcent hadbtheré eXiséed a
. . . . . . - 3 f -

numerous and an effective Irish middle class, . had 1t

existed, its moderate well-being and restrained ambltlons

(21) Quoted, R. D, Collison Black, op.cit., p.9. . ...the
division between rich and poor in the Ireland of the Union...
remaincecd the dominant social reality, It was not only
great; it was also unbridgceable', N, Mansergh, op.cit.,
P.20,
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might have provided an incentive the people generaily

lacked; but it did not.22 The middle”class, though

fairly prosperous, was too few to suggest a patﬁ to
upward mbbility, in either tlie class or the material
sense, for the majority of the Irish peopie. Even had the
middle class been more numerous than it was, its waf'of'
life, like that of the resident landowners, would not by"
its example have encouraged bourgeois habits of thrift,
hard work and acquisition amoné the beople. Aﬁong-fhe
gentry, says Maxweil, ", ..it was the rule to séend
lavishly on everything that brought immediate BleASurq at
the cost of neglecting house and grbunds,:and to sacrifice
the niceties of living... There was no stint of servants,
horses, cars, dog§, guns, fireg, meat, winé, and guests,
yet English visitors noticed that raiﬁ trickled through
ceilings, windows'rattié@, and doors hung loose on their

o .
hinges..."“s. The small Irish middle class "aped the

N

24 . : ] . s s
gentry," and patterned their lives as far as possible

on the habits of their betters, . It is, in short,
reasonable to supposé that, even if the Irish had not

been restricted economically and'politiéaliy.byutﬁe‘

equivalent  of a dominant colonial powef; and 'even if the

habits and values of Protestant materialism had found<a

place in their traditional way of 1ife, the gap between

rich and poor was too.great to encourage ambitions:to’

e
B

bridge it. The donkey of economic development moves
forward only when.he believes the carrot will ultimately

4

oo N

(22) R.D. Collison Black, op.cit., . .p,135; N, Mansergh,
op.cit., p.J3C. Compare contemporary Britain: :.Asa Briggs,
Victorian Pedple, Londen, 1955, pp,27-28,"...some-of the
Working classes,..were reaching up te grasp middle-class
virtues,,.As the working classes were looking up, some,
atileast; of the.upper classes were looking-down, Middle-—
class.ideals set stahdards for thé nation.,.Along with the
spread of .middle—class values went a risé in middle-class
comfort", . : . : ' .

'Maxweli, cp.cit,, PP;28;29.

(24) .
R, D. Collison Black, loc, cit,
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A popular explanation of the material poverty
in which  so many Irish lived lay in_ their oupposed

laziness: they were indolent, they made no effort, they

neglected~tﬁeir'land_as they neglected their c¢wellings

and their personal appearance, "The moment an overseer

quits," wrdte-Crumpe in 1793, "they inevitably drop
their work, take snuff, and fall into chat as to the.
news of the day; ' no traveller can pass them, without.

diverting. their attention from the business in hand, and

giving rise, to numerous surmises as to his person, errand

and. destination. -. The most trivial occurrence, especially
in the sporting 1if¢, will hurry them, unless restrained,
Vo 14
‘ Lo 25 R .
from their occupations,”"™ ™ Of course such comments were

notrdinécted,so;ely at the Irish: throughout the

nineteénth_century'(asfindeed during much of the .twentieth)

few. nations escaped.a like condemnation —~ though Prussdia: .

25 e .
was one of them, It remained for anthropologists

ultimately to point out the ethnocentrism of judgments.

4
. B

arrived at on the basis of such pre-—eminently value-loaded

I
13

concepts as those -of indolence and laziness. AB Ve

) 2 ;
shall see, there were powerful external reasons, that would
have made hard work and high.productivity unattractive -

even to a community that might otherwise have.valued them

- in the same way as visiting middle class Protestapnts. . In
- : L . . . A * . - . AR

25 .

(25) S. Crumpe, An Zssay on the best means of providing -
employment for the people, 1793, quoted C, Maxwell, op.cit.,
p.153.- C ; T : ' ' . :

(26) Scee, for example, :G.Z. Gleig, op.cit,.,, i, pp.4£8-49
ii, p.168; iii, pp.20-2i; J. Russell, op.cit., i, pp.325- 327,
330; W. Mazlitt, HNotes for a journey though France and Italy,

Lond Qn, 1826, pp.2232-223, W.m.,Conway, The Alps from.Bnd to

End London, 189S5, -9.77; €. Seidler, Dcz Anog no Brasil,

1225-1835, Sao Paulo, As41, p.57; .G. Gardoper, Travels in®

Lhe Inte“lor of Brazil, London; 1846, pp,Jdd6-337, 379-380C;

J., Wells, Thrce- ﬁpouoand Miles through Brazil, London, 1886, i,

pp. 252, 209ﬁqo7 338,..39C, .356-397, ctc; A, de . Saint iilaire,

Viagem .ao ?Jo Gradde do Qul 1820~ ?1,‘850 Paulo, 193%, ... .

pp.153-154; ‘M. Lecle CartasnGO'Brasil3‘(1890),‘350»Puu10,

1942, p.lSd; L.C. Dent A Year in Brazil, London, 1886, -
p.1<2; L. Agassiz, A Journey in Brazil, London, 1836, pp.,51-55;

M. Graham, DiArio de uma Viagenm ao,Brasil (1822), Sa0 Paulo,

1955, pp.137, 211,
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fact, there was little justification for supposing the
Irish, whose entiré folk culture differed profoundly from
that of the population of industriéllBrithin, shared these
valueg at 511,'or felf the same ambitions, The notion

of idlenéss, like otheér sins, is sbciéliy defined relative
to the values of the community in quéstion: contrary to
the belief of Eufopean, pafticularlymBritish, travellers
of the nineteenth ééntﬁry and after, it has no absolute
definition of universal application; " So the "éccusétions"
of laiiness levelled at the irish hére in theirlésseﬂce no
mofe than a taéit recognition tﬁat'the'Irish‘oféénised
their lives in & manner unfamiliar to'their'obsébvérs.
Work being subject to social coﬁtrol, 1iké most human
abfi#itiés; forms dh:iﬁ%egrdl part (diéfinct from its
purely economic pufpoéé) of the functibﬁing of the society
in which it takes place, Tt is also fopesééablyclihked
with its Eon&efse; leiéure,"dnd‘the role this plays in °
the successful cbntinuahce of traditional 1ifé. " Tn the
Irish case fhepe'seém téﬁﬁéxe been’ features of social life
whose importance was only barely secondary to work and * .
procduction, For these to be adéquateiy‘atténhéd“td L
matters had to be 'so arranged as to provide’ a’sufficient

27 - The insistent” demands’ of

margin of leisure £or them,
industrial society had created the belief afong its
members that a man who was not working was doinévnothihg;
or at any rate doing nothing of importénce. But among
what ﬁas'ﬁrobably'a majority of the wogld‘é populaiibn;

the matter was reversed, Work was réstricted to an agreed

minimum in order that the time so set free hight'be devoted

27) ., . .
( Jrhe function of the "margin of.leisure'" (and the similar

accusations of‘laziness to which its existence gave rise)
is discussed in relation. to the caipira ceconomy of the
State of 8ao Paulo (Brazil) in'Antdnio CAndido, Os Parceiros

do Rio Bonito: estudo sObre a caipira paulista e a .
transformag¢do "dos seus meios de vida, Rio de Janeiro, 1964,
especially pp.53-56, Parallels . with traditional Irish
culture are striking, as is the fact that instability of
land tenure in Sao Paulo led, as in Ireland, to low
productivity and an absence of technical improvement in
agriculture,
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to othaer activities of equal importance, This was the,
pattern that Irdsh traditional society appears to have

followed,  .Thosc other characteristics of the Irish people

on which so many visitors commented - their. vivacity, wit,

cheerfulness, friendliness, warmth, love of conversation,

of music and dancing - could only be cultivated during

hours of leisurec, They wWere as much the product of

. leisure time as the dourncess of the Lowland Scot ané the

an;h~cquptny.5nglispman i§.in a_éeal seﬁsg thg}produot

of Pupitanism and the mygtiqug pfzhard work tha# grew up
with“theAIndustrial Revqlup@qn. For a variety of.regsons
the "gospel" of work ﬁeﬁ with a ready responsec in Bri?qiq,
as it ¢id in the United States, Samuel Smiles, in giving
tp:gontempongry beli@f a more explicit form had sﬁatgd_as
a fay?ntﬁgt’ ﬁA§_§tea§ylapplicatiop'§q>wqu is the .
healthipg?ﬁtrainingufor every individuél, so it is the
ngt{Qisciplige.of'g ﬁt@?Q.A ,HonourableIinéusﬁryaﬁravels
the same road with duty; and Providence has closely

linked both with happiness, .. The gods, says the poct,

have placed labour and %oil on the way. leading to the

. ne : . T . .
Elysian Fields,"”~ = Though not recognised as such -~ and
their recognition for, what they were would have reduced
their efficacy as sanctions of social behaviour ~ statements
of this sort did no more than express, in a seemingly
absolutce and generally applicable form, the fundamental

values of their society: they were values to which it

H.

was essential that all should adhere if this society were

3

.

to maintain itsclf and develop along lines that seemed.

desirable to it, ‘But they were clearly irrelevant to a

1

'

society, such as the Irish and many others, organised on
quite different assumptions, Leisure. was an integral

and an important part of. Irish traditional culture,
Tho use, of such) terms as "laziness" and M"indoléence" in
. N : " :. b .

discussing it Was consequently an unjustifiable gpplioation

(3¢

O . .
) Quoted, Asa Bripggs, on.cit,, .18,

?
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to Ireland of concepts elaborated in a society whose

circumstancés and beliefs were entirely different, Yet,
if leisﬁré; éﬁd the activities that leisurce made possible,
were éf far greater importance in dther societies than they
were in industrial Britain, it did not méan that ,productive
effort'ﬁas unknown among them,: There were periods of
hard and persistent work at times and in circumstances
that were socially approved, ‘and were-economically'
necessary for the ﬁaintenance of a socially acceptable
standard of living,. The roﬁtines‘of_Irish rural 1life 'and
agricultural production were heavy while'they lasted,
Stones had to be cleared, lime carried and spread, seaweed
collected (Arthur Young.himself‘comménts.upon the great’
and persistent effort; made in the use of sedweed as a
fertiliser),29 turf cut and-carted; potatoes planted and
raised, ° ‘The Irish, like oéhér communities, worked hard

' ' 30

when they considered the circumstances justified it® ;

.
PR

and their critics were often reminded that much of the

hardest and heaviest work of Britain itselfl was carried
out .-by Irish immigrants, - ' : T

o
ﬁevertheleé?;‘whi;q in explaining the protracted
féilure of:Irish;éégpqmig de&eloément due weight must be
givén to traditional modes of séciél’organisatién, there
were otherland mofe externai influeﬂces tending éo
reihforcé them and to ensure their'9ur§ivai beyond fheir

natural term. FHad circumstances been different Irish

(29) Cf. C. Maxwell, op czt., p 15

(30) It is curious thau so fow Europcan CT 1tics of other
gsocicties who made accusuations of lazincss and.indolence
were unable to take the single further stop of recognlslng
the gcocial definition of work ‘and the cirtcumstances
justifying 4it, Many of thesc writcrs menticoned local
feats of physical cffort accomplished when nccessary,
Cf., for Latin amcricn, J.B. von 3pix and C.F, Martius,
Viagem pelo Brasil, 1817-1820, Sdo Paulo, 1938, i, p,72;
J. Scobie, op.cit., p.14; C. Seidler, op.cit., p.87;

J. ‘Wells, op.cit,, i, pp.183,142,148, ”79,“06 337,  Gimilar
evidence on this, as on earlier points, is available for
traditional societics in Africa.and the Tar East, -
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traditional culture would doubtless have undergone an

carlier change in the .direction alrecady, taken by .the . ..

population of the rest of the British Isles, with the

probablc exception of the Highlands and Islands of

Scotland, '~ The .fact that social .change wWas. so long

postponed emerged from historial events that had with,
the utmost rigidity confined the Irish; people within a .
tradition .that was inappropriate to ecngmic.growth.
We have already,séen that the,landowning and the
exiguous middle classes provided little incentive, through
their, example, to increased effort towards material
betterment because the gap separqting them from the rest..
of the Irish population appeared unbridgeable, .But a--
yet .more serious obstacle to :economic growth was -that
presented by the terms on which (with the~excgption.of
Ulster and one or two.districts in thce south, such as
the;baroniés of Bargy.and Forth in County.Wexford,) land
was occupied throughout Ireland,. "Almost. alone amongst
mankind, the cottier is in.this conditionﬁ, wrote John .. -
Stuart Mill, "that he can scarcely be éither better or
WOrse off by any act of hlo own. If ﬁe were industrious
or prudent, nobody but his landlord would'galn, if he.is
lazy_and intemperate, it is at his ;aqdlqyd(s expensg;.:
A situafion more devoid of motives téueifﬁer labour or

o . P :
selfucommand imagination itself cannot conqeiye.“ AThg_
1nducemento of free belngo are faknn aQay, éhd_tho§e of

a slave not. substituted.,. He has nothlng ‘to hope, and

nothing to Cear evcept belng GlSDOSoGoSOd of hlo

hold:ng..."31 4 ThUAsystem, 1ndeov appears to have been:

. C .
deolgnod by lqndlords wbo were at once notably

merceﬂary and unuoually lrratlonal for al*hough Lheir
pgeoqcupat;on was to obtaln from th01r land the maxxmum‘

.Einaﬁcidl répurﬁi tﬁqir Qursqit QE tnis_goal‘was,not an

economically rational one, . ‘From today's viewpoint it is

31 . .
(31) Je &, Mill, Ch"otor@ and 8Speeches on the Irish Land
Question, London, 1370, pp.77-73, quoted, N, Mansergh,
B .
op.cCit., pP.35.
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impossible not to conclude that thé landlorcé's profits

could not.have been maximised by'a system that disallowed
compenéétioh for permanecnt imbrovements, that absorbed
througn i&mediafely incréased rent any rise in farm

'outpuf thaf an ambitious tenant might achieve, and.through
this conétént seérch for higher rents ndt only denied
securit& oftténure‘to exisfing occubants, but handibapped
thennéw by obliging them to contract for payments they

knew tﬂeﬁselves unable.to meef. The economic irrationality
of such a system;’as equally evident té hény contemporary
oﬁéérVérs'as to oufsei&es, is so curious that is suggests
‘that its”ofiginvmust be sought in a sociological rather than
a puréiy ecéndmic source, We may be mistéken in seeing

the 1aﬂdoﬁqer and his agents as hard-hearte¢ men concerned,
to the éxelﬁsion of all else, with wringing the last
halfpenny of profit from their fenants.. In fact, they

weré concerned with something else as well: the
mainténaﬁbe-of the politiéal, social and religious status

guo, In other words, profits were to be maximised only

to the degree possible within an existing framework, of

the ‘three features of the status quo we have mentioned,
religious stability appeéré to have occupied the central
position'in the minds of fhg Protestant Ascendancy.
Penal Laws forbidding land oﬁnersﬁip and the accumulation
of wealth, indeed geﬂéraliy discouraging economic

activity among Catholics, had a dual purpose, They were

to reinforce tﬁé position in ireland ol the Frbtesf#nt
faita (and of its ddherénté); while at the same‘%ime
provi'iﬁg.a Well;meritéé_punishmeﬁt of the defeated
ﬁajofity for holéing religious views that ﬁere not those

of their conguerors, The Yandlord appears to have been

ol

ot merely indifferent to the welfare of his tenantg: he
seems also to haQe felt that such misfortunes as came their
way were in some degree the just deserts of a vanquishled,
lazy, uhrelidbie and réligiously misshapen population,

- - -/ R ' - - .
Of course it would be unusual to find an ‘elite indulging
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such schadenfroud to their own overall detriment; and
it appears. likely that in Ireland the landlords felt
that what they lost monetarily through discouraging

prosperity among *hoir tenants they gained through the

n .

simultancous reinforcement of their political and

economic power, The implication of the position in

which they found themselves was such that, if the return

from their rents was low compared with the economic

.

potential of their land they could not afford to take
steps to increase it if this meant -~ or if they imagined

it meant -- that their dominance would be undermined as

a consequence,  If therefore indifference and neglect
.was widespread among the landowning class, it seems to
have been accompanied by an antagonism whosc existence wWas

felt by the mass of the Irish people, who largely

e reciprocated it; . and who responded to the situation in

appropriate psychological and sociological form -- witndrqwalA

from contact, occasional outbreaks cf aggression,

‘restriction of ambition and a turning away from economic

1. goqu whose attainment was forbidden, towards the pursuit
of otper aspects qf their traditional 1life.that they were
free tq develop because they did not conflict with the
intere§t§ of the dominant elite. The situation created
by the quenqancy, inpshort; reinﬁorced tendencies alfeqﬁy

present in Irish traditional life, for in so far as.

materialigffluqncewwaqﬁgecondary to the Irish community
in comparison with less tangible goals, the system
elaborated by the landlords and theinr aggn;s'did much to
ensure that this preference sunvived, By the time when,
during the nineteenth century, the possibilities of the
economic devclopment of the country began to be taken
.seriously, the habits of gencrationg were so rooted ﬁhat.
%t took another tWo generations to eradicate thqm; and
perhaps cven today thqy'have not .been eradicgted from all

t

parts of Irelan ',
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The division of Irish society dinto tﬁo parts is
of course not unusual, h:storlcnlly speaklng. It is the
per51utcnc mutual excluulvenoss of the partu ‘that is
somenhat less common, however, when not.distinguished by
the obvious phyeical stigmata of ethnic differences, A
severe dichonomy establiehed by conquest is not uncommonly
healed through the 1notrumentallty of a syatem of socio-

K]

economic relationships orlglnally comlng 1nto being to make

,cooperation possibie. Such a system has been frequently

that of feudallom, or quaolmfeudallom, er some set of
relatlonshl ps between landowner and tenant having qua81~
feudal charncteris;icél In the Irish context such a -
systen; n;ezitfexiefeghbwould have heefifs rolevance; not
least for the eecurlt& of tenure thatziﬁ"ﬁenld“hdve

provided. On the other hand ~ and probably Mmost

H * '

signifieantly for our present argument < the prevalence of
a dependenf ahe derinativo iand tenu;e is not the‘moet

distinctine‘eiement of feucal society, whieh was, rather,'a
close and in a senee intimate seeial reiationsnip betheen

B . 3o . R - L .
the lordéd and his vassal 7, "The baron knew his vassals

pereenéliy. ne tnoughﬁ and felt as ehey“did. He had ‘the
same énpensfitions,‘the same habits, tﬁe:séme languége.

Ye was their master, harsh sometimee‘anE'nfbitfary, " For’
ali:oé'theé; he was a man they understood perfecﬁly; in
whose conQersation they ‘could ehare, df whose table;‘be it
in a numbler station, they often sat, and with whom they
sometim(s get‘drunk.;.thie real familiarif&{'ﬁased on an
identical eeucation,.or lack ef edncatien'if one prefen;
enabies an inferior éo endure and fecrgive.,. In the Middle

Ages the first peasant revolts broke out not when feudalism

was harshest, but when the nobles had¢ learned to as SOClate

(32) ¢, pollock and Maitland, History of Bnglish Law,
Cambridge, 1923, i, pp.66-67; H. Pirenne, Economic ‘and’
Social Yistory of liedieval Europe, London, 1952, pp,8-9,

O vt .
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with one another,..pcasantry and nobility'becamo two

peoples apabt..."gé

A'socially”pn;fying rclationship of
this sort was conspicuously absoqf in Yreland, although

in many respects the situation was. one Erom which a

feudal. type oﬁ,opganiéation might'have been expected to
emerge - hqtﬁ of co;rsé,_in a Y"pure! ninth century Buropean
form,~but:qtlan§,fate,in one which would have emphasised

a degree of ggcigégcipy.in.landlord~tenaht obligations.,
Freden%c;Seégggﬁ_beligved, indeed, that it had been the
intention J;égr the Irish settlements in the seven?egnth.
century ?Q.establiéﬁ feudal tenures similar to t?ogg on

English manors: ";,;thé great'wréng done, to the Irish
peasantry, and therefore to. the Irish nation; did not so

-

mucb;cqg§;§fuin thehapdlition of the old Irish tenures and

< a LT T

the introduction of ﬁpgiish ones in their place, as the
neglect or refusal on the part of England and Anglo~Irish
law to recognise the just rights of the Irish under those

very'fepdal tenures which England herself forced upon

nd4

them, So that although wmany of the circumstances, such

as a dominantly rural and‘closed economy, the absenée of
significant up?an markets, great estates, dependent
tenantry,tagq.g large degree of local autonomy; were those
apprgpriafelto”a quasi~foydal system, this~f§iled to
materialise, .and Ircland was left exposecd to.an unequal
duality whose impact was grcatest upon gﬁe Catholic
majority, - No new form of social organisation was
superimposed upon ﬁheir trgditional one; 'yet the latter.

had Dbeen made inappropriate, Few technical innovations

were. introduced to agriculture, or new forms of artisanry

( )ggt“wosca, The Ruling Class, (tr, H.D, Xahn), New York,
1939y ppe112-113, G o o
(34)‘F. Seebohm, "The land question: Part I, English
Tenures in Ireland™, Fortnipghtly Review, N,S8., vol, vi,
1839, p.%27, quoted R, D, Collison Black, op.cit., p,56,
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proposed by paternal landlords:; yet both these secm to

have been nccessary if landlords were to obtain increased
returgs from their esfates, and if tenants were to have

the means to meet increasiné demands, No patron—élient
relationship grew up that-provided fhe pbliéical and
economic sécurity that traditionsl society was
deéreaéingly”able tb‘offer as‘a rapidly growing pbpulation;
coupled with land shsrtage, steadily undermined it, Yet

at the same timé, indépendencé and economic individuaiism,
even had tﬁeée occupied a centrél plaée on tﬁé s?ége of
traditionai iriéh“lifé (where in fact'fa%ily ioyélfy and
mutual aid figu;ed far mbre), were discouraged by
punitivé'sanctioﬂé designéé, specifically it scems, to
prevégf tﬁeir emergénce. On the side of the glite fhe
duality of Irish society was accentuated by the fact that

a large proportion of landowners lived abroad during most

of the year; whilc their agents, middlemen, rent-collectors,
solicitors and the like, felt that their Cléiﬁsqto“higher
social status largely depended upon the degf%é'touﬁhich

they demonstrated their. separation ffém the i%iéh éohmﬁnity
they lived. in, and their identity with the absentée landlords
they served, The situation emerging:frbhrth;yinféfplay

of these various factors was thus not one in ﬁhibh economic
develeopment was likely to flourish, even nad ¢ither side of
the duality been intent on Jits cultivation, Many nineteenth
century commentators were at pains to emphasise the
exceptions to this .general pictprerf economic stagnation,
There was the growth of some. forms of indystry in the
north-east of Ireland, whefe the prosperity of the

peasantry was also somewhat greater than elsewhere, Rural
prosperity was also greater by contrast among the populatiaon
of the southern baronies menfioned earlier, As far'as
Ulster was concerned, a popular explapatjon was found in

the Faét that.fhe majorit§~oé the populaﬁibn.of this

region was Presbyterian, nor Catholic — yet Catholics also
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shared.Ulster's prosperity. Moreover, the same argument
had no relevance to the baronies,'whose population was
dominantly Cgtholic. Without denying the possibility

that some ASpqcts of Catholic ph;losophy are inimical to
eponpmip grow?h:in”certaiq_g;rcumstanceg, it nevertheless
appgars fairly certain thatxthé.only features ﬁhese various
communitie§:sharedzweag,_ﬁirst, that theyAenjoyeq greater
se;urity of land tenure, and secénd, that a largg part pf"
their.socialltraditipns stemmed”from_soqpces‘optsiqe Lo
Ireland, Our péxt task, thereforgh.is to discover, if
there werg;?eqturgs of Irish préditioqal and customary. life

that themselves placed a barrier on the road to economic

development,

ITI
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From'%he:limitéd evidence prévided by prelihinary
stﬁdy we cannot hbpe'to pfovide mor e than a tentétive'answer.
to such a question, Nevértheless, there are clear
indic¢dtions bf the Fform some of these social obstacles may
have téken:"and mény of thém are on the wﬁole not dissimilar

to' those observed - fto have influenhced the course of events

in other under—developed economies, What seems to have
been largely absent,”however, is that patron and clicnt "
relationéhip.which, aithouﬁh serving other social: and
economic pufposes, can be shown té have played so centfal’
a part in-handicapping the ccoromic development of other

35 -

societies, As we shall see, there were certain aspects

(35),N0 have discussed some aspects of this matter as it
relates to Brazilian society 4in, B, Iutchinson, "The
Patron-Dependent relationship in Brazil," Sociologin
Ruralis, vol., vi, No. 1, 195%, pp,3-30,

:
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of Irish traditional social organisation that manifested

some featurcs of this relationship, Ygt ;t was not the
chiefl characteristic of Irish socicty - largely, no doubt,
because Irish landcowncrgs were relucyant to acéept the
responsibilitios of the patron's role that would otherwise
have been thrust upon them, Since.most of the normal

patron figures werc absent, neither eccnomic nor social
security could be obtainedlby fhe people thrgugh their
intervention and protection, Dcubtless the parish priest
occupieé a sort of protecﬁive or payronfs_ro;e in relation

to his flock;w but as he had few, if any, material resources,
or means to obtain then, his‘interventiogs on his patishipners'
behalf were either religious, in the spiritual world, or

moral, in the defence of their interests on the local, and

sometimes national, political level, ¢ was in no position

to come directly to the material 2id of his parishioners, as

a patron in a quasi~féuéal soéioty was able, as he wué in'duty
boﬁnd, to assist his dependagts. . Iri;h society had to rely
largely upén its own resourcos?6 Sécufity‘égainst ili~ |
fortune was consequegtly sought in ways familar to:us

Efom many othor peasant, or folk, sociéties, chief among‘
them a variety of‘forms.of mutual aid, : On the iargest_
scale mutual aid ﬁigh£ recruit almost the entire adult
population in tﬁe community to ensurc its functioniﬁg; b;t
fhié was cgmparatively gafe." A system of éooperative.
farming "resembling thaf.of the English mandr",.and.knoén
as "rundale" or "runrig" (said to be a reélic qf thé Gdeiic?

land tenure system) was dying out or had disappeared entirely

W . . -

(éo% There were however Oxéeptionql landlords, among them.
some mentioned by Artiur Young, who felt responsibility
for their tenant's well~being,:and accordingly came tc their
aiad, The Edgeworths of Co., Longford are a familiar
example, ‘ ' o

. * . - ~ ) . .
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by the end of the eighte nth century. But there were
other forms of cooperation in the community. MA farmer

who was desirous of having nis turf or hay Zut", says
¢

Ma££5i1,59 "would have‘an‘anoouncement to that effect
made at the parish chapel ooﬂSunday, and then,'on the
aopo1nted morning, all his noighoours and friends, some
of whom had perhaps'to %ravei ten or;twelve miles, would

assemble for the purpdse of assisting in the labour, which

tﬁey‘wouid'fapidly'comoléto in somé four or f£ive hours,
NS"&Agés would be offereo 6n these occasions e:iodeed éhay
wefo“ﬁot.ekoecféd - out'tha'férmor provideo a.foast'af the
end of ‘the day;'witﬁ danoing and a piper".

It is not altogeoher clear, however, that this

description, or the source whence it was obtained, is

sufficiently subtle. Nhilo 1t is true that many peasant
societies, pionecering communitics and the like, developed

community systems of cooperation similar to this, in which

membership of the community was alone a sufficient
qualification for the duty of mutual aid to be felt, 9 there
have been many more that have restricted the obligations of

reciprocal aid to kinsmen as these werc locally defined,

Othev evxdence relating to Irish traditional SOCioty

suggests strongly that a similar restriction operated within

.

(37) ¢¢,

(32

P(Iaxwell OP.Cit. ) pp.120-121-

) Loc. cit,, citing T, Crofton Crodker, Réscarches in the

(39) Possible references to the literature are of course very
numerous. Examples are, for the USA, W. Gee, The Social
Zconomics of Agriculture, New York, 1954; Eor Portugal,
Vilarinho da Furna, uma ald@ia comunit aria, Porto 1948; for
Brazil, C, Caldeira, Hutirdo: formas d¢e ajuda mutua no meio
rural, Sao Paulo, 1956, R. Redfield secms to have observed
the same institution in Mexico: Tepoztlan — a Mexican
Village, Chicago, 1930, pp.126-127; but O, Lewis, Life in

a HMexdican Village, Urbana, 1963, p.142, reports its
disappearance by the time of his subsequent visit,
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it, indeed, the critical importance of the Tamily as

the .basic unit of social organisation, and of mutual raid, is

séecifically emphasised by Arensberg, who writes, "Thus

cooperation is woven deéply into the countryman's habit and

sentiment, Questioning in the life of the present soon
brought out the base upon which it rests, In .-every case
an extended family relationship was involved, The countryman

as in his work at home... Mo man had:mowed for all his
relations, that hés.not necessary, One man had mowWed, not
for a relative, but for a boon companion, Furthermofé,
the bachelors, whom no one had helped, had been able to
heip nb-oné.‘ The two 'é trangers'!', who had moved into the
fownlaﬁd, in one case fifty years before, in the other
thirfy, had no relatives 'on this side',., They call it

"cooring" in the brogue, The word is the Irish comhair,

meaning aid artnerﬁhio and alliance,.,." It is
b

sufficient for our presen» purpose that mutual aid and
cooperation, whatever the basis on which it was organised,
once played (and in some parts of Ireland may'still play) a
central role in the ‘economic life of the community, For
although mutualiaid,'aé its purpose was, gave a security
to the people that %as not forthcoming from an individual
patron, or from the state, or from the natural condl“lons

-

. . car s SRR .. 41 .0
of climate and soil in whichi they lived, 1t'may be:

is a family man in this cooperation with his fellows, as well

e
o

) C. M. Arensberg, The Irish Countryman, MNew York, 1537,
5,. . . . .

O\

"The climates of Ire land are more favourable to grass—
lané than to arable farming, and crops are won wWith a hard
struggle in many .years: it is perhaps not remarkable that

(4
P.
(4

™
f

the Irish speak of 'saving the harvest!'," T. W. Freeman,
reland; a general and regional geography, London, third

edition, 1965, p.b6Z.
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plausibly assumed that such a system severely handicapped

: . 42 . : . .
economic development, for it was by its nature essentially
gtatic. Work that was to be shared had to be work whose

procedures were familiar to all those collaborating in it,

This meant that traditional methods, quite apart from the

C 43
influence of normal human inertia, were preferable,

Meither the elaboration of technical improvement, nor its

adoption if suggested, would have been important features

of an economic life whose acceptance of innovation must

have been slow and unpredictable, " Nor would a system of

. .

. .

mutual aid provide é sett}ng in whichﬁdivgrsity of

individual wealth could have been casily tolerated except
within fairly narrow limits, A peasant socieﬁy that

demands of its members a@herepce to.a number of socially~
detérmined norms.rarely extends a welqome te one of its
me%ﬁers.seeking to separate himself from them, .Tﬁe economic
life of sucﬁla.QOmmunity, susceptible as it is to the concept
of what is normal or average, discourages the man who, even
by his own efforts, achieves an economic Surplué beyond

what is'usual; and if he coes so, he exposes himself to the
jeglousj,of his fellpws, even to that of the subernatural.
It,is therefore the more ;plikely that, when an abnormally

generous surplus depended upon its existence, or part of its

existence, upon community cooperation, its attainment would

(42)We are assuming that économic' development would have
taken .an individualist, capitalist form.. Presumably a
tradition,oﬁ;community;cooperatiOn might have favoured
economic development along socialist or communist lines,
That this did not happen is a separate- problem -we do not
intend to.pursue here, although it is perhaps worth Moting
that if labour was at times traditionally cooperative,, its
product ‘was individually owned, '

<43)In #he old wmen's louse, where the older men. of the
village met regularly for discussion, ".,.,the countryman's
way of 1life exerts dits strongest swWay uvpon him, It is the
tparliament' of hris fellows, "The topics brought up aand
débated upon are wmuch the same from year to year and. from
place to place. agriculture, perhaps, comes first, Times
of sowing, reaping and harvesting arc debated, Prices are
compared, innovations tested, Traditional methods receive
their strongest support here, in the web of legend, proverb
and reference to the past the speakers throw about them,!

~

C. M. Arecasberg, op.cit.,, p.i33.
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be either sought by the individual or tolerated by the

community were it to occur, "The ideal is rather a

relatively comfortable mediocrity. — above all morally

comfortable. ° The .optimum rather than the maximum is
sought... The ideal is that each member of the group remain

24

in his place,." Nor can the .countryman, short of moving
away to-the city,'avoid'ﬁis community's demand for economic
conformity by a transfer of his allegiance to a neighbouring
village, for a variety of reasons, The Irishman of
tradition,uperhapszmaqy Irishmen of'today, feel a bonq of
loyalty to their natal community they do not find ecasy to
break, "A particular ancestral line is inseparable," says
45 :
Arensberg, "from a particular plot of earth", The
counterpart of this fgeling ié manifest in the refusal of
a traditional community to accept fully in its membership a
renegade from another quarter, for however much his
phys;cal presence may be tqlerated, he remains a nonfmember
who plays 1ittle;2if any, part in mutual aid or in other
forms of recdiprocal rights ané obligations, "Ir;sh.
familism is of the soil, It operates most strongly withig
allegiance to a definite small arca, Life moves within
thic arca for the countryman; he rarely goes beyonﬁ it
except on periodic visits to his market town, He counts
his fgllows fnpmnwithin thege same narrow bounds, Beyqnd
the next stream, over the next hill, down the valley, a

similar allegience begins and ends, Across the line are

people no different from himslef; but they are 'strangers?,

46 ?

'from beyond!', or 'from the other side'", How far these
27, - - T~ : A

(44) Jean Poirier, op.cit., p.12 (our.translation}),

(45) |

Op.cit.,'prﬁﬁ,

f."
(45) Ibid., pp.107-10C,
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elings went further, to produce distrust and suspicion,

o™
Q

ifficult to estimate from' the, evidence so far available

R
Q
(A

to ug. Zad. this happened, as would have been by no means

. L G870 o '
unugual in a peasant community ~, it would have redoubled

the handicap facing economic growth, especially in

entreprencurial and commercial endeavours depending for

.

their success upon relationschips which, if impersonal)

]

nevertheless presuppose a degree of mutual trust,

Cooperation in XIrish traditional 1life, therefore,

.
)
[
=
©

it played 4its part in ensufing a greater economic

for the community than it could otaerwise have
expécééd, el its-negatiQe aspect, -in that it discéuraged
technical ianmovation, and made individual economic’
advhnéement.contingent uﬁon'emigration, either to the city
or abfoad, An imﬁlicit social understanding of thesé'
circumstances may wWell have been one source of the Irish
lack of material ambition on which we commented earlier, '

3

The absence of material ambition in'itself,'whatéver its
source, would have wmade 5tatic gconomnmic conditions

acceﬁtable to the community,. But the straitjacket

(albéit; perhaps, uafelt except by the'social deviantf
imposed by the community system of mutual aid had a sccond
and probably mor e impor tant restrictive layer composed_éf a
séries of VPeliefs and expectations as to individual behavibur
that was conncected with the family and.its central position

gsocial organication. "To be at home with the

e
ya)

in Ir

‘Irish countryman as his friend for any considerable length

]

0
(& )“Compare rural Greece, for example, "The critical unit
of social organiscation in the community is tho family,
whether in its clementary or extended form,.,.Indeed, between
men who arc uarelated by kLﬂSnip or marriagce there lu deep
distrust whiﬁh in practice prevents any effective form of

cooper au'LO'l.

P
i'

o e Cﬂnpbell "rionour and the ueVll"
in IHonour and Shamo: tho nlue° of liediterrancan Souloty,
i ), woacon, 1935, p.i4a,
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of time is to come to know virtually every family in the
rural community. This is due to theé essential structure

of that cémmunity!and an enlightening clue to its nature,
For in rural Ireland :the farm family is typically small,

yet in ancdarly every rural comﬁunity the small farm family is

the centre of power, ' Indeéd, a rural community for the

es

most part is a groupfof interlocking~émdll farm famil

tied together by bonds of kinship'and neighbourliness, and

. , 45
these mainly mould the structure of the place," °

In so ﬁouléiAg the structure; the farm family also
moulded the personality of its members, and laid dOWn the
limits within whichliﬁdividual behaviour was permitted éo
Vary; From this source also, theréfofe, ideasnof cconomic

or technical innovation -~ even had ideas of this sort

occurred to individuals whoge lives were pasced in close

.

adherence to tradition - found obgtacles to their realisation:

this time from within the family:where they were first

; conceived, While, as we snall see, the strong Irish
sense of family anc¢ kinship solidarity had otlher advantages
: for the individual member of it, its obversc was an

insistence upon conformity. To a great extent it was

through patterns of deference, to age, to the féthér; to

ther. al Cthon o s 49 : -
the mother, and to other gsenior kin, that conformity was

(48) ¢, M. Arcnsberg, op.cit., p.il.

(48) wrhe o1d fellows, the men of full status who head farms

anéd farm-working corpcraticns of sons -~ those who have turned

or are about to turn over their control to a younger generation -
are accorded a very real precedence, In their own houscs we
have seen it to be very great; in the community at ‘large it

is little less so, A visiting farmer,..takes.his place at

the hearth seat, his scns lag bekind..,.in tke wakchouse,..
the places by the fire go to old adult 'men' and 'women';
the 'boys' and 'girls' must group themselves behind,.,. On
the road to shop, church cr fair, the young man must keep
pace, and the clder may call him to his side,.,., In...
discuséion it is the elder men who may regulate length and
subject of conversation, : . » : oo

.

Then, sccondly, therec is the matter of the )
contacts with the cutside world, The elder men.,,.,represent
the interests of the community before priest, schoolmaster,
‘merchant, cattleman and government official,.." ‘Ibid,,
pPp.121~-123.
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securcd, Indeced age dominance was -such that the

achicvement of adult , not by somec

N

tatus was decidod
objecctive critericn of chtonologicaiuage, bu® at the

momen® the father chosc (Qr,by reason of his death was
obliged) to giyg,ug control of the farm, or other property,
to that. of his son,. Until .this happoned, often in extreme..
0lé age, his sons remainced ”boyﬁ", theirlstanding loﬁ; and

their indcpendence minimal, even into middle age and

"

beyond, . iforeover, -their depcendence was. secured by'the
abscnce of a fOPGoC’&le order of succession. There was
no law, no convenulon, oC pﬂlmogenlture- the father vas

. . < Lo

free to pass tho control of his property to any onn of hlS

sons; and 1n order to retaln hlu 1nf1uenco for as long as

..

pos slblc he would conﬂeal tﬁﬂ ldcntlty of the éoﬁ oh‘whom

I3
" A . . .
e

R nis choice nad fallen 50 he Chlld therefore, "even the

e ' SOClOlOglcal chllc of a*vaqced years, was taughu (and in

[
S

some arcas may still be taught) social value sobially

accepgoc formu of beuuviour, approved technical niethods,

that ¢id not, in Avrcensberg's words, "deviate from the right

and tracditional pattern, wWhich folklore, adage and the
i ' .y 54 ' . w o
censurc of the v1llage support!, The combination,

therefore, of general community conformity, the dominance
| of tradition, the lack of a powerful drive towards material

goal if these lay outside what tradition had established

- as accootable — this combination was mediated through a

stern father figuro whose purpose was to retain the sons in.

a status of perpctual -boyhood, By its definifion such a

(50) ", ,.primogeniture has been credited with facilitating
incustrial deveélopment in Japan. - Younger sons wWere both
econOﬂlcally and motlonally dﬂawn to the new urban .
occupations, Thesc younger sons,,.appear to have been
OuDOCl&llj responsive and adaptive  the introduction of: new
styles 'of lifet, :J. C. dbugglon "The relationship between
economic and social programming in Latin America," in

Social Agpects Qf FEconomic Dovelopment in Latin Amerlca 3
(cds. B. Do Vrics and J. M, Bchaverria) Paris, 1963, p. 268,

(51)

AI‘CHSbGI‘g, ’)ﬁaCit., .po'ssc'r". . : . - M
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status position is not one whence cconomic or technical
innovations arc .expected, or are accepted if they arise,
If we assumce that economic development depends significantly
upon a population that valucs and encoqragés new icdeas,
energetic entrepreneurial activity and economic
individualism: (although tﬁore are of coursec many other
relevant factors), tracditional Ireland did not provide it,
Cn the contrary, such manifestations seem to have been
discouraged; Aand the situation may not ycet have entirely
changed, "In-our family" said a Dublin woman quoted in

| a recent sociological study,52 "if you started to cxpress

any ideas of your own, or take-on any projects, my father

would put a stop to it,  He would tell you not to be
y ridiculous, and he would put you' in your place. I am
not sure it wasn't a good thing. Perhaps we would have’

S - made ourselves ridiculous,.,but sometimes 1 think we
Irish carry it a little far.," It will be noted that the

crucial matter, for this informant, was the fear of

DR

552 ric¢icule —~ that is, of community censure of unconventional
ﬁ‘ behaviour, Yet the statement of another informant in the

same inguiry seems to confirm paternal preoccupation with

the preservation of his personal status, "The fathers
have an attitude that the sons are always boys who can't

; do anything right, I know my boys felt that their father

thought they were incépable of doing anything on their
own, And so. they would not do a.thing'round the house

if their father was at home.,.But if Frank wasn't home,
they Would.go ahecad and do a job.;.That is very common,,,
The - fathers think the boys are children even when they are
eighteen or nineteen and they ten¢ to keep them .children,

They won't let them -go off on their own or have z bit of

their own head ané perhaps make some mistakes, but learn

by the mistakes, And I <on't think that is very much

65X

w

R I 1 - . ) . 2 o
¢ifferent than it was in my parents! day.," - e

i

/\A!

g)ﬁ. J. Humphrcys, op.cit., p.1406,
S)Ibis., p.i6C.

[on BN a1



Both theso statements support the view of Irish.

.

society as traditionally one in which the young, thc
cnergétic, the innovating, were steered as far as possible
towards ¢conformity with costablished patterns of behaviour,
To the degree that this control wWas successfully imposed,

ndividual ambition was tawarted, lioreover, although in

e
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other westoern so

<

the influence of the jealous. . .

b}

on has baen counterbalanced

)

Father in restricting his

¢
0]

by a contrary influence emanating from the wmother, din
Ireland this does not sceem to have occurred, " If the
mother's influence upon her sons has been traditionally

powerful throughout Ireland, it operated nevertheless in

(a8

a direction opposed to that cf economic development, since

it set limits to her sons! freedom which, while they were

]

differcent in their nature from those imposed by the

father, were none the less Jdifficult for them to circumvent,
The ties binding them to their mother were cmotional ones
whose gencral tendency seems to have been to secure to a
large cegrcee their'dependence on her, , It is true that

the father's interest was to subordinate his sons to

himself for as long as possible,. but he did this in a

manner that reovealed little of his real affection for them,

The Irish mother went to the other extreme, creating an

‘atmosphere of warm scentiment between hersclf and her soans

which may well have produced, instead of the state of

t
. Lo s . e s R
emotional equilibrium suggested by Arensberg, : an

[42]

emotional "imbalance that prevented the emergence of tﬁat
maaculino aggressive independence on which so much
economic innovation and cntrepreneurial activity has its
basc. This maternal cushioning of the male's hard .lot,
this wmollification of the irritations attenéant upon -

constant subordinantion to the father's wishes served to

(54)

Tbid,, DP.59.
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comgen ate (in Ilumphrey's view °) for the long postponement
of adulthood for ,the son, On the other hand, the mother's

reluctance to relinquish the control such a relationship

gave her over her sons' behaviour reduced still further
thae latters! frceedom; and indeed may well have minimised
his Jes irc for it, The mother's opposition certainly

appears to have been an important consideration discouraging

her gsons' marriage; and this in its turn may have
contributed something to the Obstacles already facing

sh economic growth "Wﬁere the provortion of people

e

P e
. 4 K . .ot

unmarried is high"' remaﬂkod the CommiSSion on Emigration,

. . . . . i
[N Lo . 4

with some insi ht "L“ere igs a risk that the communit 's
’

. .
. 1. -

sense of rooponoibilioy, or that its realisation of the

value anu importqnce of thc basic unit of society - the

family - will be inadequate and that, as a result, its

attibude to lifo mﬂy be unprogressive, This may be
aggravated by the lesser nceced for the gualities of hard

work and entorprise, Unmarried people are,. of course,

often active and even leaders in many spheres, but married

people generally take a kcener in+eroob in the more serious

social and cconomic matters affecting the general well-

O . . . . Lo PR . o

. 56 - ’ ' . .
being." There are of course many other factors besices

- -
»

that of the mother's disapproval Lbat have lec Lo a.

. v . N}

pcfsistcntly low ma“riage rﬁte' and it is interesting
. . . . . PR :'._.. ier

to speculate as to the relationship this may have borne

=
(55) Cp.cit., p.23, "...cspecially in late acdolescence
and ‘early manhood¢ thc ‘mothér’ 'slaves for the boys'! and,
Wwhat is more, makes the bJ,rls do likewise.,. .She not only
lessens the sons' range of domestic reokonoibility; but
conceives that it is part of her and her daughter jOb
to provide the sons with special 'service and comforts,
Thiec is so established that the daughters are res signed to
it," Ibid., p.i562. Sec also p,163 for a lengthy

-verbatim citation from one of Fumphrey's informants

illustrating the same;point.

(56) . - L RRERIPRI . R
Aeport of thc Coxmi sion on umipration and¢ other

Popula ttion Problems, 1643-18654, DSublin, 16565, "para, 159,




to slow economic development in Ireland, Lack of
cconomic growth, howcver, as the same Report points out
at some length, was itself one of the chief causes of

low Irish nuptiality,

But if the family and its influenceirestricted
indiQidﬁal free§om and thgroby discoﬁraged economic
enterprise, thé advantages of the system were equally.
great, The 1nd1v1dual ‘member of the communlty needed the
famlly for hlS own defence agalnot outsxdero;‘to produce
what he needed for his sustenance, and to attain some -
degree Qf prospe?ity. A family coéposed qf b;ooé
kinsmen and affinai relétions formed in its local contaxf
a'powerful Qyutem for the malntenance of an agreed qtandard
of llVlng, and of prestige or statuu in the community =~ a
sy;temm+hat vas relnforced by its extension to 1nclude
relatlon nlps with other more distant kin, Irlsh soqlgty,
like feudal aOCthy,57 did not understand purely eqonqmic
relationships, nor the impersonal and merely contgactuél
aséociations that cﬁaractorise industrial .society, In
concrete tegms, a son could expect his family to support
himi to intervene on his behalf, and to obtain ecdnomic and
othe; opbortunities for him, -Moreoyer,,not only”woﬁid
he expcct this: the community might well regard wiéh
suspiqion an indiviﬁual eﬁterprisemthat Eaiqu:;o enjoy
such family support, chéréing to»HumphreysSB the
expectation persisﬁs to-the érqéégt day, and~fathers_%n
particular feel an oﬁlié&tion,fo}éind_éﬁpigiﬁent for their
children.,  Indéed, the .came writer reports; some Dublin
comgénies have thé'formql policy 66 giviné preference, in

making new appoinfménto; to the sons of their employees.5

(57) Marc Bloch, "The PloO of .dependent cultivation and
seignorial institutions Cambridge Economic History of
Burope, (cdo, J. 1l Clapman and E. Power), Cambridge,
19425 vol, i, p.256%7. : - ‘ -

(r
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A male informant told -Humphreys, "...you certainly would .

bank on your relatives for. help in getting jobs,

particuylarly. for, the chilcren,. Relatives help cach other
, . o s w59 . . . s
in that. way all the.time, ; -and a failurc of relations

.

to adhere to this .systom (fgr example, by rcfusing to help,

or .giving preference to .a non-relative) would . be the

occasion for a-family feu¢., .. With the increpsing

rationalisation ef cconomic life in Ireland the dintrusion

of personal relationships in,such matters is no doubt

PRI

B

diminishing - at. the verbal leyelnpp?;ipu;gr}y Fhe sys;em'
is now widely criticised an¢ rejected - yet its influence.
remains,today,as.a reminder of the power }t exerted in
th?.pagt.,,.lt.wa§;not exgrteg in the,direqtﬁpn of_economic
efficiency;in the sense we understand that notion today,
for..its purpose was‘the,¢ifferent_on?.9f gnovi@éng a, form
~of security for:tpe'community, whose dndividupl members

were unable (or were prevented by convention) from seeking

their own means of survival,

-5 It hadiits extension tor the commercial field,:

f Family- businesscs had mainly family’ interests jat -heart,

; and tended to- employ Family members: in them 4if ‘they ‘were'

available;, - This meant that no 'unrelate¢ employce,:evern .
‘one of - long standing,. could. feel secure . that "his post

would not be given at slort ndtice to some relation of

- -

the owhner who required it;.. and@, ‘laicking.-this .security,

he was not likely to exert himself béyond the . immediate

" ¢all of his duty.  But if the dominande:éf.personal
‘Considerations over those of practical "efficiency had in
this wdy. &s:in others a fdr—reaching negativé influence

- upon economic enterprise, it provided compensation in”the
immecdiate uncertainties of life — and it.wds of coursec’
with these thdt the Irishman was almost exclusively .
concerned, The scys<tem itocelf held its advantages ‘for-

. commerce, cspecially at the level of the small shopkeaper
s - . .. . .

50 ‘
(59) Ibid,, p.i0¢. . . . X



who‘ﬁntil oomparotiveiéirooontly dominafed the Irioh
cconomic scene, at any rate numerically. Juof as

farming was to an important éegreo dependent upon mutoal
aid and family 1oyal%y for its prosberity, 50 the shop-
keeoer reliod'upoh similar feelings for his own. Once
again the aovanfages were reoiprocal. _ Arensberg co@ment :
", ..the couotfy ouotomer who brings his trade 1nto the

soop does so in‘reéponse to the‘ties of kinship and
friendliness, He.'goeé with' a shopkeeper or publlcan,
most often, as he ﬁcoors" with his country frlenda. |
fhis is not his only incontive; but it is his priocioal
one. The'oooial order of which he io a part ehbraceé

the town—dwell?ng uhopkeeper' tfade followo friendship.
Man& indeed are the ohops which rely almost eqtlrelj upon
thigs 'famlly trade ;..The ghopkeoper is bound in his turn
to'his 'famxly trace' e owes obllgatlon to the 'country
co;oins' who buy from him, n60 Nor does this relatlonohnp
appear to be one exclusive to the rural areas of the paot~
Humﬁhreys reports s similar situation obtaining in
modefn'Dublin.Gl' It will be noticed that the intrusion

of Considerations of Ffriendship and loyalty into cconomic
transactions retaine these at the personal instead of at -
the:imoérsonal,'contractual 1eve1'thét are usual ~ and are
génerally thought économicolly desirable - in a modern
rationalised iﬁdustriél éociety.’ It is thercefore no
exaggoration to ooe in the persistence of these relation-
ships a not'inoonsiderable'obstacie to the sort of eCohomic
deVelopment that’ has occurfed'elsowhere in the West, The
fact that they have proved resistent to change suggests
that they play a central role in Irish social organisatiOn,
a role which perhaps ensures the preservotion of the
oxisting class,’ or moro'probaoly status, structure of the
community, - - = ' ‘ ' ‘

(50) Ibid,, pp.154-155,

r ‘ ... . l ' N .‘
(61) Op.cit,, p.%C, . . e '
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On the one handé¢, then, therc were obgtacles to

economic development in Ireland that arose from forces

N

which, operating from outside the traditional Irisn social
order, had their source in the circumstances of conquest,

.

On-the other hand, as we have just seen, there existed an

. . . B P

entirely difforent set of forces, tending towards the same
y d. y b . 1
end¢, whose origin was within traditional Irish society,

.

tself, The combination of the two was doubtlcess

o4 g - .. -

sufficiently powerful to creatc’' a situation in which |
economic enterprisce was not likely to have found it easy

a . i 3

to operate, even hagd the. purely economic aspects of it
been suitable, as they were not, Yet while it 4is possible

to disentangle the main threads in the fabric of Irish

socio~economic life asg it existed up to the fairly recent

.
:

past, the mode of their interrelation is not so clear, .

To what extent, for example, wWere the internal social

3

obstacles to economic innovation and growth a community

response to external handicaps imposed on the Irish

Was perhaps even the non-materialist character

I3

population?
of so much of Irish life a reaction to, or a compensation
for circumstances that made material acquisition or the

[ PO T - : ‘ . . . o . e Tl PRRR ’ o

enqument.of congumption for its own sake impogssible of

.

ackievement?  In other words, would Ireland perhaps have
followed lines of economic development not dissimilar to

A
'

o]

those followed by other Western Buropean countries he

N ’

external factors not restrained it? Had, the, non-

ct

3

acte

3

ialist philosophy (assuming that later investigation

.
pY

1ows{this to have been as dominant as we have supposed)

S

an autonomous status, as it were; or were tho Irish
merely mgking a virtue,of a necesgity? What are we to

makg of the~occasional bricf references in the. litcerature
- "y R . .
to the peasant's shrewed eye to. his own interests"?.

Coulc this mean that material acguisitiveness was in fact
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tolerated - but only within a framework, and according
to standards laid cown in advance by the community?

There scems little doubt that Irish

traditional life was marked by an insistence upon social

conformity that is not unusual in a peasant society.

What was'perhapé soméwﬁat.less usual was.thé emphasis

that wag'blaced ~ ‘and in much of rural, if not urban
Ireland is still placed -~ upon economic conformity, The
admired man wasﬁhot he who by his’QWn efforts emerged
above the ruck of his fcllows, but he who conformed to
within'tﬁe fa;rly narrbw limits laid down by the coﬁmﬁnity
for the haterial pfosperity'of its memberg. We have seen

something of the reasons for this in the system of

reciprocal aid, the strong family loyélty, the aftefmath

of the:éénal.Lawé; All these influecnces put.a'preﬁium
upon traditionalism as against innovation} whéthér
technical or economic; ‘and had theif conscquence in
economic'stagnétion, In combination with other factors,
particularly perhaps that of f£ilial subordiﬁation to the
parents, éﬁé.eQen the unqgestioning obedieﬁce fhé Catholic
Church in‘I;eland démanded of its fiock; the ekfenéion of
confofmity was such that fhe.entire ethos of the‘sdciety'
has been dominated by it. One of the most obvibﬁé}'and
one of fhé most far-reaching, conseqﬁendes of this has

been the ﬁersistent emigrating stream of Ifish‘beoﬁié whose
enterprisé ahé innOVéting bot@ntiAlities'could‘6nly find
frce expreséion Ouﬁside tﬁeir native country: Ebr although
the causes of Irish emigrﬁtion‘are domplex; £here.is
liftle.ddubt that the stifliﬁg effect of social and
ecbnoﬁic conformity has meant that Ireland has acfualiy
offered 56 defined role_fBr the enterprising, Too offeﬁ
for economic health>fhe'"successful" mdn.who operates
within the Irish framework is unﬁelcomo, a renegade'almosé

from the standards of conformity according to which the



community gencerally conducts
have their roots in tradition
vet their continuced existence

o functional raison d'etre in

organisation in Ireland, Is

sociologically speaking? Or

and in historical experience:
depends upon their possessing
contemporary éocial

their persistence justified,

have the recasons that gave

birth to them ceaged to have meaning: in which casc may

we expect the gradual emcrgence of a new set of values

more appropriate to the course of economic development on

which Ireland is now set?

These characteristics



