


present that unless the persons who live in the said House shall before the 1st day
of March Build or Repair their Chimneys in the said Houses shall be fined 10s. (50p)
sterling to be levied by distress or at Lease the money so Collected to be disposed
of at the Sovereign’s Pleasure.

The presentments still continued despite the hazards that broken chimneys represented. By
1718 56 persons were being listed by name as having their chimneys out of repair. That year
the D’Oyer jury decided that the sovereign should execute fines against all of them. However,
in the following years, the presentments continued, but not in the records; these were the
same names year after year.

The sovereign, according to the directive of 1718, must have collected the fines, because on 20
May 1723 the minutes note that several very dangerous fire-places within the corporation were
still not repaired despite the many fines imposed. The next year the town was “in Great
Danger for want of repairing” the chimneys. The last entry on this subject appeared on 19
October 1724 when the D’Oyer jury presented that a number of house chimneys were still not
being repaired. It is unlikely that the problem disappeared in this year.

Stacks of turf and scallops were also seen as a cause of fire. On 23 April 1722 an order was
issued that these were to be liable to a custom duty. Despite the fire risks, this tax must have
been burdensome 1o the citizens. Another presentment declared that the baking ovens
belonging to James Grady and Maurice Scanlan were dangerous for want of chimneys. These
were to be built by 8 June 1715, or the two bakers, should they fail to do so, were to be fined.

In 1721 the D’Oyer jury were of the opinion that provision should be made for dealing with
fires within the town. The corporation were therefore requested to purchase four poles and
iron hooks, and two persons, Henry Fountain and Patrick Bray, were ordered to see that the
work was properly carried out. These new acquisitions cost £1.2s. (£1.10), and an order of 21
November, 1721 was entered in the minutes desiring that the amount be paid.

The Watch

Probably more because of the political uncertainty of the times than through any desire to
protect the welfare of its citizens, the town of Fethard kept a watch. Although we are not told
what duties they performed, it seems likely that their job was to keep watch on the walls to
alert the town against external attack rather than to protect the inhabitants and their property
from violence from within.

Practically every year between 1707 (when existing records begin) and 1724, the D’Oyer jury
made reference to the need to have the watch kept and supervised. For this purpose the
constables were appointed, and in 1708 they were ordered to check each night on the watch at
nine o’clock and again at three o’clock.

In 1714 a penalty of 2s.8d. (13p) was levied on any person who did not attend to his duty on the
watch; on the following year this stood at 2s.6d. (12V,p). By now the constables were ordered
to be extra vigilant; in 1715 the Old Pretender had led a Jacobite revolt in Scotland. By 1721 the
political turbulence had eased, so we read that “in case of bad weather or storm (the watch
was) to have access to the room where the crane stands”.

As in Clonmel where in 1724, wandering beggars were noted as a source of annoyance,
Fethard had its complement of beggars. The corporation made efforts to reduce the numbers.
In 1723 the jury were disturbed by the “several strange Mumpers and Beggars” living about the
town; numbers of people who implored alms. These were a source of concern to the
corporation because they paid neither taxes nor rents, and kept unringed pigs.
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By the following year this problem appears to have been getting beyond endurance. The
D’Oyer court recorded that:

Whereas it appears unto us that it has been a Practice in the Town of Fethard of
persons Entertaining of Whores with Child and Beggars coming from all Parts of
the Kingdom. We therefore present that every person who entertain or set any
House, Room or Ground to Build a House on to any common Whore or Strange
Beggar that every person so letting or entertaining after Public Notice been given
by the sovereign of the said town that for persons so offending shall forteit the sum
of ten shillings (50p); four shillings (20p) to the poor, four shillings (20p) to the
informer and two shillings (10p) to the constables for levying the said fines.

This directive was the last on the subject to appear in the minute books.

By the mid-century the corporation had begun to provide for their fundamental needs, food
and drink. On 20 January, 1743 the D’Oyer jury presented that “the sum of Sixteen pounds
sixteen shillings and three pence (£16.81!5) was due to Mr. Stephen Hackett, Innholder, for
public entertainments to the corporation”. In 1751 the same man, for the same reasons, was
due “Ten pounds, one shilling and sixpence” (£10.07Y%).

Another group in Fethard which came under notice were the malsters. In 1718 they were
ordered to pay 1d. (%,p) toll, or custom, for every barrel of malt sold from their “several malt
houses”. Should they refuse to do so, they were to be deprived of the use of the corporation’s
barrel or measure.

All or some refused to do so, and consequently, on 9 November 1719, an order was enacted
that all those refusing to comply were to be fined 10s. (50p) a half-year for every year they
continued to malt without paying their dues. The 10s. (50p) was to be “recovered by distress or
otherwise”.

By 1737 malsters who enjoyed the freedom of the corporation had still to pay yearly one barrel
of malt. Those who were not free were ordered to pay “one shilling (5p) each by the year for
using their trade within the said town”.

Butchers

At the start of the 18th century the corporation of Kinsale decreed that butchers were not to
kill animals within the walls of the town. The fine for doing so was 40s. (£2) for each offence. We
are not told if the town had a shambles, or butchering yard.18

Fethard, however, did have a shambles for its butchers from 1717 onwards. In Clonmel at the
same period the butchers were directed to use the shambles at a rent of 17s.4d. (87p) for each
stall, and the meat was to be “dressed in such a manner as the law directs”. There is no
reference in the Fethard records to any such levy being imposed.19

There is, however, reference to “great abuses being done by the Butchers of this Town (i.e.
Fethard) in their Dressing of Meat in Stripping of Kidneys and suet from the said Meat”. This
problem was to be presented in 1714, 1715 and 1722. These are the only corporation
references to butchers and butchering within the liberty of Fethard that are to be found in the
minute books.

Pigs wandering unringed around the town came also to the notice of the D’Oyer jury. In 17101t
was ordered that any person who had pigs straying within the liberty was to be fined 6d. (2',p).
In the following year the beadle was requested to have all pigs ringed to stop them rooting. In
this entry those citizens who had pigs unringed were named.
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The problem of unringed pigs disappeared from the corporation minutes for a few years, but in
1718t once more reared its ugly snout. By now the problem must have become more serious,
because the beadle was ordered to not alone impound all wandering pigs but to kill any
captured.

Two years later the jury again requested the beadle to impound any pigs found roaming. On
this occasion there was no mention of killing them. Instead, they had to be redeemed from the
local pound at a cost of 12d. (5p) a pig. In Thomastown in the 1720's a similar system prevailed
and the fine also stood at 12d.20

By the mid-1720 s the problem of wandering pigs rooting in Fethard had disappeared from the
corporation minutes.

Among the many matters scattered throughout the records is a reference to the quartering of
soldiers on the inhabitants of Fethard. The reference has a date, 20 February 1720, and deals
with the quartering of dragoons. In payment the corporation decided that £7 should be laid out
among the several inhabitants involved, and the method of distribution was to be left to the
discretion of the sovereign.

Thereis no explanation given to account for quartering at that particular time. It may well have
been the result of a bitterly contested parliamentary election which had taken place in the
town in the previous year.

This is the only reference to the quartering of troops. It may well be that it was noted only
because the troops were invited to the town by the corporation and so the latter would have
been liable to reimburse the citizens. It is possible that troops were often quartered on the
inhabitants without any compensation being offered.

The Michaelmas D’Oyer meeting on 29 September 1717 presented that all the inhabitants
living within the liberty of Fethard should be obliged to do “Suit and Service” at all the courts
held by the corporation, no excuse was to be accepted. Throughout the 130 years of extant
records this is the only time such obligations were placed on the citizens.
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