Second City
Dublin in 1911

This book examines Dublin in 1911. The title of the book is Second
City in reference to its status as the second city of the British Empire
and the contrast between that title and the reality of the city at that
time. In the city (defined here as the area between the canals) there
are large contrasts between rich and poor, young and old, Catholic
and Protestant and extensive sections are militarised. Much of the
character of the city was captured in the 1911 Census, which pro‐
vides an account of its residents—their occupations, religions, place
of birth, etc. This project is the first to map the geography of the city
using this resource. The place it describes is both familiar and unfa‐
miliar. Many parts of the city are recognisable in today’s urban land‐
scape, while other parts have passed into history.
The year 2011 is the centenary of the 1911 Census so this publication
is timely. In addition, the impending visit of the current Queen of
England reminds us of the city visited by King George V in 1911, the
last such occasion that the British monarch made an official visit.

UCD MA Geography class (2010‐2011).

The cover image is of Westmoreland Street during
the visit of King George V to Dublin in July 1911.
Afterwards, the King wrote in gratitude for the
warm reception received from the Irish people dur‐
ing his visit and indicating his intention to visit again
in the near future.

Chapter 1 Introduction

North Cumberland street 1913

This book and associated documentary have been produced by the MA Geography class (2010‐11). It provides an illus‐
tration and discussion of Dublin City in 1911, drawing particularly on the Census of Population of Ireland (1911) held in
the National Archives, as well as a range of other primary and secondary data sources. These outputs were produced as
part of the Geographical Skills module led by Dr Gerald Mills and Dr Niamh Moore. This module provides a unique op‐
portunity for students to work with primary research data and present it in an accessible and attractive manner to the
general public. Given that this year marks the one hundredth anniversary of the 1911 Census, it is timely to produce an
analysis of the character of, and quality of life within, the city immediately prior to what was to become one of the most
turbulent decades in Irish political and social history .
The 1911 Census: The Census of Population of Ireland is a complete count of all people resident in the country on that
night. Ireland has been conducting Censuses of Population since 1821 and this provides a remarkable longitudinal data‐
set to understand how our country has evolved and changed over the intervening decades. The census includes basic
demographic and social questions such as age, sex, marital status, education, employment status and occupation. A
separate form also records household characteristics allowing us to make detailed observations and analyses of the
housing stock, built environment and quality of life.
The original household and building return forms completed during the 1901 and 1911 Census are held in the National
Archives and are an important part of our national heritage. These are the only surviving full censuses of the country and
cover the entire island of Ireland. The 1911 Census was undertaken on Sunday, April 2nd 1911 and was enumerated in
Dublin by the Dublin Metropolitan Police. The records were opened to the public in 1961 and have recently been digi‐
tised and become easily searchable by county, townland and electoral division. This resource allows us a unique insight
into the past and provides an opportunity to recreate the demographic characteristics and housing conditions of the
population at a specific time period. However, a major opportunity to understand the spatial characteristics and diver‐
sity of the population remains and this book provides a first attempt to map and understand the character of a specific
geographical area using this original source .

Figure 1.1 This is a copy of one report for residents in the South Dublin Union Workhouse in Kilmainham Dublin. Over 4,500 persons lived in
this workhouse, indicative of the poverty of a substantial minority. This list is of single males of varying ages and nearly all are unskilled
labourers.

The Dublin Context
Dublin City and many of its citizens had thrived during the
golden age of the eighteenth century, when the important
governmental role of the city spawned a range of other ac‐
tivities such as the demand for high quality residences, pleas‐
ure grounds and other recreational pursuits (see Sheridan in
Brady and Simms, 2001). After the Act of Union when this
role was removed and many of the elites abandoned the city
for London or elsewhere, the city experienced significant de‐
cline and decay, becoming what Daly (1984) has described as
a ‘deposed capital’. Suburbanisation began to take hold with
the upper‐classes moving to the newly emerging suburbs
such as Rathmines . Houses that were occupied by the nobil‐
ity before the Act of Union had become tenement houses by
1911. The pockets of the inner city that remained prosper‐
ous, such as around Fitzwilliam Square, stood in marked con‐
trast to the distressed state of areas such as the north docks.
In this book following our overview of the City of Dublin
(Chapter 2), we focus on two specific case study areas repre‐
senting the city of darkness and light at the time. Broadly
speaking, these are the ‘Monto’ area in the north‐east inner
city and Fitzwilliam Square. Cartographic illustrations, graphs
and tables are used to highlight the extent of the contrasts
within the city at the time.

Figure 1.2. The dark side of early‐twentieth century Dublin

(Source: National Archives).

While poverty was widespread in the city, the area around the north‐east inner city and adjacent to the port in Dublin
were some of the worst nineteenth‐century slum areas and this continued into the early years of the twentieth‐century.
This urban affliction described as “tenement cancer” (Prunty, 1994), spread quickly throughout the city driven by a range
of factors including the high density population within the urban core. The 1911 Census shows that Dublin had an aver‐
age density of 38.53 persons per acre in comparison with the next largest city of the time, Belfast, which had an average
density of just 25.91 persons per acre (Thompson, 1913). Compared with all other cities on the island, Dublin had a re‐
markable concentration of very small tenements (Table 1.1) and this emerges as a key theme in our discussions later in
this book.
Although Dublin Corporation and private philanthropists such as Lord Iveagh and Lord Ardilaun were working at improv‐
ing conditions in some of the oldest parts of the city at the time (Thompson, 1913), the standard of public health in Dub‐
lin City during this period was extremely poor. In 1910 for example, the infant mortality rate in Dublin was 147.4 per

% of total tenements by size
City
Dublin
Belfast
Cork
Londonderry
Limerick
Waterford

Total number of
tenements
62365
77370
15469
7745
7477
5140

1 room
33.90
0.6
9.8
7.1
13.4
6.9

2 rooms
21
4.2
20.3
8.8
25.3
14.9

3 rooms
10.5
5
20.5
10.3
16.8
22.4

4 rooms
10.4
23.9
17.4
28.4
16.9
21.5

5 rooms and
upwards
24.2
66.3
32
45.4
27.6
34.3

Table 1.1 Characteristics of tenements in Dublin and other Irish cities in 1911. (Source: Thompson, 1913)

1000 whereas in London at the time it was just 106 per 1000 (Daly,
1984). This compares with an infant mortality rate today of 4.2 per
1000 in Ireland.
Dublin therefore was a city that faced serious physical and social
challenges. As we discuss later in the book, employment was ex‐
tremely tenuous. The large proportion of people classifying them‐
selves as labourers in the 1911 Census were dependent on casual
work for survival and it is no surprise that the trade union movement
was growing in strength at the time. In 1911, Dublin was just about
to face a decade of political turmoil and the visit of King George V
would stand in marked contrast to the Easter Rising, War of Inde‐
pendence and Civil War that were just around the corner. By com‐
bining a range of documentary, cartographic and visual evidence,
this book tells the story of Dublin at this pivotal time in its recent his‐
tory.

Figures 1.3 The Gloucester Street laundry (a
Magdalene Laundry) was also the residence for
83 women in the 1911 Census.

THIS PROJECT
At the beginning of the semester, the class divided into three self‐selecting groups focused on the acquisition, develop‐
ment and application of specific research skills. These were:
 Geographical Information Systems (GIS) Analysis
 Documentary and Visual Analysis
 Digital Video Production
The study was experimental in both the methods employed and the objectives of the project itself. Due to time con‐
straints and the relatively low levels of urban sprawl in occurrence in Dublin in the early 20th century, we defined our
study area early on, as Dublin City between the Grand and Royal Canals.
In order to test our methodology, a small area within the north inner city was chosen for a pilot study. The area chosen
was the area formerly known as “The Monto”, a diverse district in terms of population and an infamous red light district,
found between the Mountjoy and North Dock wards (see chapter 3). It served to both act as a test run for the broader
GIS analysis and to devise appropriate methods to handle the data and geocode it. Essentially, it provided a checklist of
potential problems once we obtained the full database for Dublin City. The case study also provided the documentary
analysis group with an opportunity to identify appropriate resources and undertake a building‐by‐building analysis to
understand the character of one of the darkest parts of the city in 1911.
GIS Analysis: The 1911 Census of Population of Ireland has not been used previously in GIS. As such, issues arose in rela‐
tion to the appropriate format in which the data was required and this proved problematic for the GIS analysts. Access
to the original data files ‘behind’ the publically available, online database is not easily achieved and a number of meet‐
ings were held with the National Archives before a database in an appropriate format was obtained. This dataset then
required a significant amount of manipulation and ‘cleaning’ before it could be utilised for our purposes.

Documentary and Visual Analysis: A varied collection of secondary sources were used to complement the primary data
contained in the Census. This collection of sources included literature, prose and novels that documented the time. A
number of themes including demography, religion, quality of life, education and occupation were identified as important
in understanding life in the city of 1911. Primary sources such as newspapers from 1911, including The Irish Times, were
used to give an insight into the current affairs and important concerns of the year. In conjunction with this, information
from the Thom’s Directory was used to generate an in‐depth ‘door‐to‐door’ analysis of the buildings and their functions.
We did this for two case study areas ‐ the Mountjoy and Fitzwilliam Square areas. These represented two different kinds
of area in 1911 Dublin and the information found in the directory enabled us to generate a land use map for both of the
areas, colour coded to highlight the various uses such as residential, commercial and vacant sites. To complement the
documentary analysis, we sought out a number of photographic collections including the Eason Collection, Lawrence
Royal and Cabinet Collection and Darkest Dublin Collection. Official documents such as Dublin City Council reports, In‐
dexed Dublin City Council meetings, and the 1914 Housing Report were also consulted.
Digital Video Production: The documentary was designed to give an added dimension to the book and bring to life what
Dublin city was like during 1911. The project got inspiration by examining other documentaries and the techniques in‐
volved in film making. We familiarised ourselves with the camera equipment, taking some indoor and then outdoor
shots and footage in the case study area of Mountjoy. From the research carried out by the two other teams above, we
realised that the division of the city in terms of wealth could be a key focus for the documentary. A timeline was then
drawn up that helped us to clarify our story and a storyboard was produced with both visual and auditory information.
Visual material consists of interviews, personal footage, census returns, maps and photographs. To complement the vis‐
ual material and draw on outside expertise, several interviews were organised with relevant researchers from both Ge‐
ography and History. While this is fundamentally a geographical project, the historical merits could not be ignored. Inter‐
views with Dr. Joe Brady, Dr Jacinta Prunty, Prof Mary Daly, Dr Ruth McManus, Prof Diarmuid Ferriter and Dr Paul Rouse
were organised. Further audio inputs include music and a scripted voiceover. This script incorporated themes such as
industry, education and tenement living that are a key focus of the other elements of this project.

Figure 1.4: Inner City Dublin is defined as the area within
the Royal and Grand Canals, which at the time of the 1911
Census was home to approximately 240,000 residents

Mountjoy case‐study

Fitzwilliam case‐study

THE GEOGRAPHY OF DUBLIN
At the outset it is worth outlining some general aspects related to the geography
of Dublin at the time of the 1911 Census as it related to our project.
First, the area under consideration here is located between the Royal Canal on
the north‐side and the Grand Canal on the south‐side of the city (Figure 1.4).
This is an area of approx. 14.5km2 and in 1911 was home to about 240,000 resi‐
dents. These persons are the subject of Chapter 2: Portrait of a city. Two sec‐
tions of the city, The Monto and Fitzwilliam, were selected for further analysis
using additional sources (such as Thom’s directory) to supplement the data
available in the census. The Monto is located in the north inner city and encloses
an impoverished area. Fitzwilliam, on the other hand, represented a compara‐
tively wealthy are of the city. Together these areas are used in Chapter 3: Two
Cities.
Second, the city has distinctive areas that aid in interpreting the maps that fol‐
low. Both the north‐west and south west (of the city are where very large insti‐
tutions were located including army and police barracks, workhouses and hospi‐
tals and asylums. The south‐west portion of the inner city was also the location
of a very large brewing industry that includes Guinness (Figures 1.5 and 1.6).
Much of the transport industry related to trains and shipping are located in the
east of the city along the quays in the North and South Dock wards (Figure 1.7).
The core of the city extends along a broad swathe from Portobello on the south
side to towards Mountjoy Square. Apart from the case‐study areas of Monto
and Fitzwilliam, the area around Lower Clanbrassil Street near Portobello
emerges as a distinctive place in this study.

Institutional Dublin
Address
Number
South Dublin Union
3719
North Dublin Union
2155
Richmond Female Asylum
948
Richmond Male Asylum
751
Royal Barracks
853
Mountjoy Prison
542
Wellington Barracks
525
Mater Hospital and Grounds
265
Rotunda Hospital
229
Cork Street Hospital
153
Steeven's Lane Hospital
142
St. Patrick's Hospital
107
Steeven's Lane Hospital
101
Coombe Lying‐in hospital
99
Royal Hospital
92
Table 1.2. These are the addresses at which
the largest number of persons resided in
1911. This list accounts for just over 10,000
residents of the area under study. (Source:
1911 Census)

Figure 1.5: Several large institu‐
tions and military barracks are lo‐
cated in north‐west Dublin.

The Royal (Collin’s) Barracks

The Richmond Asylum, North Union Work‐
house, Grangegorman Hospital

Royal Hospital Kilmainham

Guinness Brewery

South Dublin Union Workhouse

Figure 1.6: Several large institutions and
military barracks are also located in south‐
west Dublin.

Figure 1.7. The area around the quays in the eastern part of the city is
where much of the transport and shipping industry is concentrated.
There are large areas set aside for cattle yards, timber sheds and gen‐
eral storage.

Key Findings
The section provides a summary of our overall analysis of census data. There is a great wealth of data contained in these
files and this project has just begun the process of examining relationships associated with occupation, place of birth,
religion, etc. The findings here are based on the maps that follow in Chapter 2 and on the analysis of archival materials
presented in Chapter 3. This work suggests that Dublin city centre was characterised by five distinct areas in 1911 and
the numbers below correspond with the areas marked on Figure (1.9):
1.

This is the most densely occupied part of the city. Its population is young and largely engaged in unskilled work.
For males the most common profession is labourer. The great majority are Catholic and born in Dublin City. Many
occupy very poor quality houses, often tenement buildings. The Monto is highly representative of this type of area.

2.

This area is characterised as ‘well‐to‐do’ or affluent. The housing stock is of high quality and many of the occupants
are in highly skilled professions. There are also many domestic servants working in the area. The population is still
chiefly Irish but a large proportion are from outside Dublin city, as is evident from the Fitzwilliam case study.

3.

This is ’Institutional Dublin’, an area to the west of the city that contains a great number of military and police bar‐
racks, workhouses and hospitals. The population is generally drawn from outside Dublin and Ireland and the Angli‐
can religion is more prevalent.

4.

‘Diverse Dublin’ best describes this area. It is populated by a large proportion drawn from outside the British Em‐
pire, has the highest concentration of Jews in the city and has a strong emphasis on the textile industry as a focus
of employment.

Figure 1.9: Distinctive areas within Dublin City centre in 1911

Chapter 2 Portrait of a City

View over the Guinness Brewery

Introduction
This chapter contains an overview of Dublin based on the 1911 Census files. These files were made available by the Irish
National Archives. The work that is presented here is a selection of maps generated using the ArcView geographic infor‐
mation system. The work was carried out in the GIS Laboratory of the School of Geography, Planning & Environmental
Policy. The census files contain information on each individual arranged into variables that locate the person
(Geography) and describe their characteristics (Attributes) ‐ see table below. The digitised census files contain informa‐
tion as written on the form. As a result, some of the attribute variables contain a great variety of information, some of
which is merely variant spellings and/or descriptors. The themes explored in this section are Demography, Occupation,
Religion and Place of Birth.
Property
Geography

Variable

Characteristics

Street Name
House addresses

Attributes

Name

Last and first name

Relationship

Head of Household and relationship to that person: wife, son, daughter, etc.

Literacy

Read and/or write

Religion
Age

years

Occupation
Marital Status

Married, single, widow, widower

Children

Number born and number alive

Place of Birth

Usually listed as city, county or country of birth

Managing the digitised 1911 Census files.
The table below illustrates the census files in digital form. This example is taken from the North City ward and is from
Norfolk Market, a street located between what is now Henry and Parnell Streets and is located close to the present day
Moore Street market. The file contains an address (22 Norfolk Market) and a list of persons living at that address. Pat‐
rick McManus is a head of household, is a Catholic, can read and write, is 62 years of age, a corporation worker. He is
also married and of six children he has fathered, 5 are still alive. One of these children has the same name is 18 and
works as a porter in a public house. Note the variety of occupations provided and the different ways of recording relig‐
ion. The digital database contains exactly the same information provided in the paper form and has not been standard‐
ised. Our task consisted of two steps. Firstly, clean the dataset. The information in each column was converted into a
standard form. Secondly, locate the address. This required finding addresses based on the street name and house ad‐
dress. As many of the streets have been changed (either renamed or removed) and many of the addresses have long
since gone, this was a difficult task that took many weeks of painstaking work.
Street

N

Last Name

First Name

Relationship Religion

Literacy

Age Sex

Norfolk Market

22

Clarke

Mary

Wife

Roman
Catholic

Read and
write

Norfolk Market

22

McManus

Patrick

Head of
Family

R Catholic Read and
write

62 M

Norfolk Market

22

Letts

Charles

Head of
Family

Roman
Catholic

Read and
write

Norfolk Market

22

McManus

Mathew

Son

Norfolk Market

22

McManus

Patrick

Norfolk Market

22

McManus

Stephen

Occupation

34 F

Marital
status

Years Born

Alive Place of Birth

Married

13

6

6 Co Dublin

Corporation
Labourer

Married

23

6

5 Co Meath

26 M

Railway Porter

Married

2

1

1 England

R Catholic Read and
write

22 M

Labourer in
General

Dublin City

Son

R Catholic Read write

18 M

Porter in Public
House

Dublin City

Son

R Catholic Read write

16 M

Van Driver

Dublin City

Finding an Address: Norfolk Market no longer ex‐
ists as a street in Dublin but it can be found on the
Ordnance Survey maps of Dublin at the time. It is
part of a network of streets found west of Sackville
Street (now O’Connell Street). In 1911 there were
73 persons living on this street. An image from the
area today (Source: GoogleEarth) shows an area
that has been entirely redeveloped and all the
streets here now are enclosed by a large shopping
mall. The exact location of the addresses on Nor‐
folk Market were estimated.
Mapping The Census: Once each of the addresses
were located, the mapping process could begin.
After some trial and error it was decided to divide
the city area into a grid with each grid box 250m
on a side. In other words, each box covers an area
of 250x250 = 0.0625 km2. All the addresses were
then identified by the appropriate row and column
number of the grid box in which they are located.
Once this was done, all of the individual record
information was linked to each address and then
to its grid box location. All of the information pre‐
sented in this Chapter is based on aggregated data
for these boxes.

Norfolk Market is locate within the shaded area in an
area now occupied by the ILAC centre.

The map on the left shows the distribution of individual street addresses located from the Census. Of 240,000 persons
approx. 200,000 were located and these data form the basis for the geographical analysis in this chapter. Also shown is
the grid network created to aggregate the individual address information to areas.
The gridded nature of the data is visible in the proportional symbol map where each circle is located at its grid centre
and the size of the symbol grows in proportion to its value. Apart from proportional symbol maps, the atlas also con‐
tains dot‐density and choropleth maps. A dot‐density map shows enumerated information by placing dot symbols at
random within each grid cell. Each dot has a value so that one can assess the degree of clustering of that property.
Choropleth maps shade areas using density of colour to indicate value. These maps are used to show information that
has been standardised. All maps employ a base map of roads provided at www.arcgis.com.

One of the most time consuming aspects of the project was ‘address matching’. This process involves linking an address in the Cen‐
sus to a location (that is, a latitude and longitude) in Dublin. Initially, each of the addresses in the Census files were cleaned for
use—e.g. replace St. with Saint and ensure a consistency in naming. These addresses were then matched with modern day streets
using An Post’s GeoDirectory, which lists all addresses that receive mail. About one‐half of the addresses from 1911 found a street
match with the modern directory. The remaining streets in the Census file either had been renamed in the last 100 years or had
been erased from the landscape. A good example of the former is Parnell Street, which was named Great Britain Street in 1911. An
example of the latter is the erasure of some streets after the North Strand bombing by the German air force in May 1941. A variety
of sources were used to ensure the greatest possible match. The most important of these were the 1911 edition of the 1:2500
maps of Dublin, most of which are available in the Geography Map Library. These were examined by eye to find those addresses
that could not be found through other means. The 240,000 Census records are attached to about 27,000 unique addresses (that is,
a street and house number). In the images above, the search for locations proceeds slowly.

Demography
There were 240,000 persons living in Dublin City in
1911 at an average density of over 14000 persons
per sq. km. However, this value conceals a great
deal of variation (Figure 2.1). One half of the area of
Dublin City is occupied by about 10%, and one‐fifth
is home to 50% of the population.
The population is also very young. Nearly 20% is
under 10, and 50% was under 25, years of age. This
places a considerable burden on the population of
working age (treated here as 15‐65). For the city as
a whole 54% of the population was either under 15
(46%) or over 65 (8%). However in the densest parts
of Dublin the proportions of those under 15 ex‐
ceeded 50% with one exception. This place is found
near Kilmainham in south‐west Dublin where a
large workhouse is situated. Here the proportion
under 15 is just 17% but that over 65 is 39%! As we
shall see further on, these parts of Dublin are asso‐
ciated with low‐paying jobs that offer little security.

Population (%)

100

50

0
Area (%)

Figure 2.1. The concentration of population in Dublin city is evident in
the above chart. If the population were distributed evenly the heavy
line above would pass through the interaction point marking 50% on
both axes. In fact, much of the population is crowded into just a few
parts of the city. There are just nine mapped areas where the popula‐
tion exceeds 2500 (>36,000 persons per sq. km). These areas are clus‐
tered in the north inner city around Mountjoy, in the south inner city
around the Coombe and in south‐west Dublin. These areas are identi‐
fied by a star symbol on Figure 2.3

Age

Females

Males

Total

%

%

80‐84

0‐4

13230

13406

26636 11.26

11.26

70‐74

5‐9

11672

11892

23564

9.96

21.22

60‐64

10‐14

10553

10309

20862

8.82

30.03

50‐54

15‐19

11580

10685

22265

9.41

39.44

M

20‐24

12468

10545

23013

9.73

49.17

F

25‐29

11715

10353

22068

9.33

58.50

20‐24

30‐34

9732

9487

19219

8.12

66.62

10‐14

35‐39

8566

8720

17286

7.31

73.93

40‐44

7196

6971

14167

5.99

79.91

45‐49

5859

5611

11470

4.85

84.76

50‐54

5168

4929

10097

4.27

89.03

55‐59

3483

3287

6770

2.86

91.89

60‐64

3409

2902

6311

2.67

94.56

65‐69

2732

2257

4989

2.11

96.67

70‐74

3225

1765

4990

2.11

98.78

75‐79

1190

652

1842

0.78

99.55

80‐84

484

252

736

0.31

99.87

85

221

97

318

0.13 100.00

40‐44
30‐34

0‐4
15000

10000

5000

0

5000

10000

15000

Figure 2.2 & Table 2.1. Tabulated data and graphic illustrating the dis‐
tribution of population by age and by sex. The values indicate that Dub‐
lin City is very young. The final two columns in the table represent the
percent in that age category and the cumulative percentage, respec‐
tively. Note that nearly 50% of the population are under the age of 25
and that 20% are under 10 years of age. The ratio of males to females
is about equal until we get to the over 70’s. In these age categories
there are nearly 8000 persons of which just 35% are male.

122483 114120 236603

Figure 2.3: The distribution of population in Dublin. The highest
value recorded is 73,000 persons per sq. km. If the study area
were populated entirely at this density, the population would be
over 1 million. The three densest places are marked with a star.

Figure 2.4. The proportion of the population 14 years of age
and younger. Note that some of the largest proportions occur
in the less populated part of the city.

Table: 2.2. Occupations in Dublin City extracted from the census files. Note that occupations are gender‐specific and that about
34% of occupations are listed as Other. The data here is based on an analysis of the working population and is confined to those
aged 15 years and older.

1.5%
2.7%
1.9%
1.2%
1.4%
0.0%
1.5%
0.3%
1.2%
1.2%
1.0%
0.8%
0.7%

Scholar
Grocer
Law &Commerce
Maritime
Baker
Nurse
Military
Teacher
Alcohol Industry
Butcher
Police
Apprentice
Health Professional

Male

7.5% 92.5%

1.8%

3.5%

7.4%

0.3% 95.0%

5.0%

0.5% 82.2% 17.8%

0.5% 98.2%

0.6% 96.5%

0.6% 92.6%

0.6% 23.6% 76.4%

4.3%

1.4% 98.6%
0.7% 95.7%

0.9%

0.8% 78.6% 21.4%

0.9% 60.8% 39.2%

1.0% 87.5% 12.5%

1.6% 82.3% 17.7%

1.7% 43.1% 56.9%

5.9% 32.9% 67.1%

7.7%

1.3%

Female

100

100

Totals

100

4.6% 53.7% 30.4%

Not Stated

7.1% 92.9%

50.8% 18.5% 33.8% 71.2% 28.8%

0.0%

0.2%

0.0%

0.0%

0.1%

0.9%

0.1%

1.6%

0.3%

0.7%

0.2%

0.5%

1.8%

7.5%

4.1%

Textiles

Other

Total

167802

50523

57186

558

775

811

975

1034

1068

1275

1412

1420

1515

1662

2610

2803

9760

12703

19712

Total

Gender by occupation

0.3% 11.5% 98.7%

1.2% 13.5%

24.0%

Labourer

Female

Domestic

Male

Occupation

Proportion of
workforce

Occupation
This is one of the most difficult variables in the census to analyse owing to the great variety of listed occupations, many
of which are minor variations of a general job description. For example, the most commonly listed occupation was some
form of labourer that could be associated with a place (e.g. quay) or a factory (e.g. construction labourer). Standardising
this data proved very difficult and the current analysis is based on an examination of the text information, from which
major groupings were produced. Of the 170,000 persons that were over the age of 15, over 50,000 listed no occupation.
Most of these records (93%) are for women and may have been mothers working at home. Even still another 50,000 oc‐
cupations are essentially unclassified in the current scheme and await a more complete analysis. Here we focus on cer‐
tain ‘typical’ occupations that are indicative of socio economic status. The following sequence of maps shows the geo‐
graphic distribution of two ‘key’ occupations.
Rank

Domestics

Teachers

Nurses

1

Wicklow

14.46 Tipperary

6.83 Cork

9.30

2

Kildare

10.99 Cork

6.26 Tipperary

6.51

3

Meath

10.47 Kildare

5.81 Meath

5.12

4

Wexford

7.37 Limerick

5.35 Wicklow

5.12

5

Carlow

5.02 Meath

5.24 Galway

4.65

Table 2.3. Certain occupations were dominated by females. For example, there were nearly 13,000 domestics and servants in Dub‐
lin city centre, 92% of whom were women. While these occupations drew upon the Dublin population (the respective proportions
were 50%, 40% and 50% for domestics, nurses and teachers, respectively). Of the non‐Dubliners however, each occupation drew
upon a different geographical source. The table above shows the top five ranking counties in terms of the Irish (non‐Dublin) work‐
ers. Notice the role of the counties closest to Dublin in supplying those working as domestics—many of these would have lived in
the private residence in which they worked (see Chapter 3). The image above is of the Irish Women’s Worker Union, founded in
1911.

Figure 2.5. Labourers make up the most numerous occupation category in Dublin (nearly 20,000), or 24% of the male
labour force). The proportions are consistent and high in the areas of Dublin that are most densely populated.

Figure 2.6. The residences of health professionals (including doctors and surgeons and not including nurses) display a
distinct geography. There is a strong concentration in the well‐to‐do south‐east part of the city and around the Rotunda
hospital at the top of O’Connell Street. Compare this map with that of Labourers opposite.

Place of Birth
The geography of Dublin is closely associated with
the birthplace of its residents. This variable is closely
linked to occupation and to religion.
Over 80% of those living within the canals were from
Dublin county and the great majority of these (84%)
were born in Dublin city. Of those that were Irish and
born outside Co. Dublin, the majority were drawn
from the neighbouring counties (Table 2.4). These
non‐Dubliners tended to occupy distinct part of the
city, mainly in the south‐east and in the north‐
western parts. By contrast, those born in Dublin city
dominated in along a central city axis and in the east,
along the quays (Figure 2.7). Altogether, the popula‐
tion of Dublin city was 95% Irish.
The remaining 5% were drawn from 57 different
countries. However the majority were born else‐
where in the UK, predominantly in England and Scot‐
land. About 1 in 80 residents of Dublin were born
outside Britain and Ireland. The majority of this
group wrote ‘Russia’ on the census form and are dis‐
tinguished by their religion. All of this population is
Jewish.

Figure 2.7. The proportion of the
population in Dublin city that is
Irish and born outside of the city.
The red shading shows where this
population is concentrated.
Table 2.4. The top ranked coun‐
ties in terms of non‐Dublin born
Irish. Note that the largest contri‐
butions come from other Leinster
counties in the midlands and
along the eastern seaboard.

County
Number
Wicklow
6130
Kildare
4549
Meath
4173
Wexford
3242
Tipperary
2851
Cork
2512
Laois
2356
Carlow
2242
Westmeath 2117

Percent
12.25
9.09
8.34
6.48
5.70
5.02
4.71
4.48
4.23

% Catholic
33

%Male
55

0
63
82
32
52
53
66
75
91

50
45
50
64
44
52
55
43
76

Table 2.5. The ten top places of birth recorded out‐
side of Ireland. UK includes England, Scotland and
Wales. Also listed is the proportion of that population
that is Catholic.

100

Number

Place of Birth Number
UK
11240
Russia
839
India
449
US
418
Germany
153
Canada
102
South Africa
97
Australia
91
France
89
Italy
79

90

Total

80

Europe

70

Empire

60

North America
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0
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Figure 2.8. The distribution of the non‐Irish, non‐UK population by age.

In Table 2.5 the chief sources of Dublin’s international residents is shown. Apart from Russia (or more properly perhaps
the Russian Empire), there are few from other European countries. The influence of the British Empire (India, South Af‐
rica, Australia) is clearly seen. Each of these sources were associated with a distinctive religious composition as sug‐
gested by the proportion of that population that listed themselves as Catholic. The male:female ratio is close to 1:1, with
some exceptions notably the relatively large numbers of women from India and Canada and the high number of men
from Germany and Italy. Figure 2.8 shows the age profile of this international population which has been categorised
into Europe, Empire and North America. One will see that the majority are between 20 and 50 and that many must have
moved with their children (note the small peak in those aged 10 and under).

Figure 2.9. The distribution of the Dublin‐city born population relative to all those born outside the city. Note a cores area
(in yellow) where natives dominate and other areas (in red) where those born outside (Irish‐ and foreign‐born) dominate).

Figure 2.10 This map shows the
distribution of those from Europe
(black), from the wider British Em‐
pire (non‐UK in yellow) and those
born in the Russian Empire (red).

Religion

Of those aged 15 and over in Dublin city 82%
were Catholic. Of the remainder, most were An‐
glican (12%) or Other Christian (2%). As we shall
see this variable correlates with others, such as
occupation and place of birth. From a geographi‐
cal viewpoint however, maps of these religions
added little to our understanding of Dublin and
are not reproduced here.
Although the Jewish population comprise less
than 1% of the population they are geographi‐
cally distinctive occupying an area in Dublin close
to the intersection of Portobello and the South
Circular Road. This map should be compared with
the map of International Dublin (Figure 2.10),
which highlighted a concentration of Russians in
the same area.

70
60
Dublin

50

Percent

This variable is critical to explaining some of the
patterns that emerge in Dublin’s socio‐economic
geography at this time. This variable was catego‐
rised into Catholic, Anglican, Other Christian, Jew‐
ish, Other Religion and Atheist.

Russia

40
30
20
10
0
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

71

Age in years

Figure 2.11. There are 2172 Jews listed in the census file of which
82% are either Russian or Dublin‐born Irish. The graph above links
place of birth to age for this sub‐population. One will immediately
see that the presence of the Jewish population in Dublin at this time
was most likely linked to anti‐Jewish pogroms in Russia during the
1880s. These refugees likely settled in Dublin with their children
(who at the time of the 1911 Census are now aged 20‐40) and have
begun to become parents themselves. The younger population
(under 20 years) are nearly all Dublin born.

Figure 2.12. The Jewish population is highly con‐
centrated in one part of the city (lower Clanbrassil
Street). This population has a distinct profile with
those over 25 years born outside Ireland, mainly in
eastern Europe, then part of the Russian Empire.

Once addresses have been located a database (a lookup table) is created that contains the 1911 street name, the modern name,
followed by the location, which is given as the minimum and maximum X and Y values using the Irish co‐ordinate system. At this
point each address in the census file that has a match can be plotted on a map of Dublin using ArcView. The attribute data for each
address were subsequently aggregated to areas and used as the basis for mapping, as shown above. The mapping was carried out
in a newly established Laboratory in the School of Geography, Planning & Environmental Policy in UCD.
Ward
Mountjoy
Mountjoy
Rotunda
Mountjoy

Street Name (1911)
Cumberland Street, North, Upper
Gloucester Street, Lower
Britain Street, Great
Sackville Street, Upper

Modern Street Name
CUMBERLAND STREET NORTH
SEAN MACDERMOTT STREET LOWER
PARNELL STREET
O'CONNELL STREET UPPER

X min
316031
316174
315308
315815

Ymin
235001
235037
234638.
234671

Xmax
316080
316587
316116
315905

Ymax
235128
235192
235166
234979.

A Divided City
The geography of the city reflects the differences in population concentration, occupation, religion and place of birth. It
is important to bear in mind however, that these properties are inter‐related and produce a social landscape that is di‐
vided—many of these divisions give rise to distinct areas of the city. For example, maps of those working in the Police
and the Military (Figures 2.13 & 2.14) show concentrations on the perimeter of the city, associated with the locations of
the barracks in which many resided. However, to complement the religious distinction shown in Table 2.6, these occupa‐
tions are also correlated to birthplace. Relatively few natives of Dublin City were in the Military (20%) and in the Police
(5%) compared to their proportion of the population (55%). While the Military are dominated by the English (32%), who
make up just 4% of the population, the Police are largely composed of non‐Dubliners. For example, 16% were born in

Religion
Anglican
Catholic
Jewish
Other Christian
Others
Total

N

%

Labourer Military

Health

Domestic

Textile

Nurse

Teacher

Police

19343

11.5

5.2

34.7

34.5

7.8

8.4

22.9

18.5

18.4

137834

82.1

94.1

59.3

47.8

90.6

86.9

72.2

75.6

77.7

1207

0.7

0.0

0.3

2.8

0.1

2.4

0.0

1.3

0.0

3428

2.0

0.4

4.1

10.4

0.9

1.7

4.4

3.2

3.2

5990
167802

3.6
100

0.2
11.7

1.0
0.8

0.7
0.1

68.8
7.6

7.5
5.8

1.2
0.8

8.0
0.6

3.2
0.5

Table 2.6. Different occupations are associated with different Religions. The columns on the left indicate the proportion of Dublin
city residents (those over 15 years of age) that stated a religion (Others includes those that did not list a religion). These propor‐
tions should be compared against those associated with each occupation. For example, the Jewish population, which makes up a
very small percent of the overall population are concentrated in the Health and Textile occupations. Similarly, Anglicans are over‐
represented in the Military, Health, Nurse, Teacher and Police categories.

Place of Birth

Figure 2.13 and Table 2.7. The distribution of those in the Police matches
closely that of the Military (Figure 2.14). However, their national and
county composition is different.

Military

Police

Dublin
City

N

%

N

Dublin City

242

20

37

5

55

Leinster

254

21

315

41

23

Munster

154

13

145

19

4

Ulster

70

6

127

17

3

Connaught

54

4

121

16

2

England

394

32

14

2

4

Scotland

19

2

1

0

1

Wales

14

1

0

British Empire

20

2

3

1235

100

767 100

100

Total

% Percent

Connaught although they comprise just 2% of the city’s population! Few of the occupation maps are shown here as they
either show no clear pattern or merely confirm what is evident on the maps shown earlier. There are two exceptions
that illustrate religious and socio‐economic divides in Dublin.

Figure 2.14. Those working in the Military are located pri‐
marily on the western side of the city where many reside
in, or adjacent to, military barracks and hospitals.

Figure 2.15. The relationship between an occupation and religion is probably most evident in the maps above which show the con‐
centration of the Jewish population and of those working in occupations associated with textiles. While the latter are to be found
throughout the city, there are clear associations between the maps.

The first is the map of those working in occupations linked to textiles. This category includes dress‐makers, seamstresses
and so on. These occupations are prevalent throughout the city and most clothing shops would have someone that listed
an occupation included in this analysis. However, there are clusters of textile workers living in the Portobello area and in
the south inner city. The former area is correlated with the focus of Jewish Dublin and, as shown previously, they form a
relatively large component of the make up of this occupation. Co‐incidentally, Jews also form a disproportionate number
of the Health professionals (chiefly doctors), which are also resident in this part of the city.

Figure 2.16. The correlation between the residences of those working as Health Professionals and those as Domestic Servants is
evident from the maps above.

The second interesting association is between the higher socio‐economic group (represented by those working as Health
Professionals) and the lower socio‐economic group (represented by Domestic servants) (Figure 2.16). Nearly 20,000
worked as domestics and servants in Dublin city. While many of this group would have ‘commuted’ to work, others
would have lived in the residence with their employer—this sub‐group consists mainly of young, unmarried women from
non‐Dublin backgrounds. The latter can be seen in the correspondence between these two occupations, each of which
represents different ends of the socio‐economic spectrum. One should compare these maps to a few others. Note the
correspondence between Labourers and Crowding (Figures 2.3 & 2.5) and how the above maps show an opposite pat‐
tern.

Taken as a whole, these maps reveal a complex city that is mostly made up of a very young, unskilled population many
of whom are crowded into parts of the city centre. Elsewhere there are sections of the city that are less intensely inhab‐
ited and are relatively well‐to‐do. Finally, some parts of the city are dominated by very large institutional functions. This
allows us to formulate a basic description of Dublin city at this time. In the following chapter some of these issues will be
explored in greater detail.

Figure 2.17. The analysis of the digital census data provides us with a geographical ‘model’ of Dublin city in 1911, which is com‐
prised of four types of area:
1.
A densely occupied part of the city. Its popula‐
tion is young and largely engaged in unskilled
work. The great majority are Catholic and
born in Dublin City.
2.
The character of this area is ‘well‐to‐do’ with
many of the occupants is in highly skilled pro‐
fessions. There are also many domestic ser‐
vants working in the area.
3.
Western Dublin contains a great number of
institutions that include military and police
barracks, workhouses and hospitals. Its popu‐
lation is drawn from outside Dublin and out‐
side Ireland.
4.
An area of considerable diversity. This is popu‐
lated by a large proportion drawn from out‐
side the British Empire (mostly Russia) and is
the largest concentration of Jews in the city.

Chapter 3: Two Cities

Gardiner Street near Summerhill, Mountjoy ward.

The Archival group focussed
on the detailed examination
of materials (including pri‐
mary
and
secondary
sources) for two case‐study
areas: the ‘Monto’ area in
the north inner city and the
Fitzwilliam Square area in
the south‐east inner city.
For these areas the individual household census returns were examined alongside informa‐
tion on the land‐use functions obtained from the 1911 Thom’s Street Directory. An example
of an individual household is shown above (23 Fitzwilliam Square). The head of household is
Andrew Reed (a retired RIC Inspector‐General) and there are 8 persons in the house, four of
whom are domestic servants. The section of the Thom’s directory shown here is for Clan‐
brassil Street lower and was used to complete land‐use maps for the case study areas.

While the previous chapter has provided a very broad overview of the character
of Dublin in 1911 and highlighted some of the key trends that characterized the
city of the time, this chapter illustrates through two case studies the very big con‐
trasts in the city at the time. Key themes including land use and housing, demo‐
graphics, religion, education and occupation are examined in detail for the two
chosen areas – Mountjoy Ward and Fitzwilliam Square.
Land Use and Housing: Figure 3.2 shows land use in the Mountjoy and Fitzwilliam
Square case‐study areas. Mountjoy had an extremely varied land use. Contempo‐
rary photos of the time illustrate an area saturated by gloom and depression with
the tenements of Gloucester Street contrasting with a main business/services
area in Amiens Street. While tenement houses were not confined to any one part
of the city, there was a significant concentration in the poorest areas such as
Mountjoy and the North Dock. They were particularly evident on streets such as
Lower Gardiner Street and Lower Tyrone Street.
The 1911 Census illustrates for example that in the tenements of Mabbot Street
and Tyrone Street, 17 families kept lodgers, despite living in just a single room.
People took in lodgers for extra income contributing to the poor sanitary condi‐
tions of the tenements. This kind of sub‐letting in Dublin was common at the time
(Prunty Interview, April 2011) as any extra income was welcomed by the poorest
who occupied these streets. Apart from the tenements, some of the primary
buildings dominating this area were the Magdalene Laundries, Saw and Corn
mills, the Printing Works and a substantial number of hotels. These may have
been linked to the nearby railway station. The Census would suggest that, gener‐

Figure 3.1 Land Use in the Mountjoy and
Fitzwilliam case‐study areas in 1911. The
classification of land use is based on the
Thom’s Directory

Figure 3.2a The ‘Monto’ case‐study area in 1911 and a contemporary view from GoogleEarth. The urban morphology of
this part of the city has changed considerably over the years and many of the lanes and alleys present on the Ordnance
Survey map of 1911 are no longer on the landscape. This area falls on the boundary between two city wards: North
Dock and Mountjoy. The study area is bounded by Gloucester, Buckhingham, Talbot and Gardiner Streets.

Figure 3.2b The Fitzwilliam case‐study area in 1911 and a contemporary view from GoogleEarth. The urban morphology
of this part of the city has remained static for the most part in the last 100 years. Note the extent to which this area is
residential (blue shading) in 1911.

ally, locals worked in these establishments. For example, Edward Collins of Purdon Street worked as a printer and there‐
fore one might assume that he worked in the nearby Printing Works on Gloucester Street. At the time, pawn shops
were common in the city and played a key role in the survival of the poorer families. One such shop was found on Buck‐
ingham Street and despite the exceedingly high interest rates, it was the only option for many families, in turn worsen‐
ing the poverty cycle. Young women who fell on hard times often found themselves in “kip houses”, also known as
brothels, which were a regular feature in tenement areas. This part of the city was notorious for such activity. The cen‐
sus shows one building on Purdon Street comprised entirely of non‐related females, some of which were from the coun‐
try, which may have been operating as a brothel. As we illustrated in Chapter 2, Dublin was very much a garrison city
and these kinds of ‘services’ would have been much in demand.
However, other parts of the city were very different. The land use maps highlight vast contrasts in the land use composi‐
tion of Mountjoy when compared with places such as Fitzwilliam Square. While the Mountjoy area is dominated by
tenements, Fitzwilliam Square is characterized by one‐family homes. It was one of the few ‘well to do’ areas that has
remained into the twentieth century. In 1911, just one tenement was identified here using the Thom’s Directory, but
there were also a number of vacant properties. In The Irish Times of that year, a number of houses were advertised for
sale or let in the area and described as luxury superior accommodation. Those who resided in such luxury accommoda‐
tion were lucky as ‘one of the most striking things of Dublin in 1911 was the poor quality of housing for most of the
population’ (Ferriter, personal communication, April 2011) as illustrated below in Figure 3.3. Doherty & O’Riordan
(2011a) suggest that it was normal for one tenement house – originally designed for a single family ‐ to hold up to eighty
people.
Many of the tenement houses were small, with few windows and were located on narrow streets in very close proximity
to neighbouring streets. They appeared dirty and dilapidated and could be seen very often with washing hanging outside
as below. The majority of tenement houses had one water tap located in the back yard which had to be used by all resi‐
dents, a single toilet was located in the back yard for all to use (Doherty & O’Riordan, 2011a) and often there was one
kitchen shared between all (Doherty & O’Riordan, 2011c).

Figure 3.3: Henrietta place 1913 (left) and a typical tenement room on Francis street 1913.
Elizabeth ‘Bluebell’ Murphy, who was born in the Monto district, described it as a hard life . . . but I wish I was back in
the tenement life again. We were all one family, all close. We all helped one another. If I had a tenement house now I’d
go back and live in it . . . yes, I would” (Kearns, 1994, p5).

Tenement dwellers were among the most deprived residents in 1911 and the Census illustrates the high proportion of
unskilled labourers among their residents (see Figure 2.5). Most families were dependent on intermittent casual labour
as described by Mary Daly (Daly Interview April 2011):
‘The number one source [of employment] for Dublin workers, one in five on the census, is as a general la‐
bourer. They use the word general because they are not building workers. It was casual work, you might
have three days work on one week, two days work on the next and no work the week after. In other
words there is no security as to where they are going to work, when they go to work and whether they
are going to get work and with no barriers to entry the number of people looking is greater than the
number of jobs available’.
Very often, tenement dwellers could be seen alongside their children, just lingering in the streets waiting for any job op‐
portunity to arise.
In stark contrast, is the Fitzwilliam square area of Dublin. As our analysis of the census has shown in the previous chap‐
ter, this area was dominated by higher professionals who were wealthy enough to employ significant numbers of do‐
mestic servants. The Irish Times from 1911 illustrates this with mention of barristers and doctors and those regarded as
‘gentlemen’ living in the district. One such example of these ‘gentlemen’ could be found at 23 Fitzwilliam Square, retired
inspector general of the RIC, Sir Andrew Reed. This form shows a small number of occupants when compared to the
Mountjoy area and also shows a cook, two housemaids and parlourmaid resident there at the time, reinforcing the stark
contrast between the lifestyles of these two areas. The house is described in Form B1 – the building return – as having
16 rooms, 8 windows to the front, of first class standard and occupied by one family. It is exactly this social set‐up that
explains the strong correlations between higher professionals and domestic servants that we observed previously
(Figure 2.16).

Unlike the dark, overcrowded housing of the Mountjoy area, housing in
the Fitzwilliam area was of very high‐quality. One advertisement for an
apartment to let in the area describes the following; ‘at Fitzwilliam
House, 6 Lower Fitzwilliam Street – Superior Apartments, Board Resi‐
dence; separate tables’ (Figure 3.4.). Those for sale in the vicinity were
of equal quality: ‘£300 will purchase an excellent house containing 4 sit‐
ting rooms and bedrooms, hot and cold bath, servants room etc.,’ on
Lower Baggot Street (The Irish Times, January 1911). The houses in the
Fitzwilliam Square area were also far more spacious than those found in
the Mountjoy area. As noted above in relation to the Reed family, they
housed far fewer people and were generally home to a single family and
perhaps their servants. In contrast to the Mountjoy area where a single
room was often home to as many as fifty people, the Fitzwilliam Square
houses often had less than one person per room. These facts alone illus‐
trate the key character of Dublin in 1911; a city of stark and disturbing
contrasts. “As one moved geographically around the city, rapidly you
could go from areas where they had every comfort to areas of pure
squalor” (Prunty Interview, April 2011).
Demographics and sanitation: Unlike the country as a whole where the
population had fallen consistently and dramatically from 1821 to 1911,
the population of Dublin had shown a steady increase. In the decade up
to 1911, the population of the city and county grew by more than
25,000, but as Chapter 2 illustrates this was not evenly distributed.

Figure 3.4. The property page of the Irish Times
1911 (Source: The Irish Times, 24 January 1911).

The Mountjoy area was characterized by a relatively young population, with a significant proportion under the age of 30
and very few people over the age of 60. It typified much of the most populous parts of the city. Overcrowding in the city
could be explained by this population growth combined with lack of investment in adequate housing. One result was
that areas of the city, specifically poorer sections such as Mountjoy, fought a constant battle to control the rampant
spread of disease. In a study of hospitals over one week in 1911 Dublin, people were admitted with a wide variety of
infectious diseases, including measles, scarlet fever, typhus, diphtheria, and enteric fever (Health of Dublin Report, The
Irish Times, 1911). These were key contributors to a relatively high mortality rate within the city limits. The annual rate
of mortality for Dublin in 1911 was 22.1 per 1000 people (Health of Dublin Report, The Irish Times, 1911), high compared
to many other countries in Europe at the time but one that was steadily decreasing. In the first 46 weeks of 1911, the
death rate averaged 21.5 (Health of Dublin 1911). Infant death was also a widespread problem in Dublin with 1600
deaths of children under the age of one in 1909, significantly higher than the average rate of rest of Ireland (Infant Mor‐
tality 1911). A lecture given to the Women’s National Health Association in November 1911 on infant mortality blamed
the high infant mortality rate on “dirt and ignorance” and talked about the importance of teaching impoverished women
about pregnancy as a way of reducing infant death (The Irish Times, 1911).
Those living in wealthier areas, like Fitzwilliam Square, had many advantages and this had an effect on both quality of
life and mortality. The population structure shows fewer children in the area as indicated in the population pyramid.
While there are high numbers of females in the 15‐30 age category, a large proportion of these were domestic servants,
unmarried and without children.
The contrast in standard of living within the city is clearly illustrated in Figures 3.6 below. In the slums and tenement
houses of areas like Mountjoy ward, mothers and children stand around with dirty hair, faces and clothing. In contrast,
those in more prosperous parts of the city spent money readily on maintaining sanitation and cosmetic appearances as
the images below illustrate (Figure 3.6).

Figure 3.5. The demographic make‐up of these two parts
of the city is evident in these age‐sex pyramids for the
Fitzwilliam Square (bottom) and the Monto (top) case‐
study areas. The Monto graph is very similar to that of
Dublin overall (Figure 2.2), which has a very large base
that tapers rapidly with age. There is an approximate
even balance in numbers between males and females
throughout the different age categories.
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By comparison, the Fitzwilliam graph has a cylindrical
shape, indicating that there are approximately equal
numbers in every age category, which is associated with
small numbers of children. The obvious exception is the
disproportionate number of women in the 15‐45 age
categories. These, of course, are the unmarried domestic
servants that live in the same residence as their wealthy
employers. From the census data, we can characterise
this population as born outside of Dublin, often with lit‐
tle to no education.
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Religion and Education: As was the case in the rest of the country, the Ro‐
man Catholic majority dominated in Dublin. In the North Dock area, close to
Mountjoy, the 1911 Census records 20,966 Roman Catholics, 85.6 % of the
total population. There are 2,573 members of the Church of Ireland and 447
members of the Presbyterian Church. In our case study Mountjoy area,
there were 4,337 Roman Catholics, 408 Protestants and 8 Jews.
While Roman Catholicism is still the dominant religion, there is a significant
proportion of non‐Catholics (almost 30%) in the Fitzwilliam area. This corre‐
lates well with our discussion in the previous chapter which shows the clus‐
tering of Anglicans in particular parts of the city, including this area. This link
between higher professionals, non‐Catholics and wealth in Fitzwilliam is per‐
haps typical of the general pattern in Dublin at the time:
Those that were protestant were more likely to be better off, to have
better jobs … there was of course quite a number of poor protestant
communities as well but by and large those that enjoyed that privi‐
lege status would have been involved in that kind of elite social life or
those in elite social circles would have been protestants (Ferriter In‐
terview, April 2011).
Figure 3.6 The contrasting quality of life for
the most impoverished (Gardiner street)
and the wealthy (Grafton Street) in 1911
Dublin.

The 1911 census data holds no specific information on the level of education
or schooling achieved by a single person. The main information available on
standard of education is literacy. Surprisingly given its poverty, literacy lev‐
els in the Mountjoy area were quite high, particularly across the working age

population. Those under 14 years of age had a literacy
rate of just under 50% but this included pre‐schoolers,
the 15‐44 age categories had an 85% rate, the 45‐64
years rate was just under 80% and the final group of 65
years or older had a literacy rate of 75%. However when
these rates are taken at a street level a figure of just
70.8% is returned as the overall literacy rate for the six‐
teen streets in the Mountjoy case study area.

Street s

Not
stated

Neither Read

Read and
Write

Beaver St.

3.0

37.6

5.9

53.5

Faithful Place

3.2

35.5

0.0

61.3

Foley Street

10.0

17.3

1.0

71.7

7.1

11.8

3.9

77.3

12.7

17.2

3.5

66.7

Gardiner Street, Lower
Gloucester Street, Lower

Literacy rates however are not very well‐defined; for
some it may have meant simply having the ability to
scribble their name. While the rates of literacy in Mount‐
joy Ward were good, they were exceptional in our sec‐
ond case study area. Table 3.1 illustrates that on each of
the streets around Fitzwilliam Square, literacy rates
were in excess of 98% with the exception of Pembroke
Lane.

Mabbot St.

5.9

30.7

2.1

61.2

Moland Cottages

0.0

60.0

0.0

40.0

Ralph Place

6.7

33.7

7.9

51.7

Tyrone Street, Lower

6.8

34.9

1.8

56.5

Baggot Street, Lower

1.0

0.4

0.3

98.3

Fitzwilliam Square, North

0.0

0.0

1.1

98.9

Fitzwilliam Square, West

0.0

1.0

1.0

98.1

Occupations
As the maps in the previous chapter have shown, the
north‐east inner city had a very high proportion of la‐
bourers resident. Work would probably have been
closely associated with the docks and the railway lines
giving a working‐class character to the area. Jobs were
hard to come by, many men worked as casuals, going

Fitzwilliam Street, Lower

0.0

0.0

0.0

100.0

Pembroke Lane

0.0

0.0

7.7

92.3

Pembroke Street, Lower

0.0

0.0

0.6

99.4

Table 3.1 Literacy levels on selected streets in the Monto (grey)
and Fitzwilliam study areas.

around offering themselves for general labour to all working sites
and along the docks (Daly, Interview, April 2011). For women the
situation was even bleaker and particularly for widows, of which
there were quite a high proportion in our case study area. In her in‐
terview for this project, Mary Daly explains the difficulties faced by
women of the time:
The thing about women is, if you contrast with Belfast,
it is not a city where women in large numbers were in
paid employment outside the home. We don’t have
the textiles that they have in Belfast, dress making you
know there is a bit of it, shirt making but it is mainly
connected to the big department stores. Wages em‐
ployment for women is limited in Dublin… They don’t
have any secure source of income but on
t h e
other hand given the high mortality of working class
families there are an awful lot of single women, wid‐
owed women who are the bread winner for the fam‐
ily… For a woman to earn sufficient to keep a family
was pretty much impossible at the time’.

Figure 3.7: The other side of Dublin. Advert from the
Ladies shopping guide (1907) and th gentry on
Stephen’s Green (Source: National Archives)

The 1911 census indicated that the predominant occupations in the
Mountjoy area were general labourers, dockers, domestic servants,
and tradesmen such as painters and porters.

On the other side of the city, and in other similar areas throughout the urban core, a very different occupation pattern
was evident. An ‘Upstairs, Downstairs’ effect was very much in evidence (Ferriter Interview, April 2011) and our maps in
Chapter 2 show a very high proportion of domestic servants in the Fitzwilliam area. 51% of all those who stated an occu‐
pation in the 1911 Census in the Fitzwilliam area are classified as servants/domestics. These would have been employed
by the higher professionals concentrated in this area such as financiers, lawyers, merchants and medical consultants.
According to the 1911 census, South Dock Ward which contains Fitzwilliam Square, Fitzwilliam Street and Pembroke
Street contained 40% of the total number of doctors/physicians, 63% of the city’s surgeons, 20% of the city’s dentists
and all nine of the city’s gynaecologists.
The houses of the doctors and lawyers were the centre of great social and intellectual activity and dinner parties and en‐
tertaining were the norm in these houses (Meenan, F.O.C., 1969). The professionals who lived here were wealthy and
highly skilled. Their earnings could have ranged from three hundred to over five thousand pounds a year, in comparison
with the working class earnings of about thirty shillings a week or seventy five pounds a year (Farmar, 2011). In complete
contrast, the Mountjoy area was dominated by low skilled or unskilled jobs.
The freedom brought about by wealth and privilege is clearly seen in the social patterns of those living in the Fitzwilliam
area. The Irish Times carries notices that give a clue to the mobility of these upper classes in contrast to the very fixed
position of those with lesser means. In September 1911, the Fashionable Intelligence section informs readers of the de‐
partures and returns of important members of society: ‘Dr. T O’Gramham has left 14 Lower Fitzwilliam Street for a
month’ and the ‘Marquis and Marchioness of Ely have left 31 Upper Fitzwilliam Street for London’ (The Irish Times, Sep‐
tember 1911).

Conclusion
This chapter aimed to complement the broad overview of Dublin in 1911 provided in Chapter 2. By taking two case study
areas that heavily contrast with each other, it is possible to show that Dublin was a very complex place. To accept the
general characterisation of the city as a place simply riddled with tenements and poverty would be to ignore the very big
variations that existed even just within the urban core. We have also shown that the contrasts were not just significant
across the city but also within certain places. For example in Fitzwilliam very highly skilled professionals lived together
with the unskilled domestic workers.
What is very striking is that the areas that suffered particularly badly in 1911 are those areas that continued to suffer
through the twentieth century. Areas around Mountjoy Square and in the broader north‐east inner city remain the areas
that required significant state intervention in terms of urban regeneration and other social policies over the last twenty‐
five years, while the Fitzwilliam / Pembroke areas has remained a very stable area in terms of its physical fabric, land use
and social status. This very clearly shows us that the city of tomorrow is very much shaped by the city of the past and
makes our exploration of Dublin in 1911 even more timely.

Chapter 4: A City in Distress
Making a documentary

Poole Street, near the Coombe.

To complement the work of the census mapping (Chapter 2) and
archival analysis (Chapter 3), a film documentary was also pro‐
duced. This documentary tells the story of Dublin in 1911, focusing
in particular on the distress within the city using the ‘Monto’ case‐
study area introduced in Chapter 3. The objective of the documen‐
tary was to provide an understanding and feeling for life in ‘The
Monto’ in 1911, focusing on tenement life, religion, employment,
the role of women in society, and politics. To accomplish this, we
filmed areas of Dublin City, assembled archive photos, wrote a
script and conducted interviews with acknowledged experts on
Dublin and the period.
An important aspect of the project is the close collaboration be‐
tween the team so that insights could be shared. Thus, for exam‐
ple, the Archival group provided directions for research that were
picked up by both the Documentary and GIS groups. This informa‐
tion was used to develop interview questions that were appropri‐
ate to the expertise of the interviewees. Similarly, the views of
these experts were used to inform the research undertaken by the
other groups. In making the documentary, different members of
the group were assigned specific tasks:

∙Script writing: To outline the narrative for the documentary
consistent with its objectives.

Image research: To acquire suitable images that could be
used to represent Dublin in 1911.

Much of the work for this project was completed
in the GIS analysis laboratory in the School of Ge‐
ography, Planning & Environmental Policy at UCD.
Here two members of the team are scanning a
1:2500 map of Dublin in 1911 for use in the pro‐
ject. Eight of these maps cover the area of the city
under study and were used to locate street ad‐
dresses obtained from the 1911 census files.



Interview research: To develop appropriate questions for the interviewees based on research into their area of ex‐
pertise.

Filming: To record the interviews taking account of lighting, sound, etc.

Transcription: To convert the verbal interview into text that could be analysed for use in both the book and in the
final documentary.

Editing: To manage the filmed material and organise it into a logical sequence consistent with the script.
A producer was appointed to oversee the running of the whole project. The group met several times a week, often with
the other groups to ensure a constant exchange of ideas. It is worth describing some of the major aspects of the work
alluded to above.

Creating a Script
The script provided the framework for the documen‐
tary. Its importance cannot be overstated. One
school of thought suggests that the documentary‐
making process should be fluid and organic, whereby
the filmmaker/producer experiences the film as it is
made. Many documentaries would go without a
script to start with and would write a ‘paper‐edit’ in
place of it after shooting and compiling much of their
footage. This process has and does work with many
types of films. However, before a camera is used an
important question is raised; what needs to be shot?

We began with a well‐written script, keeping in mind the likelihood that changes would be made during the shooting
process. We had to take into account the large amount of information that we wanted to incorporate but had only a
short period of time to fit it all in. The first step was to research information from primary and secondary sources as well
as making trips to the case study area. Information was compiled by our group with assistance from the documentary
and textual analysis group and cartography/GIS group.
The script outlined the major issues that affected the study‐area and set parameters for the interviews. Six academic ex‐
perts who specialised in the history of Dublin and Ireland at the time were approached for interview. A portfolio on each
interviewee including their specific research interests was produced and guided the interview questions. Once each in‐
terview was complete, the footage was transcribed and the text given to the Archival group for use in their research.
These transcripts were also used to decide upon interview segments for the documentary. When the script was com‐
plete there was a running order organised which paired archive images and segments of interviews to the script. Editing
of the final product with archive photos and modern day film, interviews and the script then began.
The interviews were used to get an in‐depth understanding and knowledge of life in Dublin 1911. We chose each of the
interviewees based on their academic interests. All the interviews took place over a period of one week during late
March/early April. In the preceding weeks the interviewers practiced interview techniques, how to set up the camera,
fine‐tune the sound and adjust the lighting for as good as possible finished product. The insights of the interviewees
were incorporated into the script at several stages. When the final script was drafted, a visual running order was com‐
piled to accompany the audio section of the documentary
This documentary provides a realistic and accurate picture of Dublin City in 1911. It complements the analysis presented
in this book by providing a visual portrait of the city in 1911.

Media skills improved through the weeks of production. These skills ranged from editing, directing and interviewing to
script writing, camera operation and transcribing. For some of the group it was their first foray into media studies of any
kind. By working together and liaising with the other two groups the media team have recreated Dublin in 1911 in a
very visual manner. The team came away from the project acquiring new skills in production, editing, script writing,
storyboard writing, interviewing, and research and transcribing. What began as a few photos from Google search and a
few clips from YouTube ended with a final product encompassing key records and images from a time almost forgotten.
This final product brought us back in time to understand how very different the city was just one hundred years ago.

The Interviewees
Dr Ruth McManus is an urban geographer at St. Patrick’s College, Drumcondra with research interests in housing and,
particularly, the 1913 Housing Enquiry and the slum clearance. She has authored Dublin 1910‐1940: Shaping the Suburbs
in 2002.
Prof. Mary Daly is a historian with an expertise on the history of Dublin, in particular the role of women in work. Her
books include Dublin, The Deposed Capital: 1860‐1914 and Encyclopaedia of Irish History and Culture.
Dr. Joseph Brady is an urban geographer at UCD who studies the growth and development of Dublin city. He has edited
several books on Dublin including Dublin 1910‐1940 Shaping the City and Suburbs, Dublin through Space and Time and
Dublin 1745‐1922: Hospitals, Spectacle and Vice.
Prof. Diarmaid Ferriter is a historian at UCD with research interests in the social, political and cultural history of 20th
century Ireland. He also studies the distribution of power in Ireland and local government and has written The Transfor‐
mation of Ireland: 1900‐2000 (2004).
Dr Jacinta Prunty is a historical geographer based at NUI Maynooth. Her interests are in the poverty and slums of Dublin
in the early 20th century. Dr Prunty has authored Dublin Slums, 1800‐1925: A Study in Urban Geography.
Dr Paul Rouse is a historian at UCD with an interest in Irish social and cultural history in the nineteenth and twentieth
century and especially the history of sport. He has published many books including, ‘The GAA: A people’s History’ (2009).
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