
Mount-Alexander, a decent, unambitious figure who was too conscious of his shortcomings
as leader of the Protestant Association in east Ulster and deferred to those even less qualified.
Not to forget that ‘barbarous Muscovite’ — the Baltic German, General Conrad de Rosen—
who revelled in his unpopularity with James’s inner circle, was popular with the troops and
possessed the self-belief of a Patton or Montgomery (of Alamein, not Mount-Alexander):
‘my presence alone has reassured the whole army…’ (p. 155) he told French war minister
Louvois.

Wauchope breaks new ground in his chapters on famine and fever. Famously, George
Walker included a price list of foodstuffs such as horse, dog, cat and even rat from the
days just before the relief and concluded by telling of a ‘fat gentleman’whowent into hiding
‘because he imagined that some of the soldiers, whowere perishing by hunger, looked at him
with a greedy eye’. To this reviewer’s regret, Wauchope debunks the list and the tale of the
corpulent gentleman. He accepts the ration strength returns that suggest 36 per cent of the
over 7,000 troops in the city died and explains why the mortality rate among civilians, espe-
cially children and the poor, would have been much higher. He maintains that the ‘fever’ that
killed most of the civilians and soldiers was typhus, but this reviewer is unconvinced and
believes that the besieged suffered indistinguishably from typhus and typhoid. The latter
is a disease of contaminated water and the nearest clean water sources to the besieged in
Derry were St Columb’s or Colmcille’s wells lying about sixty yards outside the south-
western corner of the city. A long way to go while within musket shot of the besieger’s
trenches.

The siege of Londonderry is written in a lively and engaging style, the research is
thorough, and the analysis forensic, especially when Wauchope subjects Walker to a
sceptical cross examination, as a barrister would a hostile witness. In sum, Wauchope per-
forms a genuine feat of revisionism in filling out the gaps and silences in triumphalist and
mendacious narratives.
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THE IRISH RELIGIOUS CENSUSES OF THE 1760S: CATHOLICS AND PROTESTANTS IN

EIGHTEENTH-CENTURY IRELAND. Edited by Brian Gurrin, Kerby A. Miller and Liam
Kennedy. Pp 496. Dublin: Irish Manuscripts Commission. 2022. €80.

One of the emerging preoccupations of early modern Europe was the quantification and clas-
sification of the human and natural world. Although counting people was an older pursuit,
censuses took on greater significance as the role of the state expanded in the early modern
period. While the modern enumerative census emerged from the 1790s, there had been sev-
eral earlier efforts to quantify populations in parts of Europe. Several Italian states carried out
fairly regular enumerations from the sixteenth century. Many were calculated based on the
number of hearths in a building. From the mid eighteenth century, Sweden was able to cal-
culate the general population based on data extracted from parish registers. In seventeenth-
century Britain, John Graunt estimated population size based on births and deaths, while
William Petty extrapolated population figures based on London’s size and its export data.
When the idea of an enumerative census of Britain was suggested in the 1750s it was rejected
on the basis that it was thought an infringement on liberty and might expose a weakness to
potential enemies.

Ireland was not immune to these impulses. Indeed, the presence ofWilliam Petty provided
the initial impetus to determine the extent to which seventeenth-century Ireland was popu-
lated. But, unlike other parts of Europe, there was a greater desire to determine the religious
and ethnic breakdown of the population, the better to measure how successful the colonisa-
tion and religious reformation of Ireland proceeded, and in the eighteenth century how legis-
lation had been effective in converting Catholics. There was hope too that natural increase
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would advance the Protestant interest. But, as the editors point out, the exact reason for enu-
merating Protestants and Catholics in the 1760s remains elusive. They posit that the circum-
stances produced by agrarian agitation in certain parts of the kingdom earlier in the decade
and initial steps to repeal anti-Catholic laws may have contributed to the desire to know the
religious breakdown of society. Yet, the editors also point out that determining the size of
particular religious groups was not solely an Irish preoccupation: similar surveys were car-
ried out in Scotland a decade earlier, in England in 1767 and in parts of British North
America at around the same time.

Two separate efforts were made to determine the size and denomination of the Irish popu-
lation in the space of three years. The first was conducted in 1764 and 1765, based on the
number of hearths in each house, and overseen by the hearth-tax collectors. The surviving
returns amount to about 400 parishes, or about a quarter of places. While most of the parishes
within Armagh, Cavan, Clare, Donegal, Fermanagh, Leitrim, Louth, and Monaghan have
available returns, those in Antrim, Carlow, Cork, Down, Kildare, King’s, Limerick,
Londonderry, Meath, Queen’s and Tyrone have far fewer returns. In the case of Antrim
and Carlow, only one parish is covered by the volume. The remaining thirteen counties
have no known returns. The editors conclude that its reliability is questionable, but it never-
theless allows for a profile of religious demography in particular regions and a useful coun-
terpoint to the later census. Perhaps of additional benefit is the fact that many returns record
the condition of churches and chapels. Particularly useful are the two case studies introdu-
cing both censuses. These offer examples of how the censuses can be appropriately analysed
and how a parish’s entire population can be estimated by, for example, using a multiplier of
five.

The second census was initiated by the Irish parliament in 1766 and conducted by cler-
gymen of the Church of Ireland. The available returns are significantly better than the hearth-
tax census and probably reflects the fact that clergymen were much more diligent in making
return than hearth-tax collectors. The editors conclude that the 1766 census provides a more
accurate profile of religious demography than its predecessor. The households of about 1,400
parishes were enumerated, but in varying degrees of detail. At a minimum, total numbers of
Catholic and Protestant households were returned; at its most detailed, some returns gave the
names of heads of households for either one or both denomination. What is presented here
are the overall numbers for each parish, along with a commentary on location of the return,
who made the survey and supplementary information relating to the parish. In several
instances, particularly for Ulster, there is a breakdown of the Protestant figures for
Anglicans, Presbyterians and others.

The volume represents an enormously impressive exercise in source collection and ana-
lysis, produced by three eminent scholars, long active in demographic history. Dispersed
across several public and diocesan archives, as well as in numerous and sometimes obscure
books and journals, the accumulation of the surviving returns in one place adds greatly to our
ability to understand the local variations of population that existed across Ireland. But, this is
no mere finding aid. The editors have calculated the mean household size for those parishes
where it was possible to do so. Although they do not specifically provide a national mean
household size, they mention 5.1 when suggesting a calculation for the overall size of the
population. Mean household size could vary even within counties. For example, the mean
household size of Newcaphel parish in Tipperary was 5.8, which was somewhat untypical,
while in neighbouring Kilkenny, in Clonmore, it was 4.2. But, it is clear that Protestant
households were generally larger than their Catholic counterparts, mostly explained by the
presence of servants. Indeed, the data presented reaffirms the argument that servant-keeping
was a measure of status and, in Ireland, was more characteristic of Protestant than Catholic
households.

Notwithstanding the immense functionality and utility of electronic databases, this vol-
ume proves just how useful the book remains. At a glance, the reader can move from parish
to parish, and on to the county with ease and speed, engaging with maps and graphs at the
same time. One of the strengths of the publication are the county maps delineating each civil
parish and showing the relative proportion of Catholics to Protestants. There is no better for-
mat than this to get an overarching view of denominational proportions across counties.
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County Down is illustrative of the sharp contrasts that existed. There, Protestants accounted
for over 75 per cent in its northern parishes, while Catholics formed a significant majority in
many of its southern parishes.

It would take nearly seventy years after the 1766 survey for the state to again quantify the
numbers of Catholics and Protestants in Ireland, and not until 1861 before a religious affili-
ation question was added to the statutory national census. By then, the Catholic and Anglican
proportions of the population had all increased, but the Presbyterian figure had declined, a
trend that seems to have begun in the eighteenth century. This volume will be critical for
those who will want to examine this and other questions relating to the demographic history
of Ireland. Indeed, it will be impossible to do without it.
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OUTRAGE IN THE AGE OF REFORM: IRISH AGRARIAN VIOLENCE, IMPERIAL INSECURITY, AND

BRITISH GOVERNING POLICY, 1830–1845. By Jay Roszman. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press. 2022. £75.

Historians of nineteenth-century Ireland have a longstanding preoccupation with violence.
Above all else, they have debated the causes, meanings and consequences of violence in
the Irish countryside. Scholars such as James S. Donnelly Jr. have approached this topic
from nearly every historiographical angle — nationalist to Marxist, anticolonial to post-
structuralist. Given the density in this field, it is fair to ask: is there more to say about agrarian
violence in Ireland?

As it turns out, there is. Jay Roszman’sOutrage in the Age of Reform is a careful, nuanced
and insightful study that takes as its subject the agrarian ‘outrage’, a catch-all term for the
myriad manifestations of violence in the Irish countryside. Roszman argues that the politics
of the United Kingdom were indelibly shaped by the occurrence of, and prevailing fears
about, Irish outrages — from the ‘justice for Ireland’ campaign of Whig activists in the
1830s to the reactionary resurgence of Tory crusaders in the 1840s. While it may seem self-
evident to argue that Ireland was an important part of the United Kingdom during the Age of
Reform, aside from Catholic emancipation, historians have largely ignored Ireland when
analysing this critical period. Therefore, the importance of Roszman’s work is to expand
our understanding of the Age of Reform — which so rarely strays beyond the shores of
Great Britain — by placing front and centre Irish issues such as violence, empire, religious
strife and state versus local authority. In short, as Roszman asserts, ‘if we fail to incorporate
the Irish dimension of the 1830s, we run the risk of missing an important piece of the story’
(p. 3).

To secure Ireland’s place in this narrative, Roszman shows how outrages became a key
political concern in the years leading up to the Famine. Contemporaries fixated on outrages
because they represented a ‘countervailing sovereignty that threatened Ireland’s political sta-
bility within the Union’ (p. 80). This is perhaps the most crucial claim advanced by
Roszman: because Irish outrages were a form of local justice that undermined both
Dublin Castle’s authority and the state’s monopoly on violence, their occurrence necessitated
that the British government address them (chapter 2: Agrarian Violence and Irish Claims to
‘Counter Sovereignty’). The purpose of Roszman’s book, then, is to show how the political
forces within the United Kingdom responded to this need to manage outrage— how, during
the Age of Reform, outrages determined the fates of individual politicians, their strategies,
and even whole parties. For example, the Whig faction that came to power in 1835 — led
by the triumvirate of Lord John Russell as home secretary, Lord Mulgrave as lord lieutenant
and Lord Morpeth as chief secretary— adopted a paternalistic and interventionist approach
to governing Ireland, known as ‘justice for Ireland’. This approach was, for this band of acti-
vists, the best way to solve the conditions of inequality and exclusion that produced outrages.

Reviews and short notices 345

https://doi.org/10.1017/ihs.2023.33 Published online by Cambridge University Press

mailto:david.fleming@ul.ie
https://doi.org/10.1017/ihs.2023.33

