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EDITORTATL

My predecessor as editor of DECIES adverted to the fact that the:
Society should involve itself more in the _“reser~ation of what
remains of our local records and documents. As Mr.Carroll's
contribution below @ the "Archives Centre" indicotes, some progress
has already been made in this direction. Great credit must go to
Mr. Carroll for his endeavours over a number of years in

\ ling and m _%g&g& Accessible a considersble boﬂy of material
releVﬁnt to the locality.” "As Mr.Flynn's article in this issue
shows this local resource is already serving a useful function.

However,I think the "Archives Centre" in Waterford needs to be
rezularised,put on a firmer financial footing,adequate accommodation
provided, and the necessary professionnl staff appointed. Discussicn
on these issues should involve Waterford Corporation, Waterford
County Council, the Municipsl and County Library services,and
S.E.R.T.0. . Co-operation between similar bodies elsewhere in
Ireland has resulted in the provision of archival centres in

Dublin, Cork, Limerick, and Kerry.

I wish to advocate as a matter of urgency that within the next

few months the officers and committee of the 0l1d Waterford Society
initiate contact and discussion with the local bodies nemed above,
with a view to establishing proper archival facilities in
Waterford. The destruction of an importent collection of papers
occurred in Waterford in the recent past, and the presen.l condition
of the Poor Law Union records in Dungarvan and Lismore gives

cause for concern. There would be no need for these documents to
be endangered if an adequate repository wns available locally for
them tc be preserved in. In the meantime if any reader is aware
of any documents, papers, photographs and other similar material,
gurviving in the area or elsewhere; which might be thought worthy
of preservation, please contact Mr. J. S. quroll ¢/0 Munlclpal
Library, Waterford,

Our collective thanks go to Waterford Corporation for numerous

"Witegwi:cos on our.pshalf. . A retrospective thanks must go to all
those members of the Society wh~ have turned up to assemble the
journal. This task only involves one evening per issue, so
volunteers for future issues will be very welcome., I wish to
record a personal debt to Mr. Noel Cassidy, and Mr. Des Cowman
for assistance with this issue of the journal. A special thanks
to Mr. Gerard Power, School of Communications, N.I.H.E., Dublin
for the cover illustration.

Thomas Power.
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THE RING FISHING INDUSTRY 1890-1926.

by Thomas A, O'Donoghue.

Introduction.

From the famine year of 1847 until the early 1860s the flshlng s
industry in the parlsh of Ring, Co. Waterford appears to have been
thriving. (Fig.1.) About 314 men v:7e sjloyed in the parish in the
industry and many of them supplemented the1r income with the returns
from their small holdings. From the mid 1860s however the

industry began to decline. This decline was due to a combination
of factors which need not be gone into here"f'1 The result of it
however was reflected in the overall population decline_in the o
harbour townlands i.e. from 943 in 1861 to 615 in 1891. Thls.;; p
paper examines the further decline of the fishing industry in the
parish of Ring from 1890 to 1926. . ,

1890 - 1900. S
It is rather difficult to build up a satisfactory picture of the
Ring fishery for this period. There are fishing returns from :

the coast guard station at Helvick but these include returns at .
Dungarvan as well as at the Ring harbours of Helvick and Ballinagoul.
Despite such limitations however particular trends are discernible
from the annual reports of the Commissioners of Fisheries and The
Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction. . The flrst of
these trends relates to the type of fish being caught.

The fish which the Ring men were traditionally most equipped to
catch was hake. From the beginning of the 1890s however it appears
that this species was beginning to disappear from the coast.

The reasan for this is difficult to establish and does not come
within the scope of this paper. At the same time it is interesting
to note that the fishermen of the area attributed it to the large
herring fleets which were fishing off the_coast and which ‘they
believed were destroying many young fish.3 Despite this decline ,
however there are a number of reports of hake being caught, salted
and air-dried and sold by the Ring men. In 1890 for example :
10 tons of hake were caught between July and September, salted and
air-dried. at Ballinagoul and Helvick and then sent to Cork, Bandon
and Dungarvan at 7d each.4

The activity of salting and air- drying fish seems to have been
conflned in Irel -1 to places on the coast from Waterford to Kerry
i.e."as a commercial enterprise. This was not enough to meet the
demands of’ the country. In 1891 for example £100,000 worth of
such fish was “imported. S5 Yet, despite the presence of a b1g 0
demand it appears that the hake catch was declining fast 1nrthe
vicinity of Ring. Indeed, in 1919 Keohan in his "Illustrated
Guide to Dungarvan™ was able to write that: S

| 'To see a- hake in bungarvan now would be a rarity but
thirty years; ago the boats would come in ladeh'with
fish and a- Splendld hake could be purchased f0r 1ess N
than ls. S

A second trend can now be noted At the end of: the'18805 and'the;’f
beginning of the 1890s great shoals of mackerél and herring were ' i
stated to be frequenting the coast off Helvick, Dungarvan: and ‘
Ardmore, yet the Ring fishermen were reported not to be pursuing
them, By the 18905 however this 51tuat10n seems to have changed

N



The hake had practically disappeared and herring and mackerel were
now being caught. At the same time this activity does not appear
to have been very well organised as it was gointed out that the
mackerel were being caught by herring nets. What is not apparent
however is whether or not the Ring fishermen went out further than
they used to in pursuit of the shoals, whether they invested in
larger boats or whether the shoals of herring and rackerel which
up .to ‘now kept up to five miles off the. coast were coming closer
to :the shore. : :

RS

Finallyuit»is interesting to note that a certain income was
derived from the catching of lobsters and crabs. In 1891 for .
example over 3,500 lobsters and 1,100 crabs were caught between ;.
Ballinagoul and Mine Head.8 These were brought by cart along. L
with the other fish to Dungarvan and occasionally to Youghal to -
be sold. In 1896 it was reported that lobsters from the area . .
were sold in Cork, Dungarvan and Youghal and many were_conveyed
across the channel by large schooners every fortnight. '

1900 - 1914

It is from the year 1900 on that the available sources y1e1d -
.Statistical information from which a somewhat clearer picture of . .-
both:«the fishing industry and the fishing population of Ring can: . .
be constructed. : It is helpful to begin this picture by noting ...
the number of fishermen living in the parish in 1901 .and again in -
1911. In 1901 rthere were %88 fishermen there but by 1911 this
number had decreased to 84. (Fig.2). This decrease was
accompanled by a decrease in the number of fishing boats in the
parish. In’ I90L for example there were_18 sailing boats there

but by 1911 this number was down to 14.11 It is not the purpose
of this paper to examine this decline. Instead I w1sh to con-
centrate on a number of trends related to it.

(i) ~ The population of the parish of Ring fell from 1 ,053 in 1891
to 866 in.1901 and 777 in '1911. This means that the percentage'
decrease 1n1Dpu1atlon from 1901 to 1911 was equal to 10.27%.

When we examine 'the percentage decrease for the harbourtownlands
however ‘we”'find a decrease of 19%. Thus it is not surprising

that 'the overall percentage decrease in the number of fishermen

in theé’ parlsh was 22.22%.

& examination in the regional trends in the par1sh in relatlon

to the .latter decrease is even more interesting: The number of
fishermen:in  the townlands around the harbour of Ballinagoul. formed
by:.far the greater .proportion of the total number of fishermen in
the parish-:both in 1901 and 1911. (Fig.2). However the actual:
number of:fishermen in these townlands fell from 72 to 56 in these::
years_whlle they only fell from 29 to 27 at Helvick. As well.as:
this the former:.decrease was greater than the overall population:.
decline in the parish while the decrease at Helvick was more or:
less the same as the overall decrease. Furthermore there was no
decrease in the number of fishermen less than forty years of age

at Helvick.' ' Thls was in sharp contrast to the experience at
Ballinagoul. Because of the non- avallablllty of similar
statistics”“for thé intervening years or over a wider time span

it is difficult to draw any conclusive results from these figures.
However they would prompt one to suggest that while there was a
major, decrease in the 1ndustry around Ballinagoul 1t ‘was staballs- -
ing at He1v1ck

The fishérmen at Helvick 'also had particular reason for opt1m15m
In 1908 The Department of Agriculture and Technical Instruction:
reported that the quest1on of financial aid for the repair and

1 _ 1% M 4 TY_YT._._*" 2  TT . -1
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the benefit of the local fishermen was under consideration.12

Then in 1910 a scheme of constguction embracing a non-tidal
fishing harbour was outlined.l3 This scheme was begun in 1912
and despite the occasional setback due to unfavourable weather
and an inadequate supply of labour it was stated in 1919 that:

'work at the new harbour is well advanced..... and
the undertaking generally is nearing completiondﬂ(Fig.S)

On the other hand another project which would have been of benefit
to all the parish but particularly to the fishermen of Ballinagoul
never materialised. This was the Cunnigar project.l5 The
Cunnigar is a sandspit extending right across Dungarvan Bay from
the townland of Ballinacourty. (Fig.4). It is about 1 mile long,
about 200 metres at its widest point and it is only separated from
the mainland near Dungarvan by another 200 metre stretch. Thus
since the Cunnigar is never covered by the sea the logical step
would have been to build a road on it and bridge the gap to the
mainland. Thus it would have cut down a roundabout journey of
about 5 miles to one mile. A number of schemes for the building
of such a 'Cunnigar Embankment' as it was called had been under
consideration by the Board of Public Works for a number of years
prior to 1912 and an application from Waterford County Council
and Mr. P. J. Powell M.P. for grants in favour of the Cunnigar
Bridge and Road was submitted. However, although the money
required for this project became available in 1913 the scheme was
not considered suitable for a grant.

(ii) The individual household census returns for 1901 and 1911
also reveal some interesting material relating to the literacy
level of the Ring fishermen or to be more specific, relating to
their ability to read and write the English language. No attempt
was made at specifying tc the householders what the census
commissioners meant by 'ability to read' or 'ability to write' and
the actual decision of competence at reading and writing was left
to the head of each household. This subjectivity is a major
drawback and must be constantly kept in mind when considering

the following analysis based on the Ring returns.

In Ring parish as a whole there was a steady decrease in the
percentage of the population who could neither read nor write
English in the latter half of the 19th century. By 1900 over

54% of the people could read and write English. However only 49%
of the fishermen could do so. Furthermore this situation had not
changed significantly by 1911.

Whatever about the ability to read and write English however the
Ring fishermen appear to have been the most unwilling group in
the parish to foresake the Irish language. In 1901 12% of the
fishermen i.e. 23 men were unable to speak English. Ia 1911
this percentage was up to 22% i.e. 19 men. Again, in view of the
subjectivity involved, this latter figure can be misleading.

What it possibly does however is add to the evidence which
indicates a new 'gra' for the language being awakened amongst

the fishermer. In. 1901 for instance nobody in Ring filled in
their census forms in Irish but in 1911, despite the fact that
they were forbidden to do so by law, the vast majority of returns
from Ballinagoul (including those of the 16 Church of Iréland
fishermen) were in Irish. This was also the case to a lesser
extent at Helvick but the vast majority of the returns for the
rest of the parish were in English.

It is interesting to note on the atove matter that the Gaelic
writer, from Ring, Sean O'Cuirrin, in his introduction to
Nioclas Toibin's '"Duanaire Deiseach' tells us that in 1903



Padraig 0O'Cadhla, the local Conradh na Gaeilge timire used to
teach the reidlng and writing of Irish to the people of Ring at
Ballinagoul. Then in 1905 Colaiste na Rinne was opened at
Knockenpower and the ‘parish became frequented: by Gaelic scholars
and those anxious toilearn the language. = All of this must have
had a profound influence 'on the parishioners, particularly on
those in the vicinity of Ballinagoul since most of the Gaelic
revival activities seem tc have taken place in this general area.

(iii) The final matter I wish tc consider relates to the little
amount we know about the life of the fishermen and their fishing. .-
Mackerel and herring were the major fish pursued by them during
this period. In Figure 5, I have attempted to show the general
way in which the catching of ghe different species overlapped at.;g
different times of the year. While the nature of the returns
made do not allow us to estimate the value of the catches at Ring
alone, it would appear that if the general trend was followed.that
the average largest catches bectween 1900 and 1910 were for autumn
herrings, while the average most lucrative catch per cwt. on, .average
were the summer herrings. However it should not be assumed that
December to April was spent idle. . Thé annual reports made it
very clear that the Ring men fished all the year round and used
their boats. for trawllng, long lining, trammel and seine.net
fishing. . While some of the fish: caught must have been salted
and dried for persoénal-use there appears to have been no attempt
at processing on a commercial scale. Rather most of the fish were:
transpcrted to’ Dungarvan if nct landed there, and sold fresh, for
local consumption’ and occa51onally for dlstant markets 1nc1ud1ng
Germany and Russia. = : :

It is extremely difficult to formulate.a comprehensive picture.of
what was happening .to the Ring fisheries from 1914 until the:
establishment of the Irish Free State.. No official reports were
published uunlqg the war years and when they wére eventually re-
published in 1918 we learn very little except thatithere: 'were:

15 boats:and 70. fishermen in the parish. This at least is some
indication ‘that the'decline that had begun in the 1860s§ if not
still -continuing was definitely not on the upswing. 'However even
this p01nt cannot be developed significantly since we have nc census
for 1921. Furthermore the census for 1926 is not helpful since
the returns for the individual parishes are not published. = How-
ever there is at least some evidence that by that:year the Ring
fishermen were despairing with the decline of the industry.
Certainly the evidence of Liam O'Micdhchain of- Balllnagoul to
Commisiun na Gaeltachta would seem to suggest this. -  In his
evidence before An Seabhac in 1925 (given in Irish)’ he stated that
nobody in Ring was dependent solely on fishing as many had small
holdings, often in separate pieces and usually amounting to about
2 acres.i7 However he also stated that there was a need for a
herring curing station at Ring, for new motor boats and new:nets.
What he was particularly worried about was the ‘activity of other
trawlers in the area. As he put it: :

""Se tuairm alan gurb iad na tralaeri mor iasachta ata
ag deanamh na tubaiste ar an iascaireacht. Is minic a
bhionn suas le cdha ceann geag diobh seo i bhfoisgeacht
mile no dho den talamh'.

(It is the opinion of many that it is the large foreign trawlers
which are causing the greatest damage to the fishery. Very often
it happens that there are up to twelve of them within a mile or
two of land ). This point is alsc borne out by Keohan in his
history of Dungarvan where he states that
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~ 'The only" boats Nnow engaged in the Dungarvan flshery are
stationed at Ballinagoul and Helvick. ' They have much to.
contend aga1nst for the Engllsh and :Scotch boats come

along and scour all the grounu, 1eav1ng but poor prov131on
for the local men. n19. .

It seems rather strange that after sixty years of 1ndependence,s
that the Rlng flshermen .can still w1th Just1f1cat1on re1terate ‘

thls
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A 19th CENTURY FRENGH TRAVELLER'T VISIT TO WATERFORD.

(Part.one) 4
By Eileen Holt.

The Traveller

In the summer of 1844, a French traveller, Amédée Pichot, (1795-1877)
arrived in Waterford to beg1n a tour of Ireland. He was a native of the
Provengal town of Arles, but had lived for many years in Paris. This was
his first visit to Ireland although he was already well acquainted with L
England which he had v1s1ted on many occasions, and he had also made a tour
of Scotland. In 1825 an account of his travels in England and Scotland
had been published in Francel, and a translation of this work into English
had appeared that same yearZ. Pichot was in fact a man of letters, a
Director of the Revue britannique,” and a man whose interests in literature
and history had Téd him to translate works of English literature into
French, including those of Sjr Wa:ter Scott, Byron and Dickens, and to write
books on Scottish history. He had also translated Thomas Moore's
Lalla Rookh into French, and this translation had been published in 1820. 3
Now in 1844 he had embarked upon a tour of Wales and Ireland with a view
to writing an account of his travels in a companion volume to his book on
England and Scotland. The book on Wales and Ireland was eventually
published in 1850, entitled L'Irlande et le Pays de Galles; esquisses de
voyages, d'economle politique etc.%, although 1t was never translated into
English as his account of his travels in England and Scotland had been.

A biography of Amédée Pichot was published in 19425, but while his
biographer deals at length with Pichot's English and Scottish journeys and
the book which resulted from them, very little space is devoted to the later
journeys in Wales and Ireland, and in fact only one page is given to the
time Pichot spent in Ireland (page 362), and to the subsequent book he wrote
on his travels within that country. Nevertheless, the impressions recorded
by this observant man of letters, intended as they were for a French reader-
ship, are very interesting and often amusing, and his visit to Waterford,
the first Irish town he visited, is recounted in some detail.

The Journey to Waterford.

The account of the journey from Wales to Ireland and the arrival in
Waterford are to be found in Chapter 1X of the first volume of Pichot's
travels in Wales and Ireland, and the departure from Waterford in Chapter X.
The two volumes of the book cover the first journey he made to Ireland in
1844 and the second one he made to Northern Ireland some three years later.

He had embarked just before midnight on the steamboat at Milford Haven,
and he extols the rapidity of these boats which had made the journey across
the Irish sea so much easier than it used to be. On board the next morning
‘he got into conversation with an Irish Member of Parliament whom he refers
'to as a Mr. G-ths,* who was going to spend the summer Parliamentary Recess
on his estates in the County of Waterford. This first Irishman that he
met was 'not, as Pichot points out a supporter of Repeal or of O'Connell,
although the Frenchman himself was a great admirer of 0'Conmnell and was
in fact to have a meeting with him in his Dublin prison later in the journey.
The Irishman he now met was indeed a protestor, but a protestor against
what he called the prejudices and bias of his fellow countrymen, although
he admitted to the Frenchman that once he got home he would have to keep
quiet or modify his opinions. Mr. G- claimed in effect that in Ireland,
reputed to be such an oppressed country, the only slaves were the unfortunate
landowners like himself, continually reduced to having to go against their
own political ideas, and having to cultivate their 1and by means of absurd
practices followed through sheer habit by his farmers and peasants.

Pichot smiled to himself, he had expected to hear ‘grievances and laments,"

but from quite an opposite point of view, and he found the situation
* Can Nnte naca 7
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somewhat ironic. Mr G- also conflded to P1chot his fears that one day
the democratic principles which had manifested themselves in France would
be instilled into his own Irish: tenant-farmers, for already the rumblings
of social discontent, the hatred of the poor for the rich could be heard.
Obviously, remarked the Frenchman, Mr. G- on setting foot on Irish soil,
felt the carth shake with the 3 Uending convulsions of a social cataclysm,
and this spoiled for him any pleasure he might have on his return to his
native land and the property he owned there. = He could not even reJo1ce

in the good weather in which they were approachlng the Irish coast.

Whereas Pichot, congratulated himself cn arriving in sunshlne, the Irlshman
immediately. perce1ved far away on the horizon a menacing cloud which, he
pointed cut with a certain amount of satisfaction, foretold the p0551b111ty
of their be1ng drenched by a shower on their arr1val in Waterford' *

Now they were enter1ng the River Sulr ‘a river of wh1ch Spenser had
sung the praises as Pichot mentions here. ' The voyage was in'part'a llterary
pilgrimage, and specific reference is ‘made’ to this’in the full t1tle of .
the book where the worls 'de littérature'’ appear in the descrlptlon of the.
journeys he made. - Spenser (1552-1599) in h1s famous poem The . Faerie Queene
refers on many occasions to the Irish rivers wh1ch so delighted him®, and
among them are "the three renowned Brethren' as he calls them, the Su1r,g
the Nore and the Barrow, He tells ol :

The first the gentle Shure that, maklng way : v
By. sweet Clonmell adornes rach.Waterford ‘ '1w-:ﬂ

| “,LBopk 111, Canto 1X 1 43-44).

Pichot however contents himself with a br1ef menﬁlon of Spencer and makes
a more prosaic comment on the river in stating that he foumd it to be as
wide and as fine as the Mersey or the Thames with banks which were almost

as green. He made a Temark to this effect to Mr. G-, who hastened to point
out that the greeness "of the so-called 'Emerald Isle' was less soothing to
the eye .than that of Albion, and that the trees' were more sparse. The.
County of Waterford he’ added was one of the barest in Ireland, although
its true riches lay beneath the earth where minera 1-bearing, seams lay hidden.
In a note to the text at this point, Pichot adds his own cpinion. Compared
to the chalk cliffs of England he thought the Irish ccast was green, but

in the interior of the country 'white Albion' was perhaps greener than green
Erin. At this point in his journey however, he had of course not seen
enough of Ireland to make any comparlsons h1mself they could only 'be made .
when the journey was compléted; ' as the boat sailed along the river towards
Waterford he enjoyed the beauty of its waters and its banks, and did not ,
allow the derogatory remarks of'hls companion to spoil his pleasure in the
scenery.

Arrival at‘and Impressions'of Waterford o

When they arrived at Waterford, Pichot's first 1mpre551on was that, .
the activity going on there was so. great that it could be compared to that
of Liverpool, although he does admlt to, the possibility of slight exaggera-
tion! They disembarked at the quay, and the first thing he comments upon
is that only three or four beggars greeted them there and they were no more .
troublesome or ragged than those of any other country, whereas he had been
led to expect from other travellers' tales, and from warnings given by
his travelling companion, that'a whole host' of. h1deous beggars would be .
waiting for them ~ He was however to reV1se h1s on1n10n about beggars in -
Ireland before the day was out. SRS SITRRTRERAeE .
“He had but a short time to stay 1n Waterford, haV1ng arranged to ,,f;w
continué¢ his Journey that same day. with Mr. G- as far as: Llsmore,; They. ; .
went together to what he describes as a big hotel in the main street where‘
he arranged toxm ot hls‘companlon in four hours tlme for the departure of
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the mail coach. He then set out to see the town, walking along the quay-
side which he found very fine indeed, extending as it did in a straight
regular line from ''the entrance of the por: " (Adeihhi Quay ?) to the wooden
bridge, and the sight of ships of 800 to a 1000 tons moored between the river
banks impressed him. He took the footpath nearest the water so that he
could look both at the hills of the northern bank and the houses and shops
of the southern bank, and it was here that an incident occurred which he
links to one in which he hal been invoived in the Welsh port of Swansea.
There an enormous rat, pursued by a croyd of sailors, had rushed between

his legs and nearly caused him to fall.’ Now, in Waterford, it was 4 sow
which rushed at him, nearly causing him to fall into the river. The

animal which had probably escaped while being loaded on to a boat,which was
being pursued by its master, and a crowd of half-naked children who had
joyfully joined in the chase. It leapt into the river, and five or six

of the children, having no fine clothes to spoil, jumped in after the beast.
The last that Pichot saw of it was that it was swimming out in the direction
of the sea, its snout thrust forward like the prow of a ship, the animal's
~pursuers well behind. This anecdote, related in a humourous fashion,
presents another opportunity for Pichot to bring in a literary allusion.

He is reminded of the central figure of the mock-heroic ballad of the .
fifteenth century, written in Middie English, The Felon Sew of Rokeby

which he must have known of through the text of this ballad reproduced by
Sir Walter Scott in the notes to his poem Rokebz.8 This tale deals with

a wild sow which roamed the banks of the river Greta, a tributary of the
river Tees, and when pursued by a friar and his two companions eluded
capture by taking refuge in a lime-kiln. The note of burlesque in this
poem is present in Pichot's relating of the incident in Waterford, but then
he goes on to a serious discussion of the importance of the pig to the Irish
ports. He did in fact see beneath the bridge at Waterford three flat boats
each containing at least 150-200 pigs which were destined to 'satisfy the
gluttony of John Bull'. Now a note of pity is introduced into the narrative
as he describes the overcrowded conditon of the animals, the lack of any
straw beneath their feet, and the buzzing cf the flies around their ears

in the heat of the midday sun.

Leaving the quayside Pichot now entered into the town itself. Here
he confesses to disappointment. The splended quayside had led him to
expect a fine town, whereas he found the streets to be narrow and winding,
and there to be few buildings worthy of ccmment. The cathedral, he thought
lacked style both inside and outside, and he did see the ruins cf a former
religious foundation, which was presumably the 'French Church' because he
mentions it had been converted into a home for the aged before falling into
ruin. He then returned to ''the entrance to the port', walking along what
was presumably The Mall, since he describes it as being a fairly wide street
at the end of which he found Reginald's Tower.

At this point he gives his readers a short histcry of the city cf
Waterford and its environs, including certain aspects of economic develop-
ment which interested him. In what was, at the time of his writing, the
more recent past, he tells for instance of the establishing of the cotton
mill near Curraghmore, which at the time of his visit employed some 1200
people, including men, women and children. He asks whether this
'industrial oasis' might nct contain the beginnings of an 'Irish
Manchester’, although he fears not ir view of the dependence on coal from
England and the importation of the cotton through the port of Liverpool
instead of direct from the U. S. A. which imposed the additional cost of
trans-shipment, making the finished product uncompetitive in price.

He then goes on tc discuss the founding of the colony at New Geneva
at the end of the previous century, which would no doubt have particularly
- I | i ] . I- ! ] 53:::- Iva art-:.;hntes IhE £.2]']”re Qf tbe



to Protestantism instead of first converting them to their industrious and
hard-working ordered way of life. Th's he argues they encountered the wrath
of the Catholic priests, then they had prcbiems with the mumicipality of
Waterford and this brought about reprisals. Thus they departed, and New
Geneva, first transformed into a barracks, was at the time of Pichot's visit,
a prison. He makes nc mention at all of the Frﬂpuv BPy and the place of
Geneva Barrack, in that Conrucctlm°

He .docs go on o contrast the failure of the colony at New Geneva with
the: success of the trappist communvtf at Mount Melleray which he was to visit
the next day. He himself, good Catholic thuUFu he ﬂlght be, ‘confesses that
he had little time for monks,making an cheptlnn for the Benedlctlnes whom
he considered had made a vaiuable contribution to the production and conserva-
tion of valuable tooks, yet he grudgingly admitted the success of the trappist

community of Mount Mellera‘ He admired the way in which they had transformed
wild and stony land into fertile ficlds and bdli* their monastery in so short
a time since their arrival there in 1831. Yet he is amazed that these

'mournful -hosts' as he calls them, who oniy address cach other with the words
'Brother, one has to die' were so casily accepted by the imaginative Irish
with their love of nerry—maklng and not oniy accepted but aided by the free
loan of ploughs,carts and horses. Where 2 thousand protestants from Geneva
had failed, someé fifty monks had succeedel in astablishing themselves in -the
Irish countryside far’ from their rative Frasce, and he concludes that the :
question of religion was all importsnt, the Catholics triumphed in this most .
Catholic of countries, where the Protestaunts did not.

After relating the storv of tne mcnks chﬂme'Nblleray, P1chot takes up
again an account of his stay in Waterford. He returned to the hotel and his
meeting with Mr. G- who had reserved piaces for them in the ‘coach for. Cappoquin .
and thence to Lismore. The name 'Cappoquin' intrigued the Frenchman who found
it had a certain Indien or American air about it. The coach for the journey
picked them up at the door of the hctel itseif, Pichot commenting that he did
not knoiywhether this was duz to the fact that the Honourable Member of
Parliament was to be a passenger. or that It was a courtesy extended to all
travellers-having business at tnc splend’d hotel. It would seem that the
hotel in question was that rmn by Mrs. Cumnins where Bianconi had rented
stabling and had an of{ice in th2 hotel, and from whence hls_coaches departed
daily.9 In any event the two men now boarded the ccach and prepared to
depart from Waterford.

The Departure from Waterford.w_

Pichot explains that the coach was cne of the Varletles of Irish

jaunting-caz, which although it had certain features in common with coaches..

used by the public on the Continent, wes not exactly the same as any of them,
and was a vehicle peculiar to Ireland. He then goes on to tell the story
cf Bianconi and of the b601nn1ng and development of his buslness. Before
1815, Pichot tells his reader, the tLSDTHDIk means of transport avallable in
Ireland were inferior to an Eskimo sledge drawn by dogs, and if he were-an .
Irishman he would vote for a triumphal Arch surmounted by a bronze quadriga,
like that in the Pluace du Carrousel in Paris, to be erected to Bianconi. :
The jaunting-car in which he travelled was drawn by three horses and- travelled
at about 7 miles an hour. It carried eight passengers, four on each ot
the two long seats. = Soon after leaving Waterford he no ticed that any -
habitations which could be classed as houses became very sparse, and were
replaced by roadside dwellings which were mere huts made of earth. From
them emerged ragged men, womcn and children, alt hougb he noted that there
were a- number left vacant after the er1g1ut1on of their former tenants, and °
which had caved in rcofs and walis crumbling in decay. But it was the
men, women and children who atiracted most of his attention. He felt that
the beauty of the women and chiidren equalled that of the Italians who had
been the inspiration for Raphael, but it was a beauty to be discovered only
beneath the most abject of rags. Furthermore, he felt that the women aged
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rapidly, subjected as. they were: to the sufferings and deprlvatlons of poverty.
As for the children,' thcy were likened to little angels fallen from the sky
into the.mud or onto the dung-heap. Not in England, in Italy or in Switzer-
land had he ever seen such a large number of beautiful children with'such '
delicate and intelligent features. He was surprised that the people by the
roadside did not extend their hands or hats for alms, as their dress indicated
their extreme poverty. They did not do so however, and to the traveller their
demeanour appeared to be one of indifference, or sometimes even of gaiety.

It was not until Pichot reached Dungarvan that he experienced his first real
encounter with beggirg in Ireland, but there when the coach drew to a halt it
was surrounded by a crowd of some thirty beggars. He founc the experience

a very unpleasant one 3nd was very relieved when he left them behind.

. 0n the road however, it was the dress of the country people which
partlcularly interested hlm, and' indeed astonished him. Their hats were made
of beaver or silk, their coats were dress-coats with tails, the dress of
gentlefolk which. contlnued patching and repairs had rendered even more bizarre
when seen: hpon their present wearers. Even the children wore this cast-off
clothing, and played among the pigs in what had once been small frock-coats.
#hat however seemed to him: to be very rare in Ireland was the wearing - of old
shoes. . The: Irlsh peasant, he declared goes barefoot in spite of his stylish

Thus old Plchot record his first impressions of the Irish country51de
with its people living in dire poverty, carlously clad, yet maintaining a
certain dignity.. Although he had not yet spen* a full day in Ireland, he
had:seen:much to 1nterest hlm and to challenge his preconceived ideas of
Irlsh 11fe Coo : !

l. beage h1stor1que et 11tte aire en Angleterre et en Ecosse,

. Ladvocat et :Charles Gosselin, 3 vols.

2. Historical 'and Literary Tour of 4 Foreigner in England and Scotland
London, Sanders & Ottley, 1825, 2 vols
Lalla:Rcoukh ou la Princesse Mocole Hlst01rc orlentale par Thomas Moore,
traduite de 1'angizais) Ponthleu, 3820 2 vols. ‘

i+ -Guillaumin-et Cie.1850, 7 vols, .
Bisson L.-A., ‘Amédée Plchot A Romantlc Prometheus, Oxford,
Basil Blackwell 1942,
See 'Spenser's lrlch Rivers' by P. W. Joyce, in Fraser's Maga21ne,
March 1878, -

7. See my article 'A 19th Century French Traveller's Vlslt” to Swansea |

and Llandeiloc" in Gower, 1977, p.73. '

N s N

8. Rokeby, Notes to the Tifth canto (Ncte I111,p.lxxxiii,1813 edt.)

9. M. 0C Bianconi & 'S.J. Watson, Bianconi, King of the Irlsh Roads
Dublln Allen Flggls, 1962, p- /1

Footnote

wolte There was no Waterford, or 1ndeed Irish,
M.P, am thls time whose surname began with ‘G' and ended with
‘”‘*ﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁ ‘ended with <'th'; nor were there any names suff1C1ently
close to-have been mis-spelt in this fashion. While J.M.Galwey
did contest f:xve:electicns’ in Dungarvan between 1832 and 1837,
he was unsuccessful each time.  This, however; was the only name "
likely to have been mis-spelt by a Frenchman in this:way.
(see index to B.M. Walker {ed) Parllamentary Electlon Results
in Ireland, 1801 1922 C
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The Labolur Movement in Waterford City 1913 --1923 .

by Emmet 0'Connor,

Introduction:

The labour movement in Waterford has experienced many
vicissitudes,but few times ccn have been so hectic as the years ...
during and directly, after the Great War. Retween 191% and 1923, 7T
Labour went through decline,dramatic recovery,and finally a
serious reversal in fortunes. From @ position of unprecedented
strength in 191%,trade unionism had become a demoralised and
contracting foroe two years later. FPive years after that, the
trades council was confident enough to impose a "Zoviet" on' the
city for two days. Yet by 1923 membership and wage levels: were
falling, and a process of decline had set in which was to last: -
a decade. Waterford reflected national trends in this pattern
of events. Indeed, one of the themes of the period wes the:
gradual 1noorporatlon of locsl trade unionism into a national.:
framework. Loc¢al characteristics persisted however, in three-
important respects : firstly, = strong sectional cons ciousness :
survived which resented outside interference; secondlyy Leabour. -
remained compnaratively weak politicnlly and never managed to ..
establish even the core of an electoral base; thirdly, no
ideological or intellectual elite emerged that was in -any -way-
comparable with thoseg aroups of SOClall\t or syndicalist
activists who surfaced in Cork, Dublln, or Limerick. This last
point hss implications for both the nature and calibre of local
trade union leadership, a much neglected aspect of the movement.

The Wages Movement in Waterford:

During the later war years,the upward trend in prices
caused by shortages and proflteerln led to a "wages movement",
sparked off initially by the fall .in living standards but fuelled
also by a growing antagonlsm against those who had profited from ‘
the misery of war and wartime,and underpinned by the new
security of employment created by the conflict. The time lag
between price rises and wage increases reflected the weak
bargalnlng position of workers until 1917/18. The defeat of the
ITGYU in the Dublin Trensport lockout had generated an' air of -
despondency throughout the trade union movement,being a
particular set back for attempts to organise the unskilled.:
Recruitment to the colours from August 1914 onwards further
debilitated trade unionism. Many sctivists’ 301ned the qrmy}and
to begin with,employees. felt that wartime conditions obliviated
the need for orfranlsatlon° Attitudes began to change in the
winter of .1916/17v The harvest was bad that year. Talk of
famine was widespread and the Government responded by introduoing‘
Compulsory. Tillage Orders in February 1917. The food crisis'was
the most important. 51nglo factor in bringing about the Labour
revival. '

The decllne and recovery of trade unionism among generql
workers is most: obv1ously mirrored in the fortunes of the _
ITGWU. This union had condolidoted its position in ‘Waterford’ in
1912,partly due to the organisational work of P.T. Daly In 1913
Michael 0'Connér was appointed as full-time branch secretary and
its future secmed assuredoz° But over the ‘next 'four years
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membership fell, and the union suffered a serious blow vhen in
December 1915 the cross~channel dockers lef% toc join the Dock,
Wharf,Riverside and General Workers ' Utnion.” Throughout 1917,
police files put ITGWU membership ot no more than 46,and that of
the Dockers!' Union at 60, They also noted that in July 1917
attempts to expand the ITGWU in Waterford proved unsuccessful,as
did a visit by two representatives of the National Federation of
Women Workers who tried to organise the girls in the cartridge
factory at Bilberry,4 :

It was 1918 before membership began to incrense. After a o
big influx of membership Tommy Dunne was made full-time secrctary..
It was » measure of the union's new professionalism that it 5
maintained an organiser in the area from 1918-1923%. Denis Houston
was the flPSt man sent down from Liberty Hall. Houston helped to
re-enrol the Wallis carters,and got the Corporation labourers to
join up for the first time. Houston was later replzced by Gerry
Veale,who was followed by Paddy Coates and James Baird. The
Union's leaders were also frequent visitors to the city,
particularly Tom Mzc Partlin. By the end of 1318, the ITG'U had
won repnresentation for factory workers,;shop assistants,emnloyees
in the timber yards,corn stores,bottling stores, and lsbourers in
the building line._ Membership steadily increased and pesked at
900 in early 1921,5 This was a fairly small proportion of the
total ITGWU presence in Waterford, which in November 1921 stood
at 3,145'm2mbers in 11 branches, the'majority of whom were farm
labourers. '

The generally held opinion thet wage increases were lonn
overdue facilitated the rev1val of trade unionism. Some
resentment nevertheless remained and o few employers strongly
opposed labour orgenisations on pr1n01nle. ‘The ITGWU had two
important disputes over recognition in 1918 In June,
negotiations with the Master Builders! Assoclﬂtlon for increased

wages and shorter hours broke down. Strike- notice was served "
and a stoppage only narrowly . averted when the Builders conceded
union recegnition at the lasf moment. They further agreed to pay
rigses and to a 50-hour week.' ; In the second case, a 10 day
gtrike occurred in Mc Donnell's margarine factory,beginning on
November 1ll,and involving 173 labourers,coopers and packers. It
was caused by the refusql of emp loyees to work with two non-union
foremen. Both men finally qgreed to join the union.8 The "closed
shop" was seen by trade unionists as btlnp 2 prerequlslte of
bargaining strength, :

Conflict intensified in 1919 when the Uninn was involved in
three major disputes in the city. On July 22, 60 Corporatlon
labourers struck for twelve days to secure. a wage rise of 7% 6%
per week,giving them 2 néw weekly rate of: . 45S. The following
month, a strike of 50 gasworkers was narrOWnyev01ded~when the
Company granted an incrense of 108 per week. The most
serious dispute began on October 4, when 100 grainstrade
labourers,rejecting an offer of 45 S per week, struck tc . increase
their wages from: 388 to 558 per:week. : Porters;carters, and
casucl storemen were affected,and both the ITGWU and the Dock;
Yharf ,Riverside and General Workers Union had members involved,

A large support meeting was orgnnised on.October 26, with 1,000
people marching and 2,000 . nssembling at the rally. The strlke
was settled. in December:l4. through Ministry of Labour .
1nterventlon.. The eventunl. settlement .awarded 488 per week to:
the pérmanent labourers, and 11°% per dsoy to the casuals. The
working week was reduced from 50 to 43 hours.i0
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Co-operation betwsen the two general unions in this

dispute is interesting, in view of the subsequent rivalry that
was to develop between them. Membership of the Dockers! Union.
also increased after the war,though less spectacularly than that
of the ITGWU. A strike of 100 dockers a2t Clyde Shipping in
December 1916 led to the formation. of the Waterford Branch.
Unable to secure Transport Union backing in a demand for pority
with 2n award given to their Dublin colleagues in October,the
cross-channel dockers disaffilisted, and won the support instend
of the:London-based Dockers' Union.!1 Although the dispute with
Clyde Shipping was unsuccessful,the branch gradusnlly pxpﬁnded't?
include other quryside workerss; by early 1919 it h=d 160 members.: 2
In addition to the grain-tradc labourers,it 2lso took strike
action that year on behnlf of nine Hvrbour Borrd employees,who
increased their wages from 338 to 453 er weck after a month
long stopnage ending on September 23, Because of the war,
rates for dockers were now dctormln“d 1t national level, though
varintions continued to exist between different ports. A

ational award in October 1918 gave Waterford cross-channel men
an extrqdld per hour on their war wages,giving them o new rate
of 18 03¢ per hour.'4 Pay rates reached their peak for this
period with the awerd of the Shaw Inguiry in May 1920. It was at
the bar of this industrial courtf that Ernest Bevin's presentwtlon
of the workers' case won him the title "the Dockers! C ". ghe
advances of May 1920 brcuzht cross-chennel casuzls to 1 101 per
hour,gresin section casunls to 158 per - day, and increesed the
weekly rate of permanent ﬂockers from 658 to 858 -,

Whilst the craft unions had not suffered the same sharp
decline in the wake of the 1913 Dublin lockout,and the outbrezk
of war,they shared in thc general experience of sét back and'
recovery. Local memhersnlp firures are difficult to estimate,
though some clue is given by the police report thet the
Vatcrggrﬁ Federated. Trades and Labour Union had 200 members in
1917. This body was moribund, hqv1n~ been repnlaced by the
United Trades and Labour Coun011 in 1909 But as it was composed
almost entirely of craft unions, ity p per strength is = rough:
indication of the number of orgﬁnlse tradesmen in the c1ty.
Mlnlatry of Labour stﬂtlstlcs provide detailed evidence of pay
1ncreqses for men in the building line. Thc Labour quette P

sts the following awrrds for Waterford., -

T July,1917: Masons, qupentors and Joiners and Ploastererss:
T Wer bonuo increase- of 33 per week. New rate ,:
3d per hour.
Painters: qu bonus increase of 38 per: week.
New Rate 63d per hour.
Labourers :Increase from 43ad to 5d per hour.

6 May,19183 Carpenters and Joiners:Increase to 114 per hour.>
: Reduction of the working weeck from 54 to
50 hours.

10 August,1918: Brick and Stone laycrs° Incrense from 84 per-
hour to 114 per hour in Summer tlme, and 1S 1.-
per hour in Winter Time.

. Reduction of the workln? week from 54 to 5@
: hours., RRERLEIe IS

"1 October,1918: Plasterers: Increase from 11d to 1S per hour.-

7 do. 1918: Labourers: n " 6%3 to 7d M oM
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10 March,1919: Carpenters and Joiners: Incrense from 114 to
: 18 244 per hour. (granted in settlement of a
_ 7 month long strike). ‘

24 March;1919: Labourerss: Increase to 94 per hour

7 April;1919: - PFlasterers: " from 15 to 1% 1é per hour,
1,March, 1720: Carpenters and Joiners: Increase from 15 245
to 18 7¢ per hour. ‘ .
1 June, 1920: Carpenters and Joiners: Increase from 1% 7@‘to L
o Lo - 18 84 per hour.

8 ‘May, 1920: Painters: Incresse from 15 2¢ to 1% 7,@ per hour.
2 November,;1920: Scaffolders: " ; n 18 1¢ to 1% 4 woon

. : Labourers " " 15 2% to 1% Sa o no

(granted in settlement of a week long strike).

By 1921 the wages movement was breaking on the rock of economic
recession. In the majority of instances, Irish workers were
strong enough to withstand reverses during that year, but by
1922 the trend towards wage reductions had set in.

A Together with general and craft unions, industrinl unions
form thé third basic type of trades organisation. Two such
bodies Wwhich had long been estsablished in Woterford were the
National Union of* R11lwaymen which had = local branch since the
18907%s, when it was known as the Amwl ramated Society of -
Railway Servants, and the Notional Sailors?' and Firemen's Union.
The police noted that the WUR hed 275 members in 19217, and the
NSFU 80 members. The former c¢njoyed a slizht expansion' to a
membership of 300 in 1921017 White collar unions were also
sympathetic to the ides of 1niustry-w1du orgenisation. The
Irish Drapers!' Assigtants Associstion, and the Irish Clerical
Workers! Union became the largest groups catering for workers in
the services sector, In 192%5 the former had 560 members
locally, and the latter 800. Both bodies were shortly to i
amalgamate as the Irish Union of Distributive %Workers and Clerks.
White collar repr@qentntlon had never been strong in Ireland,

and had collapsed in Waterford during the war yeors,moking the
new spirit of unrest among hitherto COHSGPV”thG employees: ail
the more -remarkable. Sectlons which took strlkc action at this
time included the low clerks,in June 1919, 19 and the .chemists!'
assistants, who secured a minimum scalec of wages and a reduction
in the worklng week to 50 hours for men and 55 hours for women
after a slx week strike bep >inning on December 2,1919.

Evidence of the strength and industrisl performance of
most other trade unions in Wnterford during these years is very
limited. The records indicatc that bodies 1ike the Bakers'Union,
the Typographical Associstion,the Amalgamated Socicty of Tailors
and Tailoresses,and the- Asylum Workers 1 Associntion, were active -
in persuit of wage advances; but. little is known of smaller
organisations like the Coopers; the Pipemakers; the Corkcutters;
or the Coschmakers! societies., Nevertheless, the zeneral
plcture 1is clequy discernsble. The trade union revival began
in Waterford in 1918. The next threce years saw wage increases,
and membership expansion. They 21lso witnessed the development of
a new concept of the Labour Movement; one which interprcted it
as incorporating a thrust and dynamic, and no ‘longer simply
signifying g static relotionship between orzanisations. .



