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- General Summary

There are many ways of looking at adoption, with many questions,
perspectives and biases. This briel study of adoption in Ireland serves merely as
an inwroduction to some of the more important sociological issues involved,
issues that relate to social definition, historical background, associations with
legitimacy and illegitimacy, demographic characteristics, and conceptual
concerns of success and failure. Critically, it is important to emphasise that the
following work does not constitute an integrated theory, nor a policy report, a
set of organised research findings, or a planned and detailed agenda. The title
of the work is quite precise; the publication is an assemblage of issues. It
represents a kind of sociological background with which the study of adoption
may proceed, and it tries to be a contribution to the larger literature on the
sociology of adoption.

The first chapter sets forth the oudine of the study and discusses the
delinition and ideas of adoption. It clarifies what adoption is, as opposed to
what many people think it is. It reviews the promise of adoption for
permanence and continuity in the care of the child who is not or cannot be
raised by the biological parents and kin. It confronts the mystique of adoption
in the social and biological realms of identity. And it argues that the practice of
adoption has both universal and historical applications, as well as associations
with both legitimate and illegitimate birth.

These latter ideas are taken up quite specifically in the Irish context and in
ivish history in the second chapter. The facior of illegitimacy is discussed as a
stigma in social encounters, but the effects of illegitimate birth have appeared
to vary over time. Furthermore, Part 2 argues, the association of illegitimacy
with adoption is relatively new in Irish life. The Brehon Law of early Irish
society offered elaborate prescriptions for “‘fosterage,” a practice of child care
and socialisation which closely resembles modern adoption in that both
institutions lead 1o the acquisition of new and sustained kinship identity. An
important difference between the rwo Irish worlds resides in the “adoption’ of
both legitimate and illegitimate children under the Brehon Law, and the
adoption of predominantly illegitimate children only in contemporary law.

Modern adoption is taken up in the third and fourth Parts, as the available
data on adoption cases, the adopted children themselves, and the background
of adoptive parents, are presented and discussed, for the years 1953 through
1981. The numbers of adoptions are not keeping up with the increasing rate of
illcgitimate births, and this wend is discussed in the context of the numbers of

|




2 ISSUES IN ADOPTION IN IRELAND

beneficiaries of the Unmarried Mother’s Allowance. The major question for
social and economic programmes revolves around the prospects of care for the
designated illegitimate children, whether adopted, or raised by their biological
mothers in their own family arrangements with state support, or in presently
unclear circumstances. Additional data are summarised over the years
according to the adopted child’s sex, religion, and age when placed for
adoption.

The adoptive parents are also described in the recent years of legal adoption
practice. Figures relating to the place of adoption in Ireland, and to the
occupationa! background of adopting fathers, are examined and discussed.
There is further information on the proportions of those parents who have
initiated second or subsequent adoptions in their families, as well as a report on
the particular agency of adoption placement and the trend in adoption
applications and Adoption Board rejections.

The last section, Part 5, departs from the specifically Irish context and
presents a more conceptual framework for the consideration of adoption. It
probes for the broader social conditions under which an adoption is thought to
succeed or fail. Adoption is viewed here as a social force which broadens the
meaning of family and kinship, and the ideas of success and failure are
discussed along the lines of identity, a sharing of family history and a sense of
family belonging. The basic sociological ideas of “‘culture” and “structure” are
explained and applied to the adopted individual. The success of adoption is
defined as permanence and continuity, while the failure of adoption may be

viewed as variations on this theme, as forms of discontinuity in the adoptee’s
life.




PART 1: INTRODUCTION

I did not understand that I, who had so carefully
documented the histories of the people I was writing
about, had ne history of my own to set theirs against.
Like a true creature of the nether world, I had no
shadow.

—Betty Jean Lifton

Come away, O human child!
To the waters and the wild
With a faery, hand in hand,
For the world’s more full of weeping
than you can understand.”
—W. B. Yeais
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Adoption in its modern and legal form began in Ireland with the 1952
Adoption Act, but the flundamental idea of adoption — that is, the acquisiton
by an individual of new family membership, which is viewed as equivalent to
the kinship ol the individual's birth — is an ancient and historic one in [reland.
In their own respective periods, both old and new forms of adoption are seen as
institutional; they each developed widely acceptable practice, each wearing the
cloak of respectabilivy. This fact provides another basis of continuiry in the
sociology of Irish life over the centuries.

The study of adeption in Ireland, then, provides an excetlent opportunity for
the sociological reflection of continuity and change, not just on the broader
scile of the Irish past and Irish present, but also on the more personal
dimension of human behaviour. Questions about the “success” and *“failure”
of adoption generally refer to the individual’s position, the social and private
happiness of the adoptee and the adopting family, but these issues also raise
imporiant ideas to the society as a whole: pragmatic considerations of social
policy and practice, of basic child care, of health and justice and education, as
well as more philosophical thoughts of the values of society, the relationship
between continuity and change, and the meaning of Irish identity.

Since 1952, and through the most recent recorded data for the year 1981,
there have been a total of 29,365 adoptions in Ireland.' When one considers the
number ol people involved, direcdy or closely, in all these adoptions — the
adoptees themselves, the adopting mothers and fathers, the parents of birth,
and the relatives and friends of all these families — one is dealing with a
substantial segment of the wotal Irish population. The recency of the modern
Adoption Act, the total number of adoptions within the relatively small
country, and the growing importance of the subjec, all contribwe as
compelling reasons for adoption research and study. It is in this context that the
present work has been undertaken.

On Understanding Adoption

Of all the many legal and social practices in modern societies which deal with
the variations of child placement and fundamental child care, it is adoption
which suggests the most promise and the greatest possibilities. At the same
time, as will be noted, itis adoption which can show signs of the most profound
mvstique and avendant dilemmas. As a broad category, child placement covers

Y Report of An Bord Uchtéla { Adoption Board) for Year Ended j1at December, 1981 (Dublin: Suationery Oflice,
1982), p.3




INTRODUCTION 5

nmumerous policies and procedures in any society’s decisions of who will be
parent to a given child. Birth registration, birth certification, and religious and
cultural rites of passage, are the most prevalent, but other practices relate 10
decisions for child abuse, neglect, abandonment, juvenile delinquency, youth
offenders, foster care, forms of adopuon, and the judicial and communal
patterns of child custody in marital separadion, annulment, and divorce.

The mystique of adoption begins with the definition itself. According o one
approach, which is useful for its inclusion of both de jure, de facte, and common-
law variations, as well as for its cross-cultural relevance, adoption is “the
institutionalized praciice through which an individual belonging by birth to
one kinship group acquires new kinship ties that are socially defined as
cquivalent to the congenital ties.”’? This briefl definition does not tell us how the
new family attachments replace the old ones, or whether compleiely, or
pardally, or not at all. The mystique, at least for legal adoption in Ireland and
other Western societies, has its foundation in the social meanings of these old
and new bonds. For adoption is the only official practice in child placement
which acknowledges a change of identity, or in other words, that someone is no
tonger what he or she used 1o be: a new name, a new family, clearly different
social networks and inevitable linkage to a different familial history.

Despite the emphases of modern society on social change, on the themes of
individuality, social mobility, and voluntarism, and the supports of law for the
separation from ascribed bonds, the confusions of adoption remain. They
rernain, on the one hand, in persisting thoughus about the meaning of race,
blood and genetic inheritance. These biological martters are maiched in modern
adoption, on the other hand, by more social interests, such as family history,
biography and genealogy. Above all these questions often looms a kind of
cumulative miysiery of individual identity and origin: ““Who are his people?”
“What is her background?” “Where does he come from?’” and “Who am 1?7

To those who have given the idea of adoption any serious thought, the social
dilemmas are clearly evident, au least some of the time, but in a very personal
form. if there is any doubt about these difficulties, they are graphically
represented in the literature and language of the subject. The number of names
and connotations {or the adopted child, for example, is overwhelming: the

Weinstein, International Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences, (1ESS), 1968, p. 96. Definitions of adoption
twhether in law, sacial work, or culture-specific studies) vary a great deal, akmost in direct proportion 1o
the variation ol adoption practice around the world. From the sociological point of view, the idea of
adoption is rather neglecied. There is an under-development of the meaning and nature of adoption in
broad conceptual terms. For luriher discussion, see Part 5 of this study.
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adoptee as the illegitimate, the bastard, the stigmatised, the alternative, the
changeling, the substitute, the double, the imposter, the second best, the
survivor, the twice born, the compromise, the stranger, the unwanted, the
outsider, the alien. The nuances and implications in all these words suggest
rather powerfully how complex the historical attitudes and societal sentiments
are with regard to the very idea of adoption.3

The confused language of adoption does not stop with the adoptee, but
extends to the other central parties involved as well. There is often, in the
literature, a groping for the precise term to refer to the natal mother, about
whom images abound. She has been designated by many variations of “‘that
other woman’' and as a mother who is alternatively called: natural, primary,
first, biological, original, birth, physical, bio, real, true, own, other, and blood.
Similarly, the muddle of terminology proceeds wo the names and adjectives for
the adopting mother and father themselves, many times described with some
kind of qualification. The term “parents”’ alone may not suffice, and it may
have to be parents who are alternatively: secondary, foster, sociological,
environmental, psychological, not real, not true, not own, not natural, and
even, unnatural. The language used to differentiate between the adoptee’s natal
mother and adoptive parents is often laden with emotional overtones, and the
excess is stigmatising to all concerned.

Finally, adoption as an important part of child placernent in the modern and
individualised world of Western societies is characterised by mystique because
of the common practices of closed files. There is a complex of laws and
regulations which controls the adoption process at all stages, and this leads 1o
the separation of natal mother from adoptive parents, the sealing of records
and information, and the overall privatisation of behavior. All of these
constraints have their manifest purposes of assurances and protection for one
or more of the central partes involved (adoptee, adopting parents, and natal
mother), but their latent [unction and unintended consequence is the
sustenance of mystique: secrecy, the mystery of origins, the conunuation of
stigma, and a contribution to personal and familial amnesia.

At the same time, however, as we consider the outlines of mystique for the
nature of modern adoption, we must recognise another major dimension
which is a striking counterpart. Of all the many practices and possibilities in

3- This imagery ol adoption language, exiending 1o the designations of the adopted child, the natal
mother, and the adoptive parents, is evident in both old and new discussions of the subjeat, and in many
sources of literature, whether fictional, historical, psychological, or sociolegical. For a brief accounuing,
see Lifton (1975).
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child placement, adoption has the most promise for fundamental child care,
when the child, for whatever reasons, is not raised by the biological father and
mother. As with all promise there are no guarantees, but the hope of adoption
rests essenually with permanence, and the probability of continuity.

The rational promise of adoption is not limited to modern practice with its
legal structures, nor is it limited to Western societies, the contemporary world,
and the sociclal ethos of privatused family systems. The idea of adoption is a
universal phenomenon, practiced across history and diverse culwures;
embraces the many diflerences of de facto, de jure, and common-law customs, of
ancient societies as well as more recent periods of time, of diverse races,
religions, eihnicities, and of both collective and more individualised family
arrangements.

While the practice of adoption reflects inevitable variation over different
times and in different cultures, the universality of the idea seems to be based on
one or more of four major social concerns. It is these functions that emphasise
the radonality and the enduring promise of adoption: the concern for, and
promotion of, child welfare, as one of solidly permanent and not ephemeral
importance; the conferral of parental starus on childless couples; the granting
of judicial and familial legitimacy to the social status of the adoptee; and the
provision of heirs and descendants for property transmission and family
solidarity.4 Interestingly, these manifest social concerns are consistent with
more latent economic considerations. Adoption must also be viewed in the
light of public and private expense. Modern society, with its responsibilities for
the care of those unable to care for themselves, shows an interest in adoption
because it is the least expensive form of child placement and the least taxing on
the public purse.

Most important, it is these functions which reinforce the values of
permanence and continuity, No other modern form of child care of placement,
outside of the biological family, comes close in approximating these values. The
shifting of children from institution to institution, within different residential
facilities, among foster homes and other temporary arrangements, and even
from the custody of one person or relative to another, all contribute o a kind of

4+ Weinstein, /ESS, 1963. An carlier, more anthropological discussion of the idea is presented by Lowie,
Encyclopedia of the Social Sciences, 1930. See also the entry on contemporary adoption by Abbott in the
same {1930) editton of the Encyclopedia.
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temporising dislocation for the child.5 Adoption, on the other hand, means
permanence and continuity.

The Plan of This Study

1t is important to emphasise at the outset what this document will and will
not include. As an introduction to the study of adopuon in Ireland, the goal is
modest and straightforward: a general overview of Irish adoption, based on
what we already have avaitable to us, in the existing literature and data sources.
The project presents no new data as such, and there are no findings of any
originally-designed survey. The study consists only of secondary research and
analysis. Because the discipline of sociology is relatively young, and because the
practice of legal adoption in modern Ireland is relatively recent, there is not a
voluminous amount of material at hand. Thus, one important by-product of
this study will be the clarification of needs in adoption research in Ireland and
the directions for future investigations. The constraints of the project, dictated
by the available data and the introductory nature of the study itself, will point
the wavy.

The social confusions, discussed above, can only be clarified with empirical
and conceprual undersianding of the practice of adoption. To that end, this
project continues in Part 2 with a briel historical accounting of the idea of
adoption in the Irish past. Two themes are emphasised: the linkage of the two
ideas of illegitimate birth and of adoption, and the social connections between
fosterage in earty Irish society under the Brehon Law and modern adoption in
contemporary Ireland. There is much speculation and there are many
questions in the relevance of any historical issue for the present day, but this
much is clear: that the seemingly abstract continuities between the past and the
present are indeed real in the evolution of social behaviour, and that the notion
of adoption — of a child’s changing kinship and family relatdonships — is not
an innovation which dates its origin 10 the legislation of 1952.

Parts g and 4 both deal with the available contemporary data, as presented in
the annual Reports of An Bord Uchtdla, the Adoption Board. Since the Adoption
Act was introduced three decades ago, many questions have been raised about
the process and practice of adoption, the distribution of interest in adoption
throughout Irish society, and the social characteristics of the central parties

L - . - . . ] L
5 1e can easily be argued that these aliernative forms of child placement are vicissinudes or exter nal
simuch as they are more likely 10 violiate the ieeds of permanence and

upheavals inthe life of a child, i1

continuity, As vicissitudes, these shifts pose problems not only for the child's normal developmentasan
individual, but also for the child's sociological anachments to family. community, and society. These
ideas are twken up in Pare 5 of this swdy. On the need lor continuity in child care and adoption, from
the perspectives of law and psychouanalysis, see Goldsicin, Freud and Solnit (1973).
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involved — the adoptee, the adopting parents, and the natal mother. This
project is unable 1o provide answers to many of the imporant questions, {or the
more comprehensive rescarch is yet to be underiaken. A beginning can be
made, however, with a more systematic examination of the daa that are
published in the annual Reports. Tt should be emphasised as well thae this
background information is a necessary first step, not only for clarilication of the
common misunderstandings which surround modern adoption, but also for
assistance in the formulation of ideas with social policy implications.

An overview of adoption orders from 1953 through 1981 is presented in Part
5. The general pattern ol adoptions, in relation 10 total births and illegitimate
births, is discussed. Part g also includes an examinawion of the major
characteristics ol the adopted child: the sex of the adoptee, the religion as
indicated by the natal mother, and the age of the child at the time of placement.
Part 4 includes all available data on the social background of the adopting
parents: a discussion of their occupational characteristics, their place of
residence as indicated by the place of adopiion in Ireland, and the extent of
repetitive behaviour as in the number of adopters who adopt a second or
subscquent child. The range of information in Part 4 concludes with some
selective data on the adoption process itsell. This includes a discussion of the
different agencies of adoption placement, and a summary of the Adoption
Board’s applications and their rejections of prospective adopters.

The final section, Part 5, concludes the study with a discussion of the
meaning of success and failure in adoption. To most of us who are concerned
with the idea and praciice of adoption, whether as detached observers or as
involved parties, the questions of *success” and “failure”™ for the adopied child
are clearly paramount. As important as these questions are, they have received
the least rigorous attention and the least adequate definition. Part 5 offers a
new approach o these questions, with a proposed sociology of adoption that is
broadly conceptualised and is independent of any specific culture or society. It
aims o account for a fuller understanding of the mystique and promise of
adoption, with a comprehension of some ol the variations in adoption success
and adeption failure.

Last, there are bound o be substantial gaps in the presentadon of maerial in
this introductory paper. Aside from many additional questions involving the
adoptee, the adopting parents, and the natal mother, one mportant area refers

to the policies and procedures of the Adoption Societies themselves. As the
study shows, these Socicties now control the greater majority of all legal
adoptions in Ireland. The ideologies and practices of these agencies, in their
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critical roles as gatckeepers in child placement, have far-reaching significance
as a form of social control. What is their influence in the philosophy and
distribution of adoption in contemporary Ireland? A second important issue
revolves around the social state of illegitimacy and the fate of illegitimate
children. The study documents the historical and contemporary relation
between illegitimacy and adoption; the number and proportion of illegitimate
children are increasing, and a growing percentage of these are not being
adopied. The questions are self-evident. What are the changing patterns ol
child care, particularly in adoption alternatives such as institutional custody
and the decisions of unmarried parents and their families to raise the children
themselves?

Finally, the study points to the need for a sociological investigation of the
comtroversies and contemporary legal developments surrounding the
provisions of the 1952 Act. The historical background of the Brehon Law, its
provisions for the changes of kinship identity, and the status of illegitimacy and
child cave in more recent centuries, offer an intriguing context for the sociology
ol faw on modern adoption. Such an approach will convey the sentiments and
behaviour of the larger Irish society on adopuion isell, and more imporiantly,
will reflect the normatdive continuities and changes of Irish culture over time.
The large-scale debates on legal adoption provide a rich source for the
sociological and politcal description of Irish distinctiveness. These questions,
on the Adoption Societies, the siate of illegitimacy, and the 1952 Adopuon Act,
are some ol the more imporant issues awailing examination. With the
substaniive questions raised throughout the pages of this study, they constitute
an agenda for integrated social research in Irish studies.




PART 2: FOSTERAGE AND ADOPTION IN [RISH LIFE

Look back o look forward.
—Frank O'Connor

Quite apart from law, the relations arising from

fosterage were in popular estimation the most sacred
of the whole social system, and a stronger allection
|

ofientimes sprang up between persons standing in
those relations than that bewween immediate
relatives by birth,

—Laurence Ginnell
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Any discussion of modern adoption in Ireland shouid include some
accounting of the past, for the sources of both the mystique and the social
promise of adoption are to be found in the history of child care in the society.
With its reliance on secondary sources, this brief oudine of some of the aspects
ol irish child care, cenured around the sociological character of adoption,
losterage, legitimacy, and illegitimacy, could hardly presume to do any
substantive justice to the subject. The more complete story by social historians
and sociologists remains to be told. The purpose of this section is merely o
point to the conuinuity and change of some ol these issues in Irish life.

Because the vast majority of legal adoptions in contemporary Ireland are
restricted 1o children of illegitimate status — that is, those whose biological
mothers and fathers were determined not to be legally married to each other at
the time of their birth — the modern association between adoption and
illegitimacy has become rather entrenched. It has not always been so, and it
becomes imporant to consider this particular aspect of child care in the course
of the Irish experience.

The Factor of Hlegitimacy

The idea of illegitimacy appears to be a common thread throughout the
history and presemt day of Ireland, as indeed it is in many other societiest. As
such, it represents a kind of continuity in social life. But while the idea of this

contrast between legitimate and illegitimate birth is evident over time, the social
% Pheoretical fnterest in illegitimacy ok hold with the anthropological work of Malinowski and his
“principle of legitimaey,” The principle is proposed, universally, that “*no child should be brought into
the world withour s man — and one iman at that — assuming the role of sociological father, that is,
guardian and protector, the male link berween the child and the rest ol the community” (CF,
Malinowski, 1930, p. 137} The socivlogical problems and controversies of this formulation were
prominely mised by Davis (193901 1939b). and there have been ensuing debates in subsequent vears.
Itshould be einphasised here that Malinowski acknowledged the great variation in the culiural forms of
legitimacy and parenthood, More recent discussion, with valuable data and relevant COMIMEIMAry, is
found in Hartley (ry75) and in Laslen, Oosterveen and Smith {rg8o}.

For owr purposes here, however, it is the cullural response 1o the fact of illegitimacy which is mosi
important. Sociery’s view of the illegitimate child has varied significantly over time, often because of the
prevailing religious ethos. Calverton (1930) argues, for example, that “whenever or wherever
Christianity appears the legitimaee child suifers.” The staes of the illegitimae among the Chinese,
Hindus, early Jews, carly Temwons, and especially wmong the early Irish, Scots, and Welsh, was far
superior (o the corresponding st of the illegitimare in Christian culwares. In the later, Calverion
writes, such a child was reduced o “'a moral and social ourcas.™ {Calverton, 1930, p. 200}

The question of the meaning of “illegitimacy™ in dhe context of Trish life and luw roday, amidst

increasing disitlusiomment with marriage in Western socieies, as well as higher birth rates ouside of

marriage, is an imporian pic of debate. For some Trish background, see various issues of the Children
First Neundetter for velevam facts and discussion.
Also. Sharter (1977) provides some fairly recent legal accounting for Lreland.
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nature and, more imporiant, the stigma of illegitimacy have changed and
varied over the years, corresponding o the changes in marriage, family life,
law, kinship reladons, and society itself,

Golfman (1968} discusses the sociological basis of stigma, as a deeply
discreditung auribute which affects the social relationships of the individual in
question; the social identty and moral status of the signifier tend w be
overwhelmed by the fact of the stigma. GofTman discusses the background and
illustrations of the idea of stigma, and offers three broadly-classed and
differentiated types: physical deformities, membership in ethnic minoritics,
and blemishes of individual character. Although he does not elaborate on
illegitimacy, he does refer 1o the specific stigma of the label of “*bastard™ (p. 15),
and this socially defined attribute belongs to the third category of presumed
character failure.

While the elfects of stigmatisation vary, the “‘abnormality” of the illegitimate
chitd is reflected in all the connotations of bastardy: the fears of unknown
origin, the anxieties of bloodlines, the questions of mentality and inheritance.
When the sins of the mother are visited upon the child, the self-fulfilling
prophecy is already at work. Character deficiency or failure, which is presumed
to describe an individual, on the basis of a sacial stigma, may lead 10 precise
fulfilment, at least in the eyes or the subjective judgement of the beholder.

The belief in the weakness overwhelms any objective criteria of behaviour, so
that the illegitimate offspring is discredited as immoral, or worse, amoral, and
outside the moral code of the community. The bastard then sufTers the taint of
his birth. He is viewed as not legitimate, that is, not acceptable in the culwural
narms which govern social existence. The illegitimate child experiences this
opprobrium, just as the blind may be viewed as helpless, the dwarf as a fool, the
ex-mental patient as unpredictable, the ex-criminal as unreliable, and the
individual of an ethnic minority as exotic, dangerous, subversive, visionary,
clever, better, and worse, all ar the same time. Social normaliy is withheld from
many of the reladonships with stigmatised people. They are ofien

’

dehumanised. [n the stigma of the illegitimate child lies the basis ol & perceived
social difference.

In the Trish past, one may hypothesise that the stigma of the illegitimate child
was not always in evidence, or if so, not necessarily as intense or discrediting.
The Brehon Law, in force as the native legal system, prevailed in Ireland for an
estimated 1300 vears (Ginnell, 18g4), or at least more than a millenium (Bryan,
1923} In the existing manuscripus, there are many references to the distinctions
of legitimate and illegitimate birth (Ancient Laws of Ireland, 1865~1901). These
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references lead us to some appreciation of the structure of family and
community in Irish history.

In a recent study, for example, Robins (1980} argues that the flexible nature
of marriage and divorce in early Ireland, with seven conditions possible for
tegal separation, had undoubted influence on the status of children. The fact of
illegitimacy, which was indeed recognised, did not always intrude into
important considerations of land and inheritance. The custom of gavelkind
permitted the redistribution of one’s land among all the adult sons of the social
community, both legitimate and illegitimate (Robins, 1980, pp, 2-3; Nicholls,
1972). Robins concludes: ‘As long as the Brehon laws had force, the position of
illegitimate sons in Ireland was, then, more favourable than that of irregular
sons in other European countries.”’

The comparison of stigma is inevitably one of degree. Robins qualifies some
of the discussion on the status of the illegitimate with acknowledgement of
direct discrimination, exposure of unwanted children, infanticide, and the
abandonment of infants “because of their irregular origin.” The extent to
which this behaviour was frequent is unknown. More importantly, the social
dilferences which were employed in early history to distinguish between kinds
of illegitimacy, and the perception of illegitimacy at different levels of the
soclety, remain unclear.

To this brief account we can add some references in the laws which connect
child care directly 1w apparent illegitimacy. In a list of many detailed
wransgressions, the Brehon Law of Distress states a ““distress of five days’ stay for
taking care of the son of a harlot’” (Ancient Laws of Ireland, Volume 1, p. 185). Itis
not clear exactly what the social position of the “harlot” is, nor what the precise
meaning is of this form of care. Upon the assumption that this law refers to
adopuion or fosterage, it is plain that there are stigmatic conditions involved.
Despite these nuances, the Brehon Law clearly lists obligations for child care,
and lor all children, as the responsibilities of 'social connections” (Ancient Laws
of Ireland, Volume 11}, In her commentary, Bryant (1928) reviews these social
requirements with direct reference to the Law’s provisions for the care of
children, notably of different wypes of illegitimate birth. As will be discussed
subsequently, fosterage under the Brehon Law was extensive and deiailed.
While there appear 1o be some inconsistencies, one conclusion is clear;
fosterage and child care provisions were not always confined to those of
legitimate status within the community, nor w those of illegitimate position
outside.

The Brehon Law provided a complex and flexible structure of constraints
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and regulations aflecting family, community and society. The legal system is the
best direct measure of the normative development ol Trish attitudes toward the
ideas of legitimacy and illegitimacy, and these norms were sophisticated and
heavily qualified. Greater rigidity, more arbitrary definitions, and the clearer
outlines of social stigma, probably began o take [orm in those parts of [reland
whicli were changing under the laer norms of Christian maurimony and the
influence ol English law in the Middle Ages (Nicholls, 1972). By the close of the
eighteenth century, atany rate, the sigma of illegiumacy had taken a powerlul
hold on the cultural values and social system ol the Irish people.

The nature of illegitimacy and the decisive stigma it can engender are
carcfully described in Connell’s (1968) work on rural Ireland before the
Famine. The prevailing ethos was clearly stated; “A neighbour's illegitimacy
was no matter of indiflerence in peasant society” {Connell, 1968, p. 61). The
stigma of shame, ridicule, and dishonour often led to the acual development of
a pariah staws for the mother and child. In many instances, the disgrace led 10
infanticide, exposure, abandonment, and the banishment of the mother from
the community. She would be reduced 1o beggary, prostitution, or a life of hard
labour in some distant location. Given the fact of illegitimacy, the self-fulfilling
prophecy would come 10 pass.

The conditions of the swrviving illegitimate children are described with
horrific detail in the studies by Connell and Robins. The poverty of Ireland in
the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries is symbolised by the vicissitudes of
homelessness in these narratives about foundlings, orphans, evacuees, and the
charity children, especially those in the workhouses [rom the Famine years of
the 18408 down to the [irst decade of the nwentieth century. The stigma of
illegitimacy is itself intertwined with the stigma of poverty, in the judgements ol
those outside of these problems. And even among the most deprived and
disadvaniaged, 10 be poor and illegitimate was the mark of the lowest rank.

Contemporary associations ol Irish illegitimacy do not necessarily carry the
same sugma of poverty that was evident in much of the discussion in eighteenth
and nineteenth century sources. The segment of modern Irish life where these
associations do persist, sametimes viewed as a kind ol anachronism, is in the
subculwure of the Irish tavellers or itinerants. The social position of this group
in Irish society is characierised not only by the stigma of extreme poverty (and
the siercowvpes of high fertility and alleged illegitimacy) but also by the stigina
of a distinctive ethnic culwire itself. it is the complexity of all three discrediting
atribuies which conuributes 1o the kinds of relationships the wravelling people
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have with the settled Trish of the society.?

Early Fosterage and Modern Adoption

The fact that modern Irish adoption has been largely based on the fact of
illegitimacy has not always been the Irish experience. The well-known fosterage
of the Brehon Law and early Irish society is comparable to contemporary
adoption, particularly in its form which led 1o the acquisition of new kinship
connections for the fostered child. The important similarity between the two
phenomena lies in this point; the social identity of the adopted or fostered child
is changed, through the permanent gain of different family relationships.
Theoretically, atany rate, the continuity between the conceptual outline of early
fosterage and that of modern adoption is direct, despite a major difference that
the system of carly fosterage *‘adopted” all kinds of children, legitimate and
illegitimate, free and slave, identifiable and foundling.

The Brehon Law documents the institution of fosterage in great dewail. The
manuscripts provide, for example, a description of the age swructure for the
socialisation of foster sons (Ancient Laws of Ireland, Volume 11, pp. 186=187). In
this discussion of the regulations which involve ages and restitutions for
oftenses, the question is posed: “How long is there power over foster sons?™
(““That is, how long is the power of castigation allowed over the sons who are
being fostered?”’) The answer refers to three age categories of foster sons: the
first age, which begins with the first year of life and goes 1o seven years of age;
the middle age, from seven to twelve years; and the last age, of twelve to
seventeen vears. [ seems quite plausible to conclude that foster sons were able
to begin their losterage as carly as the age of one year, and it would last until the
child reached the age of “'selection” or marriage; this was the age of sevenieen
for bovs, and of fourteen for girls. Given the young ages and the priority of
socialisition, it is not surprising that Mac Niocaill (1972, p. 58) suggests that the
familv anachments created by the praciice of fosterage were more binding,
even. than those created by marriage.

7+ On the meaning of cibnicity in the distinctive subculture of the Irish vavellers. see Gmelch (1g77).
Dempsey and Geary (197¢) provide a profile with demographic, cconomic and educational
indformation,

On the child’s age at the beginning of his or her fosterage, the secondary sources seem to conflia with
cihe other, Mae Niocail] (vg72) states that it is seven years. In view of the influence of socialisation on
the forimation of values and atachments in a child's life, and in view ol the reputed strength ol fosterage
bondy, T would lean toward o younger age, younger even than seven years, for the start of the {osierage

experienve,
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There were complex regulations which involved the payments of fees
between [amilies, and the many responsibilities on the parts of both the foster
child and the foster parents. These refer to the provisions of gifts, education,
training, clothes and food. There were distinctions made for sex dilTerences,
and there were both civil and criminal specifications. Further distinctions arosc
as to “good” fosterage, “bad” fostcrage,
losterage.

The elaborate detail of the socialisation of the fostered child, and the
subsequent relationships, were not surprisingly rather primary, affective and
familial. Mac Niocaill (1972, p. 59) writes: “On the child’s side this created an
obligation at least as strong as those of filial piety; the foster-parents were

0

over” fosterage and “joint”

known by werms, aite and muime, which in origin were child language (‘daddy’
and ‘mammy’); the slaying of a foster-parent was parricide (or matricide),
sexual commerce with them incest.” The child’s name would ofien reflect the
new foster-family attachments. 9

The functions of such an institution suggest its own complexity. The *'Cain’
Law of Fosicrage, and the Laws ol Social Connexions, list the duties and
responsibilities between the parents and the children (Ancient Laws of Ireland,
Volume I1). There was the care and support for the parents in their old age. In
return, there was the promise of additional lineage, of wider contacts and
loyalties, and of a broader base for social and political opportunitics. Fosterage
did not seem 1o be restricied to the highest sirata of the early Irish society,
although it may have been predominant there; there was evidence of this
institution in operation at all levels of the community.'®

Ll

9 The changes of names are often mentioned in the biographies of heroes and celebrared figures in frish
literature, See Hyde (18g9); Cross and Slover (1936); and O'Connor {1967).

Ivish folklore and. history convey many examples of losterage and adoption and the idea clearly
vanscends any particular sacial category. The great Irish epic, Féin Bé Cuailnge, for example, veflects this
theme of childhood and youth with understated power (CF. Kinselli, 1969). There appear to be various
group distinctions, with adoptions by the community as well as adoptions or fosterage by a pariicular
tamity. The imore collective solidarity of early irish society would scem 0 suggest the former as well as
the fater. Maine writes of the diffusion of fosterage through Irish society and of the imporance of ihis
practice {or s'ub-(‘:llcgorics. “The Irish Family undoubtedly received additions through Adoption.
The Sept, or larger group of kindred, had a definite place for Strangers admiued to it on stated
conditions . . .7 (Maine, t875, p. 291) The carly manuscripis themselves go into great deil. " There are

many reguladions respeaing the adopted sons. i.e. anadopied son of the 'geilfine,” an adopted son of the
“deirbhfine,” and an adopted son of an extern tribe. The adopted son of the *geiliine’ gews a share among
the tribe. both in house and land, unless ke has been adopied against the will of the wribe. But the adopied
son of the “deirbhfine’ if ke has not been adopted against the will of the wibe, shares in all the land, but he
has his shave of the house ondy alter having gone over info the family 10 be waken care of " (Ancent Lawos of
{reland. Volume 1V, p. 28g)
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The major lunction and characteristic of fosterage is generally thought to be
the expansion of an individual's loyalties and alliance potential in the social and
political structure of the society. Thesc loyalties, of course, rest on the
sociological framework of primary relationships, and the development of
kinship networks. [n this sense, early fosterage was another expression of
adoption, defined as the acquisition of new and different family attachments.

This broad interpretation of adoption is consistent with the wider and more
universal approach. Variations on this theme are found in many different parts
of the world and throughout history (Benet, 1976). The major difference
between carly Irish fosterage and modern legal adoption appears to lie in the
question of the social proximity ol a child’s natal kinship with the subsequent
adopting family.

The modern procedure is the absolute separation of these two nevworks. The
adopted child is removed legally, sociologically, psychologically, and
permanently, from his or her biological background. The historical practice of
Irish fosterage, on the other hand, appcars to add, rather than replace, kinship
rclations. Unless the Tostered child is an orphan or a foundling, there would be
sustained familiarity with past as well as present homes. Consequently, one
might distinguish between these wwo styles of adoption as supplemented hinship, as
opposed to supplanted kinship. The sociological distinction is critical and might
have a significamt bearing in different arcas of adoption research and policy.

While the distinctions are important, the continuity between carly fosterage
and modcrn adoption is interesting in the context of Irish society. The two
forms both reflect the same sociological possibilities in the development of
child care and a child’s primary associations. Despite the semantic similarity,
one should point out that early fosterage is not at all the same as modern
[osterage. The later represents a clearly instrumental style of child care; its
design helps 10 create relationships which are move secondary, that is, those
which tend w be temporary, expedient, segmented, and a means to a quite
specilic end.'” Modern adoption, as with the precedent of historical fosterage,
helps to provide the contrast of kinship and group belonging. The socialisation
ol these primary relationships creates social bonds which are permanent,
resolute, integrative, and an end in themselves. In this important and shared
stmilarity, ancient fosterage in Ireland paves the way for modern adoption.

Vhe Geae the discussion on modern foster cire in dreland in the Final Repart of the Task Force on Child Care

Services (ig8ul. See also the description in “Fostering,” Natienal Sociul Service Coundil (1981}




PART 3: LEGAL ADOPTION IN IRELAND (1953—1981)

One officer of the Adoption Society can remember a
rural deputy saying to him that to interfere with the
line of succession was ‘like interfering with a stud-

book.’
—]. H. Whyte
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The long history and literature of different forms of child adoption in
Ireland find their contemporary expression in the Adoption Act of 1952, and
the several amendments in subsequent years. The 1952 adoption legislation was
introduced and debated under sharply controversial conditions, and the full
story of the 19508 and the continuing adoption-related social policies remains
10 be old. The best discussion to date of the issues around adoption is provided
by Whyte (1980} in the larger political context of church and state. Other
relevant contributions on modern Irish adoption are found in the work of
Good (1g71) on the regulations of the 1952 Act, in Good (1970} and Darling
(1974} on social work practices, and in Shatter (1977) on family law in Ireland.
These sources are useful as well for some description of the process of legal
adoption, and for an assessment of problems with the administrative agencies
involved.'?

An Querview of Irish Adoption

The review of long-range patterns of adoption in Ireland, however, has been
neglected, and it is the purpose of this section, and the following part,
present some basic sociological findings. As was noted above in Parc 1, this
project has no original survey material at hand. Instead, the author has
collected all available figures from the Annual Reports (of An Bord Uchtila, the
Adoption Board) for examination. Thesc brief reports, which number twenty-
seven separate documents, cover the years 1953 o 1981 inclusively, and arc
reviewed here in the context of relevant supplementary material.

An overview of adoptions since 1953, along with corresponding figures for
ol live births and the number of recorded illegitimate births, is offered in
Table 1. The column for adoption orders shows an overall substantial increase
during the time period. The total number of adoptions for the first five years of
the legal process, that is, from 1953 through 1957, is 3,372. The similar
calculation for the most recent five years, from 1977 through 1981, is 5,644. The
difference between these two Ngures is 2,292, which represents a 67 per cent
increase (rom the beginning of the period to the present tme.

V4 Any livting of sources on legal adoption in Ircland must acknowledge the collected issnes of the Children First
Newsdetter, published three times a year by the Children First organisation of Dublin, since the firs
number in Autumn 1975, Much valuable information is presented on all aspects of adopiion in Iretand,
and on the practice of adoption in other countrics as well. Additional references to contemporary
adoption include an unpublished dissertation, with case studies of Irish experiences, on the social work
praciice of meerings between natal and adoptive parents, prios to the placement of a child for adoption
(Ferguson, 1979} and an unpublished report by a Dublin adoption society on responses 1o their survey
of adoptive parents (Protestant Adoption Socicty, 1977).
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Table 1: Total births, illegitimate births, and adoptions in Ireland, 1953—1981
(absolute figures and percentages)

Per cent Per cent
Total Hlegitimate illegitimate adopted of
Year births births of total Adoptions illegitimate
1953 62,558 1,340 2.1 3381 28.4
1954 62,534 1,310 2.1 888 67.8
1955 61.022 1,234 2.0 786 63.7
1956 Go,740 1,173 1.9 565 48.2
1957 01,242 1,032 1.7 752 72.9
1958 59,510 976 1.6 592 6o.7
1959 Go,188 959 1.6 501 52.2
1960 60,735 963 1.6 505 52.2
1961 59,825 975 1.6 547 561
196¢ 61,782 111 1.8 699 62.9
1963 63,246 1,157 1.8 840 72.6
1964 64,072 1,292 2.0 1,003 77.6
1965 63,525 1,408 2.2 1,049 74.8
1g66 62,215 1,436 2.9 1,178 §2.0
1967 61,307 1,540 2.5 1,493 96.9
1968 61,004 1,558 2.6 1,343 86.2
1969 62,912 1,042 2.6 1,225 74.0
1670 64,382 1,709 2.7 (IR Sa2.7
1§71 67,551 1,842 2.7 1,305 70.8
1972 68,527 2,005 2.9 1,291 64 .4
1975 68,713 2,167 5.2 1,402 64.7
1974 638.907 2,309 3.4 1415 61.3
1975 67,178 2.515 3.7 1,443 574
1976 67,718 2,545 3.3 1,104 13-4
1977 63,436 2,837 4.2 1,127 39-7
1978 69,844 2,G51 4.2 1,228 41.4
1979 72,352 3,331 4.6 - 9338 29.7
1980 74,388 3,091 5.0 1,115 30.2
1981 72,355 3,911 5.4 1,191 30.5
Total 1,879,368 52,919 2.8 29,365 55.5

Sources: For births, Statistical Abstracts of freland, 1960 (Table 16), 1965 (Table 14).
1970-71 (Table 14), 1977 (Table 13); Quarterly Reports on Births, Deaths, and Marriages.
1977-1931. For adoptions, Annual Report of An Bord Uchtdla (Adoption Board),
1458-1981.
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While the overall increase in child adoption is clear from these data, there are
fluctuations in the numbers of adoptions through the years, as indicated by the
graph in Figure 1. The largest number of adoption orders seems to be centered
in the period from 1967 (the peak year of the entire range, with 1,493
adoptions) through 1975 (which has the second highest number, a 1o1al of 1,443
adoptions). 1t is difficult 1o say here just why there are these variations. They
may relate to economic conditions which affect a family’s decision 10 adopt a
child, or a second and subsequent child. Additionally, there may be more
specific and adoption-related political reasons which aftect the overall pauern
ofadoption increase in Ireland. One such contributing factor was undoubtedly
the adverse publicity of the McL. Case, which was highlighted in the mid-
seventies, and may well have been responsible for some of the rather abrupt
decline in adoptions in the years lollowing 1¢75.'3

Finally, the suggested influence of more cultural and demographic factors
cannot be overlooked. The overall increase in adoption may correspond to the
changes in marriage, family, and sex behaviour in Irish society over the last
generation. Alternative seyles of family arrangements, increasing usage of the
means of birth conwrol, the growth of the women’s movement in the poliics
and consciousness of the society, and the rise in the use of legal abortion clinics
in Britain by Irish women, all have their potential effects on the growth of
adoption practice.

The presumed influences, however, are complicated, and the same factor
may work in subtly different ways. For example, on the aggregate level, the
usage of birth control may be said w decrease the number of legitimate
children within marriages, and it may contribute o increasing the general
interest in adoption by married spouses who wish to enlarge their families but
not by their own conception. Keating (1g76—77) has shown, in his analysis of
demographic trends for the period of 1961 10 1976, that legitimate fertility rates
have declined, consistenly and substantally, for all married women in age
groups over 25 vears, and that this decline becomes successively greater from
vounger to older women.

Hlegitimate fertility, on the other hand, is increasing in Ireland. Table 1
above provides the absolute figures for the total live births and for illegitimate
births, and the resultane illegitimacy rate {the proportion illegitimate out of

'3+ The Mcl.. Case, drawn out over an extended period of time during the late 19703, symbolises the fear ol
imany, that an adoption order may not be permanent, and that loopholes and re-interpretations in
vepdations and brws may force the adopiing family 10 lose their child, There was exsensive covevage of
this case in the press and in the issues of the Children First Neunletter.
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wtal births), from 1953 through 1981. Since the years 1959 and 1960, the
illegitimacy rate of births climbs steadily, with no variations at all, from a low of
1.6 per cent, 1o 1981 with a high of 5.4 per cent. Presently then, illegitimacy
relers o more than one out of every twenty births. '

Adoption in Ireland is mainly limited at the present time to illegitimate
children and to legitimate orphans who have survived both paremts. The
overwhelmning majority ol adopted children are, at the time of their placement,
socially and legally defined as illegiimate; their natal mothers and fathers were
not legally married to each other at the time of their birth. Because of this
siricture, adopuon and illegitimacy have a rather indelible association. Current
movements in Ireland 10 broaden the law, so as 10 permit the adoption of
legitimate children, may be as indirectly interested in removing some of the
stigma of illegitimacy from the fact of adoption as they are directly concerned
with extending the benefits of adoption and permanent child care to the many
categories of legitimate, but needy, children who are abandoned, who
experience neglect, and who are subject 10 abuse and malwreatment.

In the last columm, Table 1 attempts to relate the two phenomena of
adoption and illegitimate status. The figures show the percentage adopted out
of all illegitimate births, fram the years 1953 through 1981. The applications
and final orders for adoption, as processed by An Bord Uchtdla, are not
necessarily limited to a specific year, and the ratio of adopted children 0
illegitimate births 1s merely a crude measure of association. It does not tell us
anvthing, lor example, about the availability of adopted children, about the
“supply’ lactor, since it s clear that many illegitimate children are not placed
[or adoption to begin with. And because the figures on adopting families come
from the administratton of the Adoption Board {(as the culminating agency),
rather than from the Adoption Socicties (as the initiating agency), the dawa do
not tell us anvihing about the “demand” factor, the extent of interest in
adoption throughout the sociery.

Nevertheless, Table 1 does inform us of two major findings. The first refers to
the overall total percentage and shows that more than a majority, 56 percent in

1 - R - . . . . . R - -
1 The knest available figures show persisting increase. The number of births registered in the first half of

1982 wias 35049, of which v129 were illegitimate — representing 5.9 per cent of the ol
Corresponding illegitimacy rines for this time period for England, Wales, Scotland, and Northern
leeland, showe similar panerns oflinerease. The vites themselves are higher for England and Wales (from
G per cent in kb, t 100 per cent in 1978), and for Scotland (from 4.6 per cent i 1961, 10 g.8 per
cent i 19780 butare more comparable for Northern Ireland (from 2.5 per cent in 1961, 10 5.4 percent
in g7 7). Dats sonrce: Comal Statisties OHice, Annual Absiract of Statistics {l.ondon: HMSO, 193u). Table
2.2, ppr 35—30.
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fact, of all illegitimate children have been adopted in the cumulative 29 years. If
legal adoption is considered only as one of a number of alternative child-care
possibilities, then the general results for the time period are rather impressive.
it is only a minority that has experienced, presumably, other forms of child
placement: decisions by their mothers and/or relatives to raise them within the
natal family; foster care; placement within designated residential facilities; and
cusiody in various kinds of wotal institutions.

The second finding appears to be just as striking, if more troublesome. This
refers to the evident internal pattern in recent years of the combined effect of
increasing illegitimate fertility and declining adoption practice. The highest
percentage of those adopted from the illegitimate pool is g6.9 in 1967; the
corresponding figure has fallen to g0 per cent in the most recent three years.
There are many questions that need to be asked about this apparent pattern. We
do not fully know, as of yet, what is happening to these thousands of children
who are not adopted. Is there an increase in the number of unmarried mothers
who decide to keep and raise their children? Is there a disposition by birth
mothers 1o keep their children in infancy, and agree to subsequent adoption
after a few vears of their own care? Is there a decline in interest in adoption, or
is the interest at the same level but unable to keep up with the rising illegitimate
fertility rate? Questions such as these will require a more intensive examination
of the “supply”’ of adoptable children and the “demand” by adoptive families.
Research which focuses on the various Adoption Societies will facilitate the
answers to these new and important issues.

Some qualified answers to these questions are provided, in the meantime, by
the data of Table 2. For the most recent years of 1973 through 1981, the table
lists the absolute figures of total births (Column A), of illegitimate births
(Column B), and of adoptions (Column C), as abstracted from Table 1 above,
along with annual data from the Department of Social Welfare on the number
of mothers and children who benefit from the Unmarried Mother’s Allowance.

The raw data on the numbéer of mothers who are receiving the Unmarried
Mother’s Allowance {with figures taken at 31 December of each year) are shown
in Column D, with the net increase in each year indicated in Column E. The
corresponding data on the number of children who benefit from the Allowance
are shown in Column F, with the net increases of new children added to this
population listed in Column G. The {igures reveal a consistent net increase for
both unmarried mothers and their children in the years shown. In the last row
ol Table 2, for example, as many as 955 new mothers and 1,168 new children
were added (o the scheme in 1981. The absolute increase in the number of
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Table 2: Total births, illegitimate births, adoptions and number of mothers and children benefiting from unmarried mothers allowance, 1973-1981
{absolute figures and percentages)

(A} (B) {Q (D) (E) (F} (G H=B-{C+G}
Mothers Net Children Net Estimate of o
recetving increase benefiting increase  illegitimate children Estimate 2
unmarried ineach  fromunmarried  ineach bom each year Per  ofpercemt &
Total  iMlegitimate mother’s year mother’s year not edopted or cent receiving -
Year births births Adoptions  allowance® in(D) allowance * in(F) receiving allowances  adopted  allowances :
=
1978 63,719 2,167 1,402 — —_ — —_ 765 (35.9%) 64.7 — ‘_-3
1974 68,907 2,309 1415 2,156 2,156 2,760 2,760 - = 61.8 — 3
1975 67,178 2,515 1,443 2,829 667 5,484 724 348 [(13.8%) 574 28.8 CZJ
1936 67,718 2,545 1,104 3,334 50 4,031 547 894 (35.1%) 434 21.5 5
1977 68,486 2,837 i,127 8799 465 4,490 459 1251 (44.1%) 39.7 16.2 z
1978 69,844 2.951 1,228 4,041 142 4,940 450 1,278 (48.3%) 41.4 15.2 =
1979 72.352 3.8%) 933 4,574 533 5:586 646 1,697 (50.9%) 29.7 194 O
1980 74,388 8.6g1 1,115 5,267 693 6.419 833 1,743 (47.2%) 30.¢ 22.6 z
1981 72.355 8.911 1,191 6,222 955 7.58¢ 1,168 1,557 (89.8%) 80.5 29.7 ©

Sources: See Table 1. For beneficiaries of unmarried mother’s allowance, Report of the Department of Social Welfare, 1972~-1975, 19761978,
1979-1950; corresponding figures for 1981 were supplied by the Deparument of Social Welfare.

*Figures 1aken at 51 December cach year,

_
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unmarried mothers who wish to raise their own children, at least as reflected in
these aggregate data, is clearly substantiated.

How does this pattern relate to the larger picture of child care for those of
illegitimate birth? Given the difficulties of precise measurement, Column H
offers an estimate of the numbers and percentages of those illegitimate children
who are born each year but who are neither adopted nor beneficiaries of the
Unmarried Mother’s Allowance. Column H is estimated by subuwracting (for
cach year} the total of the number of adopied children {in Column C) and the
net increase of children covered by the Allowance {in Column G} from the
number of illegitimate births recorded for that year (in Column B). The
percentages shown in Column H then will, when added to the percentages of
those adopted and of those receiving Allowances, total 100 per cent of the
illegitimate birth population for each year shown.

Viewed in this context, the proportion of children who are not adopted and
who do not receive benefit assistance has become a plurality of all such children
since 1977. Presumably, these children are either fostered or institutionalised
or raised in family settings without receiving state assistance. This plurality —
which even peaks Lo a majority in 1979 — also seems to have grown since the
low estimate of 18.8 per cent in 1975, along with the increase in absolute
numbers of illegitimate births. The corresponding proportions for the
adoptions, as noted above, show a decline, from 65 per cent in 1973 to only 30
per cent in 1981. And the estimates of children benefiting from the Allowances,
those cared for by their mothers, indicate a beginning of 29 per centin 1975, 2
decline in subsequent years, and a 1981 proportion of 3o per cent. In no vear
have the beneficiaries of the Unmarried Mother’s Allowance reached more than
one-third of the illegitimate birth population.

The impression received from these data warrants considerable care and
investigation. Most illegitimate children, as it would seem in recent years, are
not being adopted. Nor are they receiving state support with their mothers in
their own family arrangements. Clearly, most of these children are being raised
in unspecified situations, whether temporary or long range, whether in foster
homes or in insttutions, whether unstructured or super-structured. The values
of permanence and continuity which incorporation in family life provides a
child are likely 1o be missing in these unspecilied conditions.

Characteristics of the Aa-'opred Children

There are also many questions one rmay ask about the adoptees themselves,
and about their background. Because there is no extensive survey which
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inquires into the major characteristics of adopted children, this study is limited
to the three facts provided by the Annual Report: sex of adoptee, religion {as
practised by the natal mother and the adopting parents), and the age of the
adopted child when placed. Table g provides the data for the first of these, the
distribution of adoptees by sex.

Table 3: Sex of adoptee, 1953-1981 (in percentages)

Year Boys Girls Total {N)

1953 45.4 54.6 100.0 {381)
1954 46.8 58.2 100.0 {888)
1955 45-4 54.6 100.0 {786)
1956 48.7 51.8 100.0 {565)
1957 46.8 5%.2 100.0 {152)
1953 46.1 53.9 100.0 (592)
1959 45.9 54.1 100.0 (501)
1960 45.9 54.1 100.0 (505)
1961 46.6 53.4 100.0 (547}
1962 48.5 51.5 100.0 (699}
1963 46.2 53.8 100.0 (840)
1964 49.8 50.2 100.0 (1,008)
1965 53.1 46.9 100.0 (1,049)
1966 52.5 47.5 100.0 (1,178)
1967 51.0 49.0 100.0 (1,49%)
1968 52.0 48.0 100.0 (1,348)
1969 52.7 47.3 100.0 (1,225)
1970 51.8 48.2 100.0 (1,414}
1971 50.9 49.7 100.0 {1,305}
1972 50.8 49.7 100.0 {1,201}
1975 51.0 49.0 100.0 {1,402}
1974 49.6 50.4 100.0 (1,415}
1975 51.9 481 100.0 {1,443}
1976 52.9 471 100.0 {1,104}
1977 50.6 49.4 100.0 {1,127}
1978 5%.0 47.0 100.0 {1,223}
1979 53.3 46.7 100.0 (988}
198¢ 53.1 46.9 100.0 {1,115}
1981 52.6 47.4 100.0 (1,191)
Total 50.5 49.5 100.0 {29,365}

Source: Annual Report of An Board Uchtdla {Adoplion Board), 1953~1981.
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The total {igures in Table 3, based on all legal adoptions in Ireland, give a
nearly perfect 50—50 breakdown between boys and girls. There is no difference
with the sex of the adoptee in the total population. The annual figures,
however, suggest a slight pattern which is curious. From 1958 through 1963, the
first eleven years of legal adoption, girls were consistently more likely to be
adopted than were boys. In 1964, the distribution is for the first time virtually
cqual between the sexes. And then, from 1965 on through 1981, the pauern is
largely reversed, with boys showing some more consistent likelihood of being
adopted. The differences, as observed here, are not considerable in any event.
The interesting point is their respective consistency.

We do not know whether this table measures availability or preference, as far
as the sex of the child is concerned for the adopting parents. Korniuzer (1968, p.
53) suggests, with British data, that girls were always more easily adopted than
boys, and this seemed to be especially true in earlier years when there was less
adoption and a greater availability of adoptable children. It was clear at this
carlier period that preference could be exercised. Kornitzer does not discuss the
reasons for this pattern, but it may be due to a number of cultural factors and
dispositions: the feeling that girls are easier to raise, the belief that girls would
be more likely to be nearer the family in later years as a support for parental old
age, and perhaps, the senument that girls would appear to intrude less on
family lincage since they do not carry the family name.'s

As far as these Irish data are concerned, the pattern is interesting, if merely
suggested, because of the reversal over the years. Further research into the sex
ratio of available adopted children and the behaviour of naial mothers who
place their children for adoption could clarify the question. If availability is
important here, we might be able to learn whether there have been any changes
in the disposition of natal mothers to place their daughters or sons for
adoption. If preference is salient, given equal availability of boys and girls, we
might learn whether adopting parents have changed their sex choice of an
adopted child in this period, or whether indifference as to the sex of the adoptee
has become more normartve. In all cases, the patterns may be indicative of
changing family values in Ireland over the past generation or so.

Data on religion are based here on the religious affiliation of the adopted
children, as given in the Reports. Table 4 provides the percentage distribution of
religion for the children, for years as shown. The overwhelming number of
adoptions are Catholic, as expected, and there are signs of increasing Catholic

15 A more extensive discussion of sex preference in adoption is provided by Kirk (1964, pp. 123=-1435).
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Table 4: Religion of adoptee, 1953-1981 (in percentages)

Protestant,

Year Catholic Jewish, Other Tolal
195% 81.9 18.1 100.0
1954 91.3 8.7 100.0
1955 0.2 9.8 100.0
1956 90.6 9.4 100.0
1957 g2.8 7.2 100.0
1958 92.9 71 100.0
1959 93.8 6.2 100.0
1960 94.7 5.3 100.0
1961 95.0 5.0 100.0
1962 04.4 5.6 100.0
1963 96.5 8.5 100.0
1964 g6.9 8.1 100.0
1965 94.9 5.1 100.0
1966 95.7 4.5 100.0
1967 97.2 2.8 100.0
1968 97.0 8.0 100.0
1969 97.7 2.9 100.0
1970 g6.7 2.3 100.0
1971 g6.5 3.5 100.0
1972 q8.0 2.0 100.0
1978 96.6 9.4 100.0
1974 98.0 2.0 100.0
1975 97.9 2.1 100.0
1976 98.5 1.5 100.0
1977 97.7 2.3 100.0
1978 — _ —

1979 - - -

1980 ] — —_ —

1981 —_— — —

Sottrce:  Annual Report of An Bord Uchtdla (Adoption Board), 1958—1981. Figures on
religion for 1978 through 1981 are not provided.

homogeneity over the period. The first year of legal adoption in Ireland was
1953, and this was the only year to reflect greater relative activity among
Protestants, Jews and other non-Catholics; as many as 18 per cent of the
adoptions in that year were outside of Catholicism. This can be explained in
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part by the anticipation of the new adoption law in the Republic and the
cumulative needs of all Irish residents, regardless of their religious background.

Since 1953, however, Protestant and Jewish adoptions have declined, and the
decline is even more pronounced throughout the 1960s and 1970s. The
proportions of Protestant and Jewish adoptions are even lower than their
respective percentages in the total Irish population. Table 5 offers the religious
distribution of Ireland by census year, and the 5 per cent non-Catholic
population of 1961 (and corresponding 6 per cent of 1971) are larger than the
non-Catholic adoption figures for these time periods.

In speculating on the reasons for this discrepancy, part of the explanation
may lie in possible religious group dillerences in the illegitimacy rate in
Ireland. Inasmuch as illegitimate children provide most of the adoption
possibilides, and inasmuch as the adoption laws have promoted a conformity
of religion between adoptive parents and the adoptee’s natal mother, one might
anucipate finding lower rates of illegitimacy among the non-Catholic
populations of the Republic.'6

Table 5: Population of lreland, by religion and year, 1881-rgy1 (in percentages)

Protestant,

Year Catholic . Jewish, Other Total (N)

1881 89.5 10.5 100.0 (3,870,020)
1891 89.3 10.7 100.0 (3,468,694}
1901 89.3 10.7 100.0 {3,221,823)
1911 89.6 10.4 100.0 {3,1536,688)
1926 92.6 7.4 100.0 {2,971,992)
1936 93-4 6.6 L00.0 {2,968,420)
1946 94.3 5.7 100.0 {2,955,107)
1961 94.9 5.1 100.0 {2,818,341)
1971 93.9 6. 100.0 (2,978,248}

Source: Statistical Abstract of Ireland, 1974-1975, Table 38.

11,

If there are lower rates of illegitimacy among Irish Protestants and Irish Jews, it may relate to the
demographic disiribution of these religious minorities, and proportionately to more birth control
practice among the non-Catholics, On the religious requirements in Irish adoption law, see Shatter
{1977. pp. 166-167)
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The last factor to be discussed in this section refers to the age of the adoptee
at the time of placement. Table 6 provides the available data by distributing the
percentages for each of the years (1972 through 1981) covered by the Reports on
this question. The total figures present no surprises. Age at placement is not a
random phenomenon in adoption. As expected, the youngest children, those
less than one year old, comprise 56 per cent or a majority of all Irish adoptions.
The next category, children between the ages of one and two years, follows
directly with 2g per cent. And the remaining category, those children who are
more than two years old at the time of their legal adoption, constitutes 15 per
cent of the total.

The fact that a clear majority of Irish adoptions deals with infants, rather
than with older children, is consistent with the research on adoption in other
Western societies (Kornitzer, 1952; Bohman, 1970; Raynor, 1980).'7 It accords
with the familiar and widespread atitude that the younger the adoptee is at
placement, the greater the likelihood of adoption success, family integration,
and the values of permanence and continuity. Given a choice, it is evident that
most Irish adopters desire the earliest time possible in the placement of
children.

What is interesting in Table 6, however, is the suggestion of some change
over the years covered. The placement by age is not necessarily fixed and static.
Rather, there are signs in the most recent years of some increase in the
proportons of older children being adopted, those between one and two years
of age, and even those more than two years old. As with the factor of the sex of
the adopted child, discussed above, the age of the adoptee when placed may be
complicated by reasons of availability (delays in consent for placement, in
application processing, and in changes of mind) as well as adopters’
preferences, and selection and choice may easily affect supply.

More interesting still is the suggestion of an Irish pattern which seems to
emerge from cross-cultural analysis. In the American context, Kadushin's
important study of the adoption of older children helps to outline much of the
background, and the positive and negative aspects, of this special area of
adoption research. He makes the criucal distinction between relative and non-
reladive adoptions, and estimates that about half of all the legal adoptions in the

7. Age at adoption placerment is a eritical and much cited variable in the research literature. See the work
of Bowlby (1951}, Jaflee and Fanshel (1970}, and Seglow, Pringle und Wedge (1972). In adopiion
practice there may be substantial differences in time between “age ar placement” and “age at time ol
adoption order”. Future research could ury to determine whether these differences are meaningiul, and
whether Irish differences are smaller or greater than those of other societies.
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Table 6: Age of adoptee at placement, 1973—1981 (in percentages)

Less than Betueen one and More than
Year one year old two years old two years old Total
1972 57.5 27.8 14.7 100.¢
19753 6o.1 27.5 12.4 100.0
1974 G2.4 24.2 13.4 100.0
1975 66.8 20.4 12.8 100.0
1976 68.1 19.4 12.5 100.0
1977 54.4 32.1 18.5 100.0
1978 54.1 29.3 16.6 100.0
1979 52.9 30.4 16.7 100.0
1980 45.3 38.3 16.4 100.0
1981 35.0 - 46.0 19.0 100.0
Total 56.1 29.2 : 14.7 100.0

Source: Annual Report of An Bord Uchidla (Adoption Board), 1972—1981.

United States are relative adoptions (Kadushin, 1970, p. 3). The comparable
proportion is much lower in Ireland, as will be shown and discussed in the
following section. Adoption placement with family relatives seems to be around
10 per cent of all legal adoptions, in Ireland.

Conuwrolling for this difference of natal kinship, Kadushin cites data which
suggest that as much as 85 per cent of all non-relative adoptions in the United
States involve the placement of children when they are less than one year of age.
Inasmuch as most Irish adoptions appear to be non-relative, the corresponding
proportion of child placement at the youngest age — that is, 56 per cent — is
considerably lower. Further research should be able to examine this patiern
more direcily, for it would be important to know whether Ireland is more likely
to show greater rates of adoption of older children in non-related situations
than other Western societies.'$

If this holds, even assuming there might be differences between Irish and
American dispositions to engage the legal machinery for the adoption of a
related child in the first place, it might represent an indirect measure of societal
integration and cultural homogeneity. It might therefore lend support to the

13, The distinction between related and non-related adoptions is obviously very imporant in the
assessmert and understanding of the adoption of older children. Unfortunatcly, there has been oo
linle rescarch on this subject, and insufficiem sociological discussion of the ideas themselves.
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idea that Irish lamily life presumes more uniformity than family culture does in
other Western societies, and parucularly the United States, with its greater
ethnic diversity and cultural mix. The adoption of an older child may appear
less problematic in Ireland, among those willing to adopt, because of a more
widely shared and tacit understanding of family values.'9

'9: The fact of adopiion, especially that of adopting an elder, non-related child, alwavys raises the idea of
incorporating a “stranger” to one’s family midst, and this on a level of intimacy that transcends most
expected encounters with strangers (Simmel, 1950). One is intrigued here by the possible relationship of
social behaviour and mythology. In his paper on the myths ol the West in Irish and American cultare,
Gibbons (1981) sets forth some comparative thoughts on the roles of community and individuality in
both societies. He observes the similarities and the differences, and notes the contrast in Irish and
American character. The focus in Ireland is on the priority of communiry, with the individual
“needing” the community; the emphasis is on the greater recognition of shared values, uniformity, and
communal ethos. In the broader outlines of American culture, the focus is reversed, with the priority on
the community’s “need” of the individual; the emphasis is on the recognition of individualism,
mobility, and greater diversity. Givén this hypothesis of culture and character, it might not be 100
surprising w find overall differences in the adoption of older children in the two societies.




PART 4: LEGAL ADOPTION IN [RELAND (Continued)

In a period of just over twenty vears it [legal
adoption] has become an institution so respected
and so familiar that one can only look back with
astonishment at the long-drawn-out action that was
foughrt against it.

—Jack White
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The preceding section set forth all available data on the long-term patterns of
adoption frequency and the characteristics of the adoptees themselves, since the
establishment of the legal structure in 1952 and 1953. The present section will
turn the atention to two other interests: the available information on the
adopters, who initiate their desire to adopt a child with a processed application
to the Adoption Board and who receive an Adoption Order, and to existing
data on some aspects of the adoption process itself.

Social Background of Adopting Parents

The first set of figures which helps describe the background of the adopting
parents refers to the regions of Ireland. These are described in the Reports as
places where the adoption was made, or alternatively, as places in which the
adopted child resided at the time of adoption. The Reports then do not
specifically claim this information as the place of residence of the adopting
parents, but it is quite probable that most applicants for adopting a child apply
in the district where they currently reside. Table 7 offers the place of adoption
for the years, 1953 through 1981, distributed separately into the two larger
urban concentrations of *“Dublin Area” (which includes both Dublin City and
Dublin County) and “Cork Area” {which comprises Cork City and Cork
County), and the residual category of ‘“‘Elsewhere’” (which refers to all
remaining areas of the country).

The total figures of Table 7 reveal that a bare plurality of all adop1iions over
the years is in the Dublin area, but further, that a clear majority of these
adoptions is associated with more urban background. The combination of both
Dublin and Cork areas provides the total proportion of 58 per cent. The
remaining 42 per cent is designated as "‘Elsewhere,” and while this includes
smaller urban locations, such as Limerick, Galway and Waterford, it also
represents most of rural Ireland as well. For comparative purposes then, it is
reasonable to conclude that Irish adoption has a decidedly more urban
character.

Furthermore, we can argue that the major pattern of Table 7 is not expected
simply on the basis of the distribution of the population of Ireland as a whole.
The number of people in the combined Dublin and Cork areas does not
constitute a majority of the Irish population, as the figures of Table 8 confirm.
In fact, although the Census shows steady increase in the population size of
Dublin and Cork from 1951 10 1981, the pattern of total Irish population is the
reverse of adoption behaviour: the majority of lIreland still resides in the
“Elsewhere” category of smaller towns and more rural communities.
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Table 7: Place of adoption in Ireland, 1953-1981 {in percentages)

Dublin area Cork area Elsewhere
Year (City and County) (City and County) in Ireland Total
1953 64.0 28.9 12.1 100.0
1954 39.6 22.6 37.8 100.0
1955 47.5 12.7 40.0 100.0
1950 46.5 12.6 40.9 100.0
1957 481 7.0 44.9 100.0
1958 50.9 7.1 42.6 100.0
1959 46.7 12.8 40.5 100.0
1960 42.4 10.5 471 100.0
1961 49.0 7.5 43.5 100.0
1962 47.8 “14.2 33.0 100.0
1963 50.0 14.6 34.8 100.0
1964 46.5 18.8 84.7 100.0
1965 43.0 17.0 35.0 100.0
1966 44.8 15.6 59.6 100.0
1967 42.6 15.9 41.5 100.0
1968 44.4 15.4 40.2 100.0
1569 45.4 14.0 40.6 100.0
170 44.6 15.6 41.8 100.0
1971 45.5 12.3 42.2 100.0
1972 43.3 14.8 41.9 100.0
1673 40.1 15.6 44.% 100.0
1974 40.0 18.0 42.0 100.0
1975 36.0 17.9 46. 160.0
1976 35.4 18.0 46.6 100.0
1977 37.8 15.4 46.8 100.0
19738 %7.5 18.8 48.7 100.0
1979 35.0 17.9 471 100.0
1980 29.5 22.2 48.5 100.0
1981 85.5 14.3 50.2 100.0
Total 42.4 15.4 42.2 100.0

Source: Annual Report of An Bord Uchtéla (Adoption Board), 1958—1981.

Closer inspection of Table 9 provides another important fact. While the more
prevailing character of adoption is urban and this is in the context of a more
rural Irish population, there are clear signs of change. The adoption
proportions are shifting, as the distribution in the Dublin area declines and the
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percentage in the rest of the country increases. This pattern is evident
particularly in the most recent years, from 1978 to 1981. The practice of
adoption, it is suggested, is becoming more universal in contemporary Ireland,
at least in terms of location. More detailed analysis in adoption research,
especially among urban and rural families who inquire about adoption at the
different Adoption Societies located around Ireland, should be able to examine
this finding more carefully.

Table 8: Population of Ireland, by area and year, 1951-1981 {in percentages)

Dublin area Cork area Elsewhere
Year (City and County) (City and County) in Ireland Total
1951 21.8 1.5 66.7 100.0
1956 22.7 11.6 65.7 100.0
1961 28.8 11.7 64.5 100.0
1966 25.8 11.8 62.4 ' 100.0
1671 26.8 11.9 61.3 100.0
1979 27.6 11.8 60.6 100.0
1981 27.5 11.7 60.8 100.0

Source: Statistical Abstracts of Iréland, 1960 (Table 8), 1965 (Table 8), 1974—1935 (Table
8},* Dublin Area refers to Greater Dublin (City and County), and Cork Area refers 1o
Greater Cork (City and County). Population figures are not exactly comparable,
because of boundary changes in some years.

*1979 (Table 8), Census of Papulation of Ireland 1981, Preliminary Report (Table B},

It is important 1o emphasise some qualifications of these data on the location
of adoption. As presented in the Reports, the figures are unrefined and non-
specific. In some years, the data refer to the places where the adoption was
made, and in other years, the numbers apply to places where the adopted child
resided. Residence then could be quite misleading, particularly when the birth
of an illegitimate child akes place away from the mother’s home and the
adoption is arranged in different counties by the major agencies, the registered
Adoption Societies and the government Health Boards (Cf. Darling, 1974). In
any event, the urban or rural background of the adopters themselves, as
distinct from the adopted children’s origins, could be more easily determined
in a straightforward survey of adopting parents.
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Table g: Qccupational background of adopters, 1953—1981 (in percentages)

Year Agricultural Waorking Class White Collar Total
1653 - - - -

1954 — — — -

18955 12.7 56.0 81.8 100.0
1656 12.9 52.5 34.6 100.0
1657 11.9 52.1 g36.0 100.0
1958 10.9 49.6 39.5 100.0
1559 18.9 47.8 g38.5 100.0
1960 13.4 41.5 45.1 100.0
1661 18.4 44.8 42.3 100.0
1662 11.2 -46.7 42.1 100.0
1663 10.7 43.6 45.7 100.0
1664 1.9 14.5 13.6 100.0
1965 14.9 40.9 44.8 100.0
1966 12.5 42.5 45.0 100.0
1967 12.8 458.9 43.8 100.0
1668 11.4 41.8 47.% 100.0
1969 10.6 33.8 50.6 100.0
1970 11.0 86.7 52.% 100.0
1971 9.5 $6.5 54.0 100.0
1972 10.0 87.4 52.6 100.0
1975 9.3 38.3 52.4 100.0
1974 g1 37.8 53.1 100.0
1675 10.3 84.9 54.8 100.0
1976 9.5 31.9 58.6 100.0
1977 74 38.7 58.9 100.0
1978 7.4 33.4 59.2 100.0
1979 8.7 40.8 50.5 100.0
1980 8.3 42.5 49.2 100.0
1981 9.3 49.5 41.2 100.0
Total 10.5 40.9 48.6 100.0

Source: Annual Report of An Bord Uchtdla (Adoption Board), 1953-1981.

Figures for 1958 and 1954 are not provided. Occupational backgrounds consist of the
following categorics, as given in the Reports: Agriculwral (Farmers}; Working Class
(Labourers, Indusirial Workers and Tradesmen, and Transpor); White Collar
{Prolessional, Commercial and Technical, and Public Adminisiration and Defence).
Home Dudies and Other Occupations are excluded from the calculatons. Occupations
refer to adopting fathers,
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Any major consideration of the social background of the adoptive parents
would be interested in the social class distribution. The data provided by the
Reports do not include educational attainment or income level, but they do offer
the figures for the occupations of the adopting fathers. The occupational
categories are broadly-based, but they are exclusively and exhaustively
presented, and relatively few need to be disregarded because of designations as
“Home Duties” and “ Other Occupations.” ?°

Table g summarises these data on occupations, by arranging the categories
into three distributions: Agricultural, Working Class and White Collar. The
first is based solely on the category of “Farmers,” and this does not distinguish
among sizes of farm holdings, nor between farm ownership and farm labour,
nor among other kinds of agricultural work. The term “Working Class’ is
arbivrarily designated to include various levels of unskilled, semi-skilled and.
skilled labour, and it is defined here by the sum of three categories listed in the
Reports: Labourers; Industrial Workers and Tradesmen; and Transport. The
third occupational class, “White Collar,” is equally arbitrary and corresponds
to the two remaining categories given in the Reports: Professional, Commercial
and Technical; and Public Administradion and Defence. As with the
Agricultural category, no sharper gradatons are possible within these
classifications.

The overall total percentages of Table g reflect a “white collar bias™ in
adoption behaviour in Ireland; nearly half of all the adopting fathers from
1953 to 1981 have white collar occupations, while 4 out of 10 have working class
jobs, and only 1 out of 10 is in agriculture. This distribution contrasts sharply
with the distribution of male occupations in the labour force of the entire
country. Table 10 offers this information for the six years of 1951, 1961, 1966,
1971, 1975 and 1979, and the occupational categories are constructed to be as
similar and comparable as possible 1o those of the adopting fathers in the
Reports,

Although the percentage of working class and white collar occupations have
increased from 1951 to 1979, and the corresponding proportion of agricultural
work has declined in this period, the distribution is strikingly different from
that of the adopters. Considering only the figures for the 1970 decade, we find
an average of 25 per cent of all male occupations to be white collar. Yet, as
shown in Table g, the proportion of white collar among adopters is often twice

0.

The following occupattonal analysis of Adoption Board and Census data lacks important conirols for
age, education and other relevant variables. Future research, based on more completc information,
should qualify the sacial class or occupation distribution rather heavily.
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Table 10: Population of freland, by occupation (males only) and year, 1951—1979 (in

percentages)
Year Agricultural Working class White collar Total
1951 47.6 35.1 17.3 100.0
1961 43.8 6.8 10.4 100.0
1966 38.5 40.6 20.9 100.0
1971 32.4 44.9 22.7 100.0
1975 20.7 44.7 24.6 100.0
1979 27.3 45-4 27.3 100.0

Source: Statistical Abstracts of Ireland, 1960 (Table 41), 1965 (Table 38), 19701971 (Table
37), 1974-1975 (Table 34). Occupational backgrounds consist of the following
categories, as given in the Census: Agricultural (includes all farm owners and workers,
plus fishermen and workers in mining, quarries, and wrf); White Collar (includes clerks
and typists, commercial, insurance and finance, cntertainment and sports,
administrative, executive, and managerial, professional and technical, and defence
forces); Working Class {includes all other categories). No answers on occupation are
excluded from the calculations.

Labour force survey 1979 (Table 15, and Revised Table 13 for 1975):

Agriculural (includes farmers, other agriculwral workers, forestry workers and
fishermen, workers in other products — including mining, quarrying, and wrf); Whice
Collar (includes clerical workers, proprietors and managers, shop assistants and
barmen, other commercial workers, professional and technical workers,
administrative, executive and managerial workers); Working Class (includes all other
categorics). The “Others (including nol siated)” cawcgory is excluded from the
calculations.

or more this frequent. The working class proportion of the Irish popuiation
increases from g5 per cent in the 1951 Census to 45 per cent in 1979. And
among adopters, the working class has become roughly proportionate to their
percentages in the greater population, il with some suggestion of recent
underrepresentation.

It is clearly among farmers in the agricultural sector where the differential is
greatest. The decline of farming occupations in Ireland is steep, from 48 per
cent or nearly half of all employment in 1951, down to less than one-third of
the labour force in 1979. Regardless of the ume period, agriculwral
backgrounds are invariably underrepresented among the adopters; there are
three, and even four, umes as many farmers and agricultural workers in irish
labour as there are among Irish adoprers.
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Culturally-based factors, such as rural conservatism, anxieties about land
inheritance, and even perhaps, the fear of modifying kinship and lineage, may
all play some part in the reluctance of farmers to admit a “stranger” to their
family structure. But itis also important to note, demographically, that farming
communities in Ireland do have higher proportions of unmarried men and
women (Hannan, 1979). Even assuming any disposition one way or the other,
these single people would be ineligible by law to adopt a child. The agricultural
sector is also characterised by an older population, as Hannan has shown, and
although the legal statutes do not determine an upper age limit for adopters,
many adoption agencics suggest a guideline to be no more than forty years or
so (Shatter, 1977). Finally, the geographical distribution of relevant guidance
and information in adoption organisations may indirectly bias actual adoption
behaviour away from scattered and more rural communities and towards the
more urban concentrations of the population, as reflected in Table 7 above.?!

In any event, more elaborate survey research on the occupational
backgrounds of adopters and non-adopters should be able to sort out some of
these questions, by conuolling for age, marital status, head of household, and
location. The general findings of this exploratory section on social class are
consistent, however, with the Irish survey conducted by Darling (1974) of a
sample of 158 adoptive couples.

Finally, another point of interest emerges from Table g, and this refers to the
nature of changing proportions, intra class background, and over time. Within
the agricultural sector, as noted, there is relatively little interest in adoption,
and this pauern holds through the years. If there is any evidence of change at
all, it is a suggestion of declining involvement, of a loss of about 5 or 6
percentage points between the mid-fifties and the late-seventies. This decline is
consistent, moreover, with the job decline in the agriculural work force down
the years.

It is within the two remaining occupational categories — the working class
and white collar scgments — that we find some substantial changes. From the
1g50s to the end of the 1g70s, the working class component among adopters
loses rather consistently, with a drop of 20 or more percentage points, and this
is taking place as working class occupations become more numerous in the
labour force and assume a plurality of all jobs. At the same time, the white
collar representation in adoption grows considerably, taking on the 20
percentage points or more that the working class has lost. In other words, the

0.

See Darling {1974) lor a listing, by geographic place, of the different Adoption Societies,
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white collar bias in adopuon has not been a fundamental characteristic of
adoption in Ireland, ever present from the beginnings in 1953. Rather it has
evolved, and further changes in the Irish society and economy may help bring
about additional class variations in future years. The three most recent years
shown in Table g, for example, may indicate a reversal of the past 25 years, as
they point o an increase of working-class adoptions, and a decline in white
collar participation.

In explaining these pauerns, additional research should focus on economic
indicators as well as more occupational and cultural factors in interviews with
adoptive parents and prospective adopters. In Part 3, we suggested that the
overall rise and fall ol adoption orders may have been associated with economic
conditions in the larger society. It may well be true with this patern as well. 1T
there is a fluctuating overall decline in adoptions throughout a period because
of economic factors, then the rearrangement of occupational backgrounds
among those who do adopt should reflect an increase in more advantaged jobs
and a decrease in more vulnerable positions. Table g may be simply pointing
out that white collar workers have persisted in having the economic
opportunities for adopting a child, while those of the working class have been
losing them.

Just as important, however, would be any possible bias which is introduced
by the process of adoption itself, either at the initial siage of inquiry with
different agencies, or during the many investigative relationships required by
the Societies and the Adoption Board. Class bias is, of course, not unknown
with formal organisations and government bureaucracies, and adoption in
general is preciscly that kind of social phenomenon which could facilitate a
systematic prejudice.

In many cases, for example, the middle class world of the white collar may
not only be more encouraged to adopt in the first place, but may be more
sophisticated of appearances and expectations with home visits by investigators.
Economic considerations aside, the middle class may choose to emphasise a
religious piety, a certain grooming of sell and house, and a peculiar verbal
diplomacy, all of which is designed 1o facilitate approval. The culwure of the
working class, perhaps, may be less attuned to these sorts of behavioural and
verbal niceties. In any event, house visits by outsiders who can affect an applicant’s
chances with adopting a child are hardly unthreatening experiences. Professional
social workers are usually sensitised to this class bias in the course of their
education,but many of those who work in the field of adoption are not trained
(D'arling, 1974); as a result, they may be less aware of these nuances of social class.
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The last factor to be discussed from the data on adopters refers to the
proporuon of annual adopuons which are second or subsequent adoptions in
the same family. Table 11 lists these percentages for all years provided, from
1957 through 1981. If repetition of behaviour is construed as a kind of
popularity, especially with regard to complex applications and a host of
regulations, then the proportion of second and subsequent adoptions may be
interpreted as a measure of success and satisfaction on the part of the adoptive
couples.

Table 11: Annuel adoptions, as second or subsequent adoptions, 1953—1981 (in percentages)

Year Proportion of all adoptions Year Proportion of all adoptions
1953 - 1968 32.9
1954 - 1969 35-7
1955 - 1970 35-1
1956 — 1971 36.0
1957 10.8 1972 25.6
1958 17.6 1973 s8.0
1959 20.0 1974 37141
1960 16.8 1975 §6.7
1961 29.4 1976 86.1
1962 24.6 1977 38.7
1963 29.6 1978 35-8
1964 23.5 1979 38
19635 28.8 1980 33.6
1966 29.7 195 83.8
1967 %2.3 Total 81.7

Source: Annual Report of An Bord Uchtdla (Adoption Board), 1953-1981.
Figures for the carliest years, 1958 through 1956, are not provided.

What is particularly impressive about the patiern of legal adoption in Irzland
is the rather steady and continued increase in this repetitive behaviour over the
period. From a low of 11 per cent of all adoptions in 1957, the proportion of
sccond and subsequent adoptions has tripled by 1981. This becomes an
important variable, not only as a measure of apparent satisfaction for adoptive
parents, but also as a methodological element of a dichotomy; comparative
analysis on adopters and adoptees must focus on the similarities and differences
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between parents who adopt just once, and those who adopt more often. Future
rescarch can tell us considerably more about the meaning of these differences,
in adoption behaviour generally, and in more specific analysis of adoption
success. Finally, this increase in adoption repeaters may also be indicative of the
administration process, for this could be a suggestion that increasingly only the
“most eligible” candidates are going forward, from societies and agencies to
the Adoption Board. The pattern may point to a sort of gate-keeping ritual at
work, encouraging ‘‘dead certs” and discouraging “‘rejects” or those
prospective adopters who apply as novices [or the first time. More information
on the process itsell is provided in the next section.

On the Process of Adoption

The final section of this summary of data from the Reports deals with two
aspects of the adoption procedure: the agency of adoption placement, and the
numbers of applications and rejections of prospecuive adopters. The first set of
information is contained in Table 12, which lists the available breakdown on
adoption placement by each vyear.

The agency categories are shown as Adopuon Societies, Relatives, Health
Boards, Third Parties, and Others. From 1953 through 1972, the Reperts only
classified Societies, Relatives, and Others, with the lauer a miscellaneous
repository. 1tis difficult to know exactly who or what is included in “Others’’;
the proportions in the first 10 years or more of adoption pracuce in this
category are 100 high 1o warrant unspecificity. One suspects that they include
many Third Party placements, the involvement of individual docuors, solicitors,
clergy, [riends, or even financial agents, who assist in adoption arrangements.
Third Party adoptions are invariably controversial, because of  their
common anonymity, lack ol expertise, emotional or financial drains, and
greater risks.

Adoption Societies, as shown in Table 12, perform the greater number of
adoptions; more than three out of every four adopuons ordered in lreland
were arranged through the registered Societies. It becomes all the more
important then 1o question the structure and processes of these agencies, how
they function, and with what results. A beginning was made with the siudies of
Good {1970}, Darling {1g74), and the Protesiant Adoption Society {1977), but it
would be particularly valuable 1o have some organisational analysis of these
societies and some comparative data on their work.
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Table 12: Agency of adoption placement, 1953—-1981 (in percentages)

Adoption Health Third
Year Societies Relatives Boards Parlies Others Total
1953 50.4 19.4 — — 30.2 100.0
1954 67.0 7.7 —_ — 25.8 100.0
1955 60.8 9.4 — — 29.8 100.0
1956 65.7 11.8 —_ —_ 28.0 100.0
1957 65.2 6.2 — — 28.6 100.0
1958 67.4 11.5 — — 21.1 100.0
1959 69.7 10.0 — —_ 20.8 100.0
1960 76.8 9.7 — —_ 13.5 100.0
1961 80.3 11.1 — . —_ 8.6 100.0
1962 77.0 8.7 —_ —_ 14.3 100.0
1963 79.0 6.8 — — 14.2 100.0
1964 77.2 6.3 —_ — 16.5 100.0
1965 77-4 5.4 — — 17-2 100.0
1966 777 10.4 — — 11.9 100.0
1967 77-9 7.6 — — 14.5 100.0
1968 78.6 8.8 — — 12.6 100.0
1969 84.3 6.5 — — 9.2 100.0
1970 8g.0 5.3 — — 11.7 100.0
1971 84.9 4.3 — —_ 10.8 100.0
1972 §2.8 9.5 — - 7-7 100.0
1973 83.7 9.0 5.8 1.5 0.0 100.0
1974 81.4 g.1 7.2 2.8 0.0 100.0
1975 8o.7 8.7 8.5 2.1 0.0 100.0
1676 8z.0 9.0 8.2 0.8 0.0 100.0
1977 83.¢2 9.7 7.0 0.3 0.5 100.0
1978 §7.0 — 4.3 - 8.7 100.0
1979 85.5 — 4.3 —_ 10,2 100.0
1980 83.2 — 6.9 — 9.9 100.0
1981 79.9 — 6.7 — 18.4 100.0
Total 78.8 — — — 21.2 100.0

Source: Annual Report of An Bord Uchtdla {Adoption Board}, 1953—1981.
The category " Others” may include adoption placements by Relatives, Health Boards,
and Third Parties, for those years where data are not provided.

Governmental Health Beards in different regions of the country have so far
provided only a small proportion of all adoption placements, but these may be
expected o continue inasmuch as the agency involves related health
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practitioners and social workers, all closely involved with family and child care.
The category of Relatives includes all kinship-connected adoptions and
placemens, and refers mainly 1o those adoptions by the grandparents of the
child as well as to all uliimate adoptions by the natal mother upon her
subsequent marriage.

The last table in this section refers to the procedures of An Bord Uchtila
itself. The Reports of the Board provide very little information on the submitted
applications by prospective adopters and the Board's acceptance or rejection of
them. Each vear, the Board publishes in its annual Report the number of such
applications, the number of rejections, and the number of Adoption Orders.
Because of overlap and the constraints of time, in some years there may be more
Adoption Orders given than actual applications, and so itis difficult to examine
these two in tandem. The figures for the whole period from 1953 through 1981,
however, show a sum of 32,932 submiued applications, and a wotal of 29,365
acrual adoptions, as given in Table 1. Thus, for the 29 years since the
introduction of legal adoption, there have been as many as 8,567 applications
which have not succeeded.

We have no information on the nature of these unfulfilled applications, but
Table 13 does list the figures on Board rejections. Over the years, there have
been relatively few of these: a total of 500 rejections for the whole period, with
considerably more in the early years of legal adoption, and with very lew in the
most recent years. A summary would yield the following results out of 32,932
submitted applicavons: 29,365 completed Adoption Orders; 3,067
applications withdrawn, for different and unknown reasons; and 300
applications rejected.

The Reports do summarise some of the reasons for rejected applications, and
these relate often to various statutory grounds, based on the law at the time.
The applicants or the child may be ineligible for reasons of age, of religion, or
of state residence. The prospective adopters may be rejected for different
reasons of marital status. The child may be deflined as of legitimate birth, and
not an orphan, and therefore ineligible for adoption. The declining number of
rejections in recent years may be due to more sophisticated applicans, as nowed
above, who have already investigated their legal qualificavons, or who have
already gone through the mill. Declining rejections may also be due, as
suggested, 10 gate-keeping mechanisms which pre-sclect those who do apply.
There are some, if few, rejections in the Reports which are vaguely expressed in
terms of “unsuitability” of the applicants, but with no specific reasons or
grounds offered.
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Table 13: Adopiion applications and board rejections, 1953~1981 (absolute figures and

percentages)
Submitted

Year applications Rejections {N)

1953 1,520 1.7 {26}
1954 1,150 2.8 {g2)
1955 987 9.1 (go)
1956 467 7.7 (36)
1957 685 5.7 (39)
1958 558 54 {30}
1959 601 4.8 {29)
1960 620 2.4 (15)
1961 730 3.8 {28)
1962 757 2.5 (19}
1963 go2 1.4 {13)
1964 1,062 0.8 (8)
1965 1,360 0.7 {9)
1966 1,257 2.7 {34)
1967 1,298 0.2 {2)
1968 1,395 0.1 {2)
1969 1,468 0.5 (4)
1970 1,333 3.3 (44)
1971 1,258 0.6 (7
1972 1,334 1.0 (13)
1973 1,501 0.7 {10)
1974 1,650 0.2 {4)
1975 1,426 0.1 (1)
1976 1,277 0.2 (g)
1977 1,296 0.0 {o)
1978 1,228 0.0 (o)
1979 1,284 0.0 (o)
1980 1,354 0.1 {1)
1581 1,189 0.1 {1)
Total 32,932 1.5 {500)

Source: Annual Report of An Bord Uchtdla (Adoption Board), 1955-1981.

[n general, critics of the status quo have pointed out that the laws on adoption
in Ireland are hedged in with many regulations and constraints, all relating to a
host of factors which affect many Irish citizens. The constraints, at times, seem
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to reflect more concern with the state, the society, the natal mother, and other
interests, than with the welfare of the child. The discrepancy between law and
social practice, as discussed at length by Goldstein, Freud and Solnit (1g73) in
their powerful argument for continuity and permanence in child care, is
nowhere better viewed than in the field of adoption. As the most important
phenomenon of child placement, adoption requires flexibility. The minority
report of the recently published study by the Task Force on Child Care Services
{1980, pp. 311-889) summarises many of the constraints which inhibit
flexibility, and ultimately, the alternative solution of adoption. It is the
universality of adoption which should be recognised and facilitated by modern
law and social practice. Success and failure in adoption often hang in the
balance ol these constraints, and the concluding chapter will attempt a socio-
logical explanation of why this is so.




PART 5: ON THE SOCIOLOGY OF ADOPTION

One great handicap to this task of recalling has been
the fact of being an orphan. The chain of recoliection
— the collective memory of a family — has been
broken. It is our parents, normally, who not only
teach us our family history but who set us straight on
our own childhood recollections, telling us that ths
cannot have happened the way we think it did and
that that, on the other hand, did occur, just as we
remember it, in such and such a manner . ..

— Mary McCarthy

The child who is born into his family is like a board
that’s nailed down from the start. But the adopted
child, him the parents have to nail down, otherwise
he is like a loose board in mid-air.
—an eleven-year-old
adopted boy, quoted
by H. Dawvid Kirk
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The averview of adoption in Ireland that has been presented ia this study is,
to be sure, introductory and suggestive. It is merely a beginning. But from a
strictly sociological point of view, the study of adoption in any contemporary
society is itself & new and underdeveloped phenomenon. There are two areas of
neglect that make this clear: the idea of adoption as a social force which
broadens the meaning of family and kinship; and the social consequences of
adoption with their variations in terms of adoption success and adoption
failure. It is this more basic sociological approach which will inform this final
section of the study, and will connect back 1o those more conceptual aspects of
adoption which were raised in the first chapter, centered around the values of
continuity and permanence.

Swuccess and Fatdure in Adoption

The lack of sociclogical conceptualisation in the field of adoption has been
discussed and documernied.?? The question of success and failure is more
difficult to manage, not only because of the longitudinal necessity in tracing the
biographies of adopiees, but also because of the many problems inherentin the
meanings of “snccess” and “failure.”” In the literature to date, success has been
defined largely in terms of the standard achievements in everyday life, while
failure has been defined chiefly in terms of different kinds of deviance. The
success of adoptees then is described as a kind of public behaviour, that which is
linked more to the community at hand. Criteria usually refer to the overt,
visible performance of the adoptee in the school system, his involvement with
ncighbours, his behaviour at work, his efforts in community actvities, the
nature ol his religious partiapations, and generally all the measures of the
success of an individual going through maturation, engaging in interpersonal

behaviour, and meeting the requirements of civility and citzenship.*3
22 The Canadian H. David Kirk has been foremost in thinking more theoretically and sociologically about
the jdes of adoption, as well as in pointing out the possibilities and needs in research. See his differen:
comributions {Kirk, 1964; Kirk, 1981: and Hemphill, McDaniel and Kirk, 1981}, Existing liverawre,
with its predominem cainphises in social work, psychiarry, and child development, is summarised iniwo
bibliographics (Pringle, 1967 and Jacka, 1973). Historical and anthropological studies offer valuable
comparative tnsight on adoptivn in different cultures and at different times. See, for exammple, Goady,
1969 Carroll, 1970; Brady, 1976 Woll and Huang, 1986,

3 A review of the bibliographic literatre (Pringle, 1967: and Jacka, 1973} will summarise the linle
available research on success and failure in adoption, and will reflect the public naturc of these
questions. Other possible criveria and definitions of success, as more prvete bohaviour, are stil) Jess
common. The more conventional standards of such private spheres are rypically limited to statements of
Ssatisfaction” or “happiness” with the adoptee’s experiences with the adoprtive family, or the
statements of such savisfaction as made by the adoptive family itself. See the discussion on these issues in
Tizrd {1978).
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Often too, the literature on this question defines *“failure” as the opposite, by
implication, of “success.” If conformity means success, then deviance means
failure. The adoptee shows signs of failure, if he or she has poor physical or
mental health, scores low on intelligence or achievement tests, is judged
unsociable with friendships and other social circles, drops out of school,
develops a delinquent or criminal record, or later, experiences marital
instability, separation, divorce, or other family breakdowns. For some, failure
is also inferred from the adoptee’s curiosity about his or her natal mother and
father. This may be taken to mean sometimes a dissatisfaction with one’s
adoptive family, despite the many valid psychological and sociological needs
that can be involved. Success, in all these accounts, is simply the absence of any
or all of these “social problems”. Viewed together, success and failure are
defined as public manifestations of the adoptee’s social adjustment. The
empbhasis here is placed on the adoptee-in-society, and this perspective tends to
ignore the dynamics of adoption as a kinship force, to overlook the meaning of
the family, whatit is and what it does.?4

There is, alternatively, another way of looking at the sociology of “success”
and “failure”, one that emphasises moreiprivate conditions of life than public
ones. The two may well be linked, in the life of any adoptee, but the private
world seems to be a more direct and conceptual refiection of what is going on in
the experiences of adopted children. It becomes necessary then to define
success and failure, not primarily in terms of the conventional criteria of
deviance and conformity, but in terms of the adoptee’s fundamental bonds and
awachments with family and community. This approach should clarify the
different conditions of belonging which are probably antecedent to social
definitions of success and failure, and should throw more conceptual light on
the meaning of adoption itself.

The history of fosterage and adoption in ancient Ireland, as outlined briefly
above, hints at some of these possibilities. The idea of private and subjective
attachments leads 1o more public expressions, but the beginnings lie with the
unseen, covert socialisation of the adoptee in the context of a home, in relations
with the adoptive family and extended kin, and in the meshing of loyalties that
define a family: its ethos, its attitudes, its behaviour, its myths, and even its
history and its future. The shape of these loyalties and newworks differs from

24 The overall emphasis has typically been placed on the adopree-in-socicty, and the perspeciive tends o
ignote the dynamics of udoption as a kinship force, and 1o overlook the meaning of the family, of what
it is and of what it does.
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ancient times to the present era, and from rural to urban locations, but the idea
remains a constant. Sociologically abstract formulation may lead to another
expression of success and failure in adoption.

A Typology of Attachments

The mystique of adoption persists because of the fears of the outsider by the
family, the group, and the community, and these fears relate to the unknown
origins of those who are adopted and the uncertainty of relationships and of
past associations. it is the ambiguity of the past and the present, Lifton (1975;
1979) argues, that is responsible for so much of the mystery and drama which
surround the whole subject of adoption. From the perspective of the individual,
a sociological model of adoption can be introduced which examines the degree
of certainty of the fundamental cultural and social belonging in the'adoptee’s
existence. The greater the clarity of such belonging, it can be hypothesised, the
less the mystique of adoption, and the more successful the values of
permanence and continuity in the adoptee’s life. 25

The family and the immediate community are viewed here as social entities
with their own distinctiveness. While all families and all communities share
many sociological characieristics, making it possible to speak of the idea of “‘the
family”” or “the community,” there remains an individuality to each such
entity. The individuality of each family or community lies within its culture and
its structure. All persisting social organisations — from the broad level of
socicty down to the smaller scales of communirty, social group, ethnic circle,
and family — are characterised by the development of a distinctive culture. that
is, the evolution of its own history, world-view, values, symbols, language,
words and meanings. In brief, every family or community is marked by the
existence of its own variations in culture and styte of life. The degree of
elaboration of this culture will vary, depending on the size of the community or
family, its mobility, its isolation, its interaction, and many other factors. But the
sociological assumption here is fundamental, and it refers to a basic sharing of
cultural traits and information. All families and communities then are
distinctive, because each possesses its own sense of a ““collective past” with a

23 The particular {ramework which is used here is borrowed from the author’s previous work on

routedness and social change {Abramson, 1976). In the former approach, the model was described in
the context of ethnicity. Here it will be adapted 10 the context of the family and communiry ol which the
adoptee is a member.
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corresponding history, and all the stories, legends, symbols, personae, and
cthos of the familial or communal past. This past shapes the culture, and
includes what Mary McCarthy calls “the chain of recollection.”

Similarly, the family and community are conceptualised as social
organisations with their own distinctive structure as well, thatis, an arrangement
of bonds, relationships, networks, and associations. Just as the substance of any
family or community is characterised by its own particular culture and
historical symbols, so is it also framed by a unique structure of relationships o
transmit the culture. The social meaning of these singular culwres and
structures provides dilferent pasts and different existences for each family and
community. Further, there are inevitable blends of ““culture” and “structure’’,
as there are at all levels of social organisation; the one cannot exist without the
other. Familial and communal culture requires the structure o absorb and
convey an ethos and a socialisation of values, just as familial and communal
structure requires symbols to give it meaning. %

The stories about one’s grandparents, about mothers, fathers, aunts, uncies,
cousins, and other family members, are recounted enough to take on a
“mythology” of their own, in the family context. Past and present relationships
evolve into status of culture. They are the sources of values and symbols, for
they illustrate lessons, they serve as a basis of morality, they mean something.
Similarly, cultural dispositions influence the family or community structure, as
sentiments of liking and disliking affect the stories we hear and the relationships
we have. The fusion of culture and structure operates constantly and for all
levels of social behaviour.

Analytically and theorctically, it is possible to separate the two concepts ol
culture and structure, despite their fusion, because the results are familiar wo us.
The adaptation of these ideas, and their different conditions lor a given
individual, are summarised in Figure 2. The graphic representation suggests
four distinctive sociocultural forms, according to the certainty or ambiguity of
one’s attachments to a specific cultural ethos and a specific structural nerwork.
The most familiar and prevalent condition is identified as a kind of
traditionalism: a clarity of ties o both a culture and a structure, a particular

206,

Many sociological and anthropological studies interprer the concepts of culture and structare in this
manrer. A major and theoretical reference to the thrust of this argument has been Gordon (1964). A
usclul anthropological illustration of these meanings of culture and struciure is Epsicin (1978).
Comparable social psychological insights for this approach, from the viewpoint of the individual. are
found in Strauss {rg77). As with the puthor's own previous work (Abramson, 1976), there are some
minor changes in terminology.
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world of historical symbols and its corresponding set of primary relationships.
This describes the basis of most families and communities, regardless of the
connotations of “‘traditional” or “modern’’ social systems. These certainties
provide the meaning of saciological identity for most individuals. That which is
taken for granted by most people includes their history and moral code, their
way of life and values, their social circles and bonds, their friendships and close
relationships. In short, these comprise their attachments to culture and
structure.

Figure 2: Sociocultural Conditions of Adoplee Status

Historical Symbaols

and
Culture of Family
Certainty Ambiguity
Primary Certainty Sociocultural Sociocultural
Relationships Traditonalism Conversion
and
Structure
of Family Ambiguity -}~ Sociocultural Sociocultural
Exile Isolation

The aliernative conditions in Figure 2 point to the variations on this theme.
The second type, designaced as conversion, is defined as a cercainty of primary
relationships but an ambiguity of historical belonging. Unlike the
traditionalist, who is attached to both cultural and structural entities with equal
meaning, the convert represents that individual whose existence has changed.
The present necwork of primary bonds does not correspond to the cultural
ethos of this individual's past. What is clear for the convert is the structure he or
she is now a part of, and the reciprocated bonds and ties of that structure. What
is not always clear is the convert’s implicit understanding of and integration
into the new community ethos. It is the classic dilemma of the newcomer, who
represents a kind of “odd man in” with regard to the new {for him} community.

"The polar opposite of conversion is described as exile, that sociocultural
condition wherein the individual retains a certainty of historical culture from
past experiences, but lacks any kind of clear, ongoing structure in his present
lifc. As with the “odd man out” of any exilic situation, this condition porirays
the dilemma of the outsider whose identity stems from an earlier experience,
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and one that is diflerent from the present in which the exile finds himself.
Clarity for the exile is based on the past, and the past is limited to memory and
recall, with no reinforcement from any relationships or social circles. While the
convert belongs but cannot recall, the exile recalls and does not belong.

The fourth and last condition of this rypology is termed isolation, for its
extreme state of detachment from both cultural and structural systems. The
isolate, unlike the other three types, is characterised by the more severe
deprivation; there has never been, nor is there in the present situation, any
ongoing and meaningful membership in a collective past of family or
community, nor to any ncework of primary relationships that reflect either old
or new ethos. Sociological isolation then is the antithesis of the broader
meaning of traditionalism, the isolation that results from neither recalling nor
belonging. One lives in this form of existence by sheer will, unconstrained by
history, by sentiment, by cultural values, and by structural membership. In
twentieth century fiction and philosophy, the isolate approximates the classic
outsider of existentialist thought.

Because of the central importance of socialisation — the systematic
integration of an individual into a cultural and structural world — in the life of
any child, there are several variations to be found in the sociology of adopton.
The acquisition of new kinship ties, as in the definition of adoption employed
in this study, finds its basic sociological meaning in the deployment of cultural
values and structural atachments. Adoption may be said to represent the most
singular form of child care and child placement, because the experience can

“generate all these different conditions of location and dislocation. The

following pages will describe these variations, in the specific context of
adoption.

Adoption as Continuity

The adoptee-as-traditionalist represents the fullest promise of adoption as
permanence and continuity in the life of a homeless child. The adoption of an
infant, as a prevailing hope in the thought of most adoptive parents, means the
acquisition of a son or daughter. It also signifies the elimination of vicissitude
and upheaval in the child’s experience, the efforts for the removal of stigma,
and abrogation of the “‘negative identity”’ that Erikson {1968) has described and
which is so much a part of the status of the illegitimate.

In more positive terms, adoption can be the enhancement of traditionalism,
the cultural fulfillment of Mary McCarthy’s sense of collective memory. 1t can
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be the nailing down of loose boards, as in the words of a young adoptee, 1o an
integrated structure and culture, and the development of a mutualism and a
shared fate (Kirk, 1964). These are the sociological dimensions of the provision
of stability in an adoptee’s existence, as they are in the socialisation of any child
within the world of the family and the larger community. Given the universality
and long history of adoption, the possibilities for traditionalism are not
uncxpected.

The hypothesis of successful adoption is conventionally described in terms of
various measures of the adoptee’s deportment, educational auainment,
occupational stability, future marital happiness, as well as the lack of a criminal
record and the absence of physical and mental illness. As important as these
measures are, they can be construed as somewhat misleading, inasmuch as they
may not be directly associated with the presumed “cause” of adoption itself.
The hypothesis of successful adoption may have a more fundamental basis with
the theme of continuity: the established linkages of the adoptee with the
familial culture and structure in which he or she was raised.

Despite the variations ol modern legal adoption, fosterage, and de Jacto
adoption, the hypothesis of success rests with the ongoing and reciprocated
socialisation of the child into the new kinship and its ethos and associations. On
a theoretical basis, the form of adoption or fosterage does not need to matter.
The major presumption is reciprocated inclusion of the adopted child in the life
of the adoptive family. The adoptee contributes to and receives from the
familial history and culture: he or she is named for a member of the adoptive,
family, is made a part of the legends and stories of the kinship, and is urged to
follow in the footsteps of some respected member of the family, and hkewise is
urged not to follow in others. In other words, the adoptee is treated, in these
respects, no differently than one who is born o the adoptive parents.

The words no differently require some explanation. There is, to be sure, a
“diflerence”’ stated in the acknowledgement of adoption, and in the counselled
advice offered to adoptive parents in modern practice today. There is certainly a
fact of any family history that differentiates, among those children without
memories of other homes, the child who belongs to the kin group by birth and
the child who belongs by adoption. Over and above this difference, however,
the emphasis in viewing the adoptee-as-traditionalist lies in the fact of
belonging, of sharing, of reciprocating. The means of traditionalism do not
matter; the particular acquisition of kinship, whether by birth or by adoption,
does not determine the resultant affinity. Long-time friendships, of no blood
relationship, may often acquire the outlines and designations of fictive kin: the
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cousins, aunts, uncles, grandparents, and members of the immediate family
(with or without quotation marks around their familial roles), sharing the
advaniages and responsibilities of family life without blood ties. There is no
insurmountable problem in confronting this difference. Indeed, as Kirk (1964)
and others have argued, the solidarity and mutualism are often enhanced when
the difference is acknowledged. The familial culture is not a static entiry; it
adapts, and grows, and changes.

Furthermore, the adoptee is not only centrally placed to absorb the values
and special language and history of the family and community, but is integrated
in terms of primary relationships in the relevant structure. The essence of the
primary relationship is found in the elements of emotion and affect, and the
fact that such newworks are not a means to an end (as the more instrumental
secondary relationships are), but are ends in themselves. The major difference
between adopted children and foster children, in modern practice in Western
societies, lies in this concept; short-term foster children may be viewed more
instrumentally, as a means 1o some specific end, while adopted children are
more likely o be seen in terms of primary relationships, in a sense, as
continuities. Exceptions to each of these probabilities lie at the bottom of some
of the legal and social problems in fosterage and adoption.

The adoptee-as-tradivionalist is in the position of reciprocating emotional
feelings and attachments within the larger network of the immediate (amily, the
extended relations, the close friendships, and the links to the outside
community. The extent to which the adoptee is a meaningful parr of this
integrated whole of family culture and structure determines the success of the
adoptioniitself.?7  We can hypothesise success when the adopted child is
construed as a traditionalist in these terms. Adoption, however, does not always
lead to this kind of continuity. Other possibilities may intrude, with variations
of success and failure.

Adoption as Discontinuity

Adoption can also take place with older children, above the ages of infants,
and this fact produces the familiar problem of reconciling the adoprec’s pasi
with the present. As a common interpreation of discontinuity, this variation
may be illustrative of the adoptee-as-convert condition. The older child, when

#7- The “success” of adopiion, as a means of both recalling and belanging for the adopted chiid. is
nouwhere bener illustated than in Hugh Leonard’s autobiography, recreating a Dublin childhoad. See
Leonard (1979}
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first adopted into a home and family, can normally remember a past. If the
changes in the present situation yield successful relationships, and the child is
integrated into the familial structure of the adoptive home, the adoptee may be
said to have converted to the new life. The theme of this change for the adoptee
is really one of metamorphosis, for the identity will be based on the structure of
the new existence. The cultural and structural past, though remembered, is no
longer a source of any gratification. This can be true, whether the past was
successful socialisation or whether it was not.

The emphasis of life for the adoptee-as-convert is on the satisfaction of
contemporary relationships. The cultural past, as well as the cultural present,
are likely to be ambiguous and confused in their uncertainty, but as with all
converts the social identity stems now from the reciprocated associations within
the new life experience. It is in this sense that the convert belongs but does not
recall, for recalling has little bearing on the present. This particular condition is
likely to be marked by a dissonance between the past and the present. It is this
dissonance that creates a kind of marginality and discontinuity for the convert.
The conversion dissonance may take one of two general forms: a movement out
of an unsuccessful early socialisation to a successful adoption, or a transition
from a successful socialisation of early life to the successful stage of later
adoption.

In the first case, the adoptee may be said to have experienced little by way of
historical family culture and of meaningful primary relationships. For example,
he or she may have been brought up in the early years in an orphanage or some
other residential centre, with no meaningful and lasting associations. And
perhaps too, the same effects could have developed in the context of a private
family or home, characterised by neglect and child abuse. In the second
instance, the adoptee may have had a relatively successful socialisation in a
family, one which provided foundations for both cultural and structural
development. The possibility of some family tragedy, which left the child
homeless, could have paved the way for adoption.

While there are inevitable differences between these two situations, the
wransition to adoptee status is bound to be difficult, and equally so for both
cases. Kadushin (1970) discusses many of these difficulties, but he also raises
some of the factors which can facilitate a successful adoption for older children,
and these relate essentially to the primary group associations which are the
foundation for the condition of conversion.

Other, less familiar, forms of discontinuity for the adopted child come to
light in the angles of the model used here. The adoptee-as-cxile would
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represent the condition of the child, adopted when oider, whose past cannot be
reconciled with the present because the past is sustaining and the present is not.
Exile is that condition of individual memory without a structure, of recalling
but not belonging. In adoption, it would apply to the older child, who is
wrenched away by events from a meaningful family culture and structure, and
whose current adoption does not provide any kind of primary supports or close
associations. In this situation, the adoptee is unable to make any sense of the
culture of the family or community of which he is now supposedly a part, is
unable to reciprocate the bonds and relationships of this family and
community, and withdraws into the memory of past symbols.

The theme of this condition of exile in adoption is one of separation, and it is
often the hallmark of the adoption of older children of different ethnic
backgrounds, whose past culture and structure are based on a different race,
religion, language, or nationality. Just as importantly, however, exile can and
does take place within the boundaries of the same ethnicity, for the borders of
family and community culture are just as critical, if not more so, to the
experiences of a young child, as the larger parameters of ethnicity and nation.

Perhaps we can hypothesise that it is among these adoptees-as-exiles that the
myth of return is strongest, and this may be because there are no successful
networks of emotive relationships to bind the older child 1o the present time.
The newly discussed emphasis on origins, and the debate over the disclosure of
sealed files in law and social work, may relate importantly 1o this particular
condition (Triselious, 1973; Lilton, 1975, 1979; Sorosky, Baran and Pannor,
1978}, As far as we know, in the still undeveloped sociology of adoption, the age
of the child when adopted is not clearly identified as a variable in these newer
studies of those who scck fuller information on their pre-adoptive pasts.

The final discussion relates to the sociocultural condition of isolation, and
this represents the most extreme kind of marginality for adoptees. It is this type
where the hypothesis of failure in adoption is most salient, and where the fear
that underlies part of the adoption mystique is most concenurated. The
ambiguity of both familial symbols and familial relationships defines a theme of
apariness, a portrait of the most severe kind of detachment. This condition then
is not a loss of identity, but more accurately a lack of identity, for there has been
litle provided to the child from the very beginnings of life, neither for recalling
nor for belonging.

Adoptees-as-isolates are not an important sociological problem because of
their great frequency. indeed, there may be relatively few, if inferences from
the literawure on adoption are indicmive. More o the point, isolation is
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sociologically important because it is deviant to the human condition. It s
critical because it is a deviance that happens to be the most alienating, and
because it provides us with insight into the normative expectations of social
existence. As with all studies of opposites, the examination of the one
illuminates the other. Research into the ambiguity of culwural symbols and
structural bonds can reinforce our undersianding of the certainty and meaning
of these kinds of atachments, in the most taken-for-granted sitwations.

Isolation, as defined, can result from rwo kinds of adoption experience. The
first may happen o the adoptee who is placed for adoption as an infant, and
whose adoption, for whatever reasons, is not successful; the child is poorly
socialised into the family and the surrounding community. Despite the legality
of the adoption process itself, the real social environment may never integrate
the child, and the stigma of the outsider and the changeling may never
disappear. It is even conceivable that the stigma is manipulated within the
boundaries of the family and among close friends and relatives. Under these
conditions, it is hardly surprising that the child grows with litle connection to
what is around him, and with litde basis for a social identity.

The second transition which may result in isolation stems, and this is
probably more frequent, from the placement of the older child into the
adoptive home. This contrasts well with one of the theoretical possibilities for
the development of conversion, as noted above. The adoptee-as-convert may
have had an early experience of poor socialisation, with inadequate bonding to
the symbols and associations of home and community. The convert, however,
moves with adoption from this unsatisfactory level of integration to 2 much
improved one, and the present situation can supply the structure required. The
isolate, in contrast, will experience a lack of integration at both periods, in the
carly stages of socialisation as well as in the later adoptive environment. Early
uncertainty is reinforced by later uncertainty. The adoptee-as-isolate is never
given sufficient opportunity to develop culiural and structural meaning. The
vicissitudes of his or her life overwhelm normal development.

To summarise, the different hypothetical situations are presented in Figure 3,
by cach of the four sociocultural conditions of adoptee status, and according to
each of three important variables: the age of placement of the adoptee, whether
as an infant or as an older child; the state of present socioculwural integration,
viewed as strong or weak; and the experience of former socialisation, prior to
the present adoption, and perceived as strong or weak. The presentation
suggests not only that these conditions are exclusive of each other, according to
1he factors given, and that they represent quite distinctive adoption experiences
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Figure 3:. Adoplee status, by age at placement and sociocultural integration

Sociocultural Age Present Former
conditions of at soctocultural sociocultural
adoptee staius placement integration integration
Traditionalism Infant Swrong n/a
Conversion Older child Swrong Strong
Older child Strong Weak
Exile Older child Weak Suong
Isolation Infant Weak n/a
' older child Weak Weak

and outcomes, but also that they are exhaustive of the theoretical and empirical
possibilities in adoption experience. To the extent that this is true, the modet
may be useful in its description and clarificaton of the various avenues and
transitions that adoption can take.

The Cultural Metrics of Adoption

A major interest in this section, and in fact of the larger project, has been the
question of success and failure in adoption. Most research to date has
attempted to examine this question rather narrowly, with empirical measures
based on such social indicators as criminality and legal deviance, delinquency,
educational ambition, and occupatonal training. Some studies have examined
he success and failure of adoption in less empirical terms that deal with
heories ol menital health and social psychological identity.?$

The ideas of “success” and ‘‘failure”, however, may go beyond the
conventional social indicators and the more adventuresome psychological
ones. Such ideas have their foundation in the more radical dimensions ol
human existence. The entire field of child placement deals with the formation
of human beings in society, and the phenomenon of modern adoption, that
which some have wrmed a “legal fiction”, is the only praciice in this area o
include all the possibilities of continuity and discontinuity eutlined and
discussed above.

3. gee for exainple, the work of Kirk {1964), Stone (196g), and Walsh (1g980). To illustrane, Lilton {ig73)
argues that the adopree’s search Tor origing should nor, necessarily, be viewed as an indicator of
adoption failure, at least not by itsell. Interest in one's past, whether adopted or not, can also be a
rellection of ambition,
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If we define and understand adoption success as human continuity, then the
relevance of historical symbols, family culture, primary relationships, and
family structure, becomes obvious. These concepts are the links between the
individual, the group, and the larger society. In his efforts to relate larger and
smaller scales of research, Anselm Strauss examines the meaning of individual
identity and human continuity, and concludes that “‘personal identity is meshed
with group identity, which itself rests upon an historical past” (Strauss, 1959,
p. 173). Although the subject of adoption is not treated in this discussion, it is
clear that it falls neatly into place in the emphasis accorded the connection ot
the individual with the group (e.g., family, community, structure) and with the
historical past (e.g., symbols, ethos, culture).

Human continuity is taken for granted in the greater part of social research.
The focus on adoption reminds us that we cannot take so much for granted.
This is one of the reasons that the adoption mystique persists over the centuries:
adoption projects its own forms of continuity and discontinuity, and reminds
us of the fragile nature of the social order of existence. Adoption makes very
clear the issues of group membership, of history, of dislocation, of the future,
of cultural form, and of group structure. With its own dynamics and cultura,
metrics, adoption is a reflection of the larger sociery.

If adoption success is continuity, on the scale of the family and the small
community, then adoption success goes beyond identity-formation and
permanence to the social and cultural dimensions of ascent (as opposed to
descent), of bridging (as opposed to detachment), and of sequence (as opposed
to episodic dislocation). The idea of adoption tends to clarify these culwural
metrics ol time, space, and succession. If child placement in the form of failure
is the discontinuity of isolation, then the cultural metrics of time, space, and
succession, are frozen and bear no further meaning. There is no collective
memory; there are merely loose boards.

Beuty Jean Lifton describes adoption as ‘‘a metaphor for the human
condition, sending us forth on that mythic quest that will prove we are bonded
1o the world, and 10 each other — and in the process, reveal 1o us who we are”
(Lifton, 1979, p. 273). The adoption experience is an amalgam of the meaning
of culture, structure, and identity, in the lives of those involved. The study of
adoption can inform us not only of the mystique and promise of this form of
child care, but it can do more, for it can enlighten us as 10 the meaning of the
loundadons of community and society.




REFERENCES

ABBOTT, GRACE, 1980. “Adoption-Modern,” Encyclopedia of the Social
Sciences, Vol. 1, New York: Macmillan. pp. 460-463.

ABRAMSON, HAROLD ]J., 1976. “On the Sociology of Ethnicity and Social
Change: A Model of Rootedness and Rootlessness,”” The Economic and Social
Review, Vol. 8, No. 1, pp. 43-59.

ANCIENT LAWS OF [RELAND, 1865-1g01. Volumes I-1V. Dublin: A. Thom.

BENET, MARY KATHLEEN, 1976. The Politics of Adoption, New York: Free
Press.

BOHMAN, MICHAEL, 1970. Adopted Children and Their Families, Stockholm:
Proprius.

BOWLBY, JOHN, 1g51. Maternal Care and Mental Heaith, Geneva: World
Health Organisation.

BRADY, IVAN, (ed.}, 1976. Transactions in Kinship: Adoption and Fosterage in
Oceania, Honolulu: The University Press of Hawaii.

BRYANT, SOPHIE, {1932} 1970. Liberty, Order and Law under Native I'vish Rule: A
Study in the Book of the Ancient Laws of Ireland, Port Washingion, New York:
Kennikat Press.

CALVERTON, V. F., 1930. "“The Illegitimate Child,” in V. F. Calverton and
5. D. Schmallausen The New Generation, (eds.), New York: Macaulay, pp.
18g—206.

CARROLL, VERN, (ed.), 1970. Adoption in Eastern Oceania, Honolulu:
University of Hawaii Press.

CENTRAL STATISTICS OFFICE, 1980. Annual Abstract of Statistics, London:
HMSO. :

CHILDREN FIRST NEWSLETTER: Dalkey, Co. Dublin: C. Mollan.

CONNELL, K. H., 1968. Irish Peasani Society: Four Fistorical Essays, Oxford:
Clarendon Press.

CROSS, TOM PEETE and CLARK HARRIS SLOVER, (eds.), (1936) 1969.
Ancient frish Tales, New York: Barnes and Noble.

DARLING, VIVIENNE, 1974. Adoption in [reland, Dublin: Care Discussion,
Paper No. 1.

DAVIS, KINGSLEY, 193ga. “Illegitimacy and the Social Structure,” American

. Journal of Seciology, Vol. 45, No. 2, pp. 215-233.

DAVIS, KINGSLEY, 19389b. ““The Forms of lllegitimacy,” Social Forces, Vol. 18,
No. 1, pp. 77-89.

65



66 ISSUES IN ADOPTION IN IRELAND

DEMPSEY, M. and R. C. GEARY, 1g79. The Irish Itinerants: Some Demographic,
Economic and Educational Aspects, Dublin: The Economic and Social Research
Institute, Broadsheet Series No. 18.

EPSTEIN, A. L., 1978. Ethos and Identity: Three Studies in Ethnicity, London:
Tavistock.

ERIKSON, ERIK, 1968. Identity: Youth and Crisis, New York: W. W. Norton.
FERGUSON, HEATHER ANNE, 1979. “‘Face to Face,” National University ol
Ireland, M.Soc. Sc. Thesis. )
GIBBONS, LUKE, 1981. “Synge, Country and Western: The Myth of the West
in Irish and American Culture, “Unpublished paper, presented at the 8th
Annual Conference of the Sociological Association of Ireland, Limerick.

GINNELL, LAURENCE, 1894. The Brehon Laws: A Legal Handbook, London: T.
F. Unwin.

GMELCH, GEORGE, 1977. The Irish Tinkers: The Urbanization of an Itinerant
People, Menlo Park, California: Cummings.

GOFFMAN, ERVING, 1968, Stigma: Notes on the Management of Spoiled Identity,
Harmondsworth, Middlesex: Pelican Boaoks.

GOLDSTEIN, JOSEPH, ANNA FREUD and ALBERT J. SOLNIT, (1973}
1979. Beyond the Best Interests of the Child, New York: Macmillan, Free Press.

GOOD, JAMES, 1970. A Cork Society’s Adoption Survey,”’ Child Adoption,
Vol. 60, No. 2, pp. 31-34. :

GOOD, JAMES, 1971. “‘Legal Adoption in Ireland,” Child Adoption, Vol. 65,
No. 3, pp. 23-27.

GOODY, JACK, 1969. “‘Adoption in Cross-cultural Perspective,” Comparative
Studies in Society and History, Vol. 11, No. 1, pp. 55—178.

GORDON, MILTON M. 1964. Asstmilation in American Life. New York: Oxford
University Press.

HANNAN, DAMIAN F., 1979. Displacement and Development: Class, Kinship and
Social Change in Irish Rural Communities, Dublin: The Economic and Social
Research insuute, General Research Sertes No. g6.

HARTLEY, SHIRLEY FOSTER, 1975. [llegitimacy, Berkeley, California:
University ol California Press.

HEMPHILL, SANDRA, SUSAN MCDANIEL, and H. DAVID KIRK, 1981.
“Adoption in Canada: A Neglected Area of Data Collection for Research,”
Journal of Comparative Family Studies, Vol. 12, No. 4, pp. 509-515.

HYDE, DOUGLAS, (1899) 1967. A Literary History of Ireland, London: Ernest
Benn.




REFERENCES 67

JACKA, ALAN A., 1973. Adoption in Brief: Research and Other Literature in the
United States, Canada and Great Britain, 1966—1972, An Annotated Bibliogruphy,
Windsor, Berkshire: NFER Publishing and National Children’s Bureau.

JAFFEE, BENSON and DAVID FANSHEL, 1970. How They Fared in Adoption: A
Follow-Up Study, New York: Columbia University Press.

KADUSHIN, ALFRED, 1970. Adopting Older Children, New York: Columbia
University Press. '

KEATING, WILLIAM, 1976/77. “An Analysis of Recent Demographic Trends
with Population Projections for the Years 1981 and 1986”, journal of the
Statistical and Social Inguiry Society of Ireland, Vol. XXIIL.

KINSELLA, THOMAS, (wrans.}, 196q. The Tdin, Dublin: Dolmen Press.

KIRK, H. DAVID, 1964. Shared Fate: A Theory of Adoption and Mental Health, New
York: Free Press.

KIRK, H. DAVID, 1981. Adoptive Kinship: A Modern Institution in Need of Reform,
Toronto: Butterworths.

KORNITZER, MARGARET, 1g952. Child Adoption in the Modern World, London:
Putnam.

KORNITZER, MARGARET, 1968. Adoption and Family Life, London: Putnam.

LASLETT, PETER, KARLA OOSTERVEEN and RICHARD M. SMITH,
(eds.), 1980. Bastardy and its Comparative History, Cambridge: Harvard
University Press.

LEONARD, HUGH, 1979. Home Before Night, London: André Deutsch.

LIFTON, BETTY JEAN, 1975. Twice Born: Memoirs of an Adopted Daughter, New
York: McGraw-Hill.

LIFTON, BETTY JEAN, 1979. Lost and Found: The Adoption Experience, New
York: Dial Press.

LOWIE, ROBERT H., 1930. “Adoption-Primitive,” Encyclopedia of the Social
Sciences, Vol. 1, New York: Macmillan, pp. 459—460.

MAC NIOCAILL, GEAROID, 1972. Ireland before the Vikings, Dublin: Gill and
Macmillan.

MAINE, HENRY SUMNER, 1875. Lectures on the Early History of Institutions, New
York: Henry Holt.

MALINOWSKI, BRONISLAW, 1930. “Parenthood — The Basis of Social
Structure,” The New Generation, V. F. Calverton and §. D. Schmalhausen,
(eds.), New York: Macaulay, pp. 113-168.

McCARTHY, MARY, 1957. Memories of a Catholic Girlhood, New York: Harcourt,
Brace and World.



68 ISSUES IN ADOPTION IN IRELAND -

NATIONAL SOCIAL SERVICE COUNCIL, April 1981. “Fostering,”” Relate,
Information Bulletin of the N.S.5.C., Vol. 8, No. 7.

NICHOLLS, KENNETH, 1972. Gaelic and Gaelicised Ireland in the Middle Ages,
Dublin: Gill and Macmiltan.

O’CONNOR, FRANK, 1967. A Short History of Itish Literature: A Backward Look,
New York: G. P. Putnam’s Sons,

PRINGLE, M. L. KELLMER, 1967. Adoption — Facts and Fallacies: A Review of
Research in the United States, Canada and Great Brilain between 1948 and 1963,
New York: Humanities Press.

PROTESTANT ADOPTION SOCIETY, 1g977. “Survey of Parents who
Adopted Children in 1957 and 1962’ (unpublished).

QUARTERLY REPORTS OF BIRTHS, DEATHS AND MARRIAGES, 1g8o0.
Dublin: Statonery Office.

RAYNOR, LOIS, 1980. The Adopted Child Comes of Age, London: Allen and
Unwin.

REPORTS OF AN BORD UCHTALA (ADOPTION BOARD), 1953~198o0.
Dublin: Stadonery Office.

ROBINS, JOSEPH, 1980. The Lost Children: A Study of Charity Children in I'reland,
1700—1900, Dublin: Institute of Public Administration.

SEGLOW, JEAN, M.L. KELLMER PRINGLE, and PETER WEDGE, 1g72.
Growing Up Adopted, National Foundation for Educational Research in
England and Wales.

SHATTER, ALAN ]., 1977. Family Law in the Republic of Ireland, Portmarnock
Wolthound Press.

SIMMEL, GEORG, 1950. The Sociology of Georg Simmel, Glencoe, Illinois: Free
Press.

SOROSKY, ARTHUR D., ANNETTE BARAN and REUBEN PANNOR, 1978.
The Adoption Triangle: The Effects of the Sealed Record on Adoptees, Birth Parents,
and Adoptive Parents, Garden City, New York: Anchor Press, Doubleday.

STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF IRELAND, 1960, 1965, 1970~71, 1974—75,
1g77. Dublin: Stationery OfTice.

STONE, F. H., 1969. ““Adoption and Identity,”” Child Adoption, Vol. 58, No. g,
pp. 17—28.

STRAUSS, ANSELM L., (1959} 1977. Mirrors and Masks: The Search for Identity,
Glencoe, Illinois: Free Press.

TASK FORCE ON CHILD CARE SERVICES, 1980c. Final Repori, Dublin:
Stationery Office.




REFERENCES bg

TIZARD, BARBARA, 1978, Adoption: A Second Chance, New York: Free Press,
Macmillan.

TRISELIOTIS, JOHN P., 1978. /n Search of Origins: The Experiences of Adopted
People, London: Routledge and Kegan Paul.

WALSH, MARY M., 1980. “The Human Need for Continuity: Some of the
Problems in Adoption”. (unpublished).
WEINSTEIN, EUGENE A., 1968. “‘Adoption,” International Encyclopedia of the
Social Sciences, Vol. 1, New York: Macmillan and Free Press, pp. g6-100.
WHITE, JACK, 1975. Minority Report: The Protestant Community tn the Irish
Republic, Dublin: Gill and Macmtilian.

WHYTE, |. H., (1971} 1980. Church and State in Modern Ireland, 1g23-1970,
Dublin: Gill and Macmillan.

WOLF, ARTHUR P. and CHIEH-SHAN HUANG, 1980. Marriage and Adoption
in China, 1845—-1945, Stanford, California: Stanford University Press.




PUBLICATIONS OF ESRI
Books
Economic Growth in Ireland: The Experience Since 1947
Kieran A. Kennedy and Brendan Dowling
Irish Economic Policy: A Review of Major Issues :
Staff Members of ESRI (cds. B. R. Dowling and J. Durkan)
The Irish Economy and Society in the 1980s (Papers presented at ESRI
Twenty-first Anniversary Conference) Staff Members of ESRI
The Economic and Social State of the Nation
J. F. Mcenan, M. P, Fogarty, ]J. Kavanagh and L. Ryan
The Irish Economy: Policy and Performance 1972-1981
P. Bacon, J. Durkan and J. O'Lecary
Employment and Unemployment Policy for Ireland
Sialf Members of ESRI {eds. Denis Connilfe and Kieran A. Kennedy)

Policy Resecarch Series:
). Regional Policy and the Full-Employment Target
M. Ross and B. Walsh
2. Energy Demand in Ireland, Projections and Policy Issues 8. Scott
3. Some Issuecs in the Methodology of Attitude Research
E. E. Davis et al.
4, Land Dratnage Policy in freland  Richard Bruton and Frank J. Convery

5. Recent Trends in Youth Unemployment J- J. Sexton
Broadshect Series:

1. Dental Services in Ireland P. R. Kaim-Caudle

2. We Can Stop Rising Prices M. P. Fogarty

3. Pharmaccutical Services i freland P. R. Kaim-Caudle

assisted by Annetic O'Toole and Kathleen O'Donoghue

4. Ophthalmic Services in Ireland P. R. Kaim-Caudle

assisted by Kathleen O'Donoghuc and Annette O"Toole

5. Irish Pensions Schemes, 1969 P, R. Kaim-Caudle and J. G. Byrne

assisted by Anneue O'Toole

6. The Social Science Percentage Nuisance R. C. Geary

7. Pouerty in Ircland: Kesearch Priorities Brendan M. Walsh

8. Irish Entreprencurs Speak for Themselves M. P. Fogarty

9. Marital Desertion in Dublin: an exploratory study  Kathleen O'Higgins
0. Equalization of Opportunity in Ireland: Statistical Aspects

R. C. Geary and F. S. O Muircheartaigh

| Public Social Expenditure in Ireland Finola Kennedy

12. Problems in Economic Plarning and Policy Formation in lIrcland,

1958-1974 Desmond Norton

13. Crisis in the Cattle Industry R. O'Conncr and P. Keogh

14, A Study of Schemes for the Kelief of Unemployment in freland
R. C. Geary and M. Dempsey
with Appendix E. Costa
15, Dublin Simon Community, 1971.1976: an Exploration lan Hart
16. Aspects of the Swedish Economy and their relcvance (o freland
Robert O'Connor, Eoin O'Malley and Anthony Foley

70




b7,

19.

20.

21.

22.

28,

PUBLICATIONS OF ESRI

The Irish Housing System: A Critical Overview
T. J. Baker and L. M. O’Bri¢n
The Irish ltinerants: Some Demographic, Economic and Educational
Aspects M. Dempsey and R. C. Geary
A study of Industrnial Workers’ Co-operatives
Robert O’Connor and Philip Kelly
Drinking in Ireland: A Review of Trends in Alcohol Consumption,
Alcohol Related Problems and Polictes towards Alcoho!
Brendan M. Walsh
A Review of the Conmon Agricultural Policy and the Implications of Modified
Systems for Ireland
R. O’Connor, C. Guiomard and J. Bevercux
Policy Aspects of Land-Use Planning in Ireland
Frank j. Convery and A. Allan Schmid

Issues in Adoption in Ireland Harold }. Abramson

Geary Lecture Series:

1.

R. G. D. Allen
2, Computers, Statistics and Planning-Systems or Chaos? (1968)
F.G. Foster
3. The Dual Carcer Family (1970} Rhona and Robert Rapoport
4. The Psychosonomics of Rising Prices (1971) H. A. Turner
5. An Interdisciplinary Approach to the Measurement of Utility or Welfare
{1972) J. Tinbergen
6. Econometric Forecasting from Lagged Relationships (1973)
. M. G. Kendall
7. Towards a New Objectivity (1974) Alvin W. Gouldner
8. Structural Analysis in Sociology (1975) Robert K. Merton
8. Brtish Economic Growth 1951.1973: Success or Failure? (1976)
R. C. O. Matthews
10. Official Statistictans and Econometricians in the Present Day World
(1977) E. Malinvaud
11. Political and Institutional Economies (1978) Gunnar Myrdal
12. The Dilemmas of a Socialist Economy: The Hungarian Experience
(1979) Janos Kornai
13. The Story of a Soctal Experiment and Some Reflections (1980)
Robert M. Solow
14. Modernisation and Religion {1981) P. L. Berger
15. Poor, Relatively Speaking (1983) Amartya K. Sen
16. Towards More Rational Decisions on Criminals (1984)
Danicl Glaser
General Research Serics:
l. The Ownership of Personal Property in Ireland Edward Nevin
2. Short-Term Economic Forecasting and its Application in freland
Alfred Kuchn
3. The Irish Tariff and The E.E.C.: A Factual Survey Edward Nevin
4. Demand Relationships for Ireland C. E. V. Leser
5. Loeal Government Finance in Ireland: A Preliminary Survey

A Stmple Approach to Macro-cconomic Dynamics {1967)

David Walker

71



72

3l
33.

34.
35.

36.
37.

3s8.
39.

40.

ISSUES IN ADOPTION IN IRELAND

Prospects of the Irish Economy in 1962 Alfred Kuchn
The Irish Woollen and Worsted Industry, 1946-59: A Study in Statis-
tical Method . R. C. Geary
The Allocation of Public Funds for Social Development  David Walker
The Irish Price Level: A Comparative Study Edward Nevin
Inland Transport in Ireland: A Factual Study D. J. Reynolds
. Public Debt and Economic Development Edward Nevin
Wages in Ireland, 1946-62 Edward Nevin
Road Transport: The Problems and Prospects in Ireland
D. J. Reynolds
Imports and Economic Growth in Ircland, 1947-61 C. E. V. Leser
The Irish Economy in 1962 and 1963 C. E. V. Leser
Irish County Incomes in 1960 E. A, Attwood and R. C. Geary
The Capital Stock of Irish Industry Edward Nevin
Local Government Finance and County Incomes David Walker
Industrial Relations in Ireland: The Background David O'Mahony
Social Security in freland and Western Europe P. R. Kaim-Caudle
The Irish Economy in 1963 and 1964 C. E. V. Leser
The Cost Structure of Irish Industry 1950-60 Edward Nevin
. A Further Analysis of Irish Household Budget Data, 1951-52
) C. E. V. Leser
Economic Aspects of Industrial Relations David O’Mahony
. Psychological Barriers to Economic Achicvement P. Pentony
. Seasonality in Irish Economic Statistics C.E. V. Leser
The Irish Economy in 1964 and 1965 C. E. V. Leser
Housing in Ireland: Sonic Economic Aspects P. R. Kaim-Caudle
A Statistical Study .of Wages, Prices and Employment in the Irish
Manufacturing Sector C. St. J. O'Herlihy
Fuel and Power in Ireland: Part I. Energy Consumption in 1970
J- L. Booth
Determinants of Wage Inflation in Ireland Kcith Cowling

Regional Employment Patterns in the Republic of Ireland  T. J. Baker
The Irish Economy in 1966
The Staff of The Economic Research Institute
Fuel and Power in Ireland: Part 1. Electricity and Turf J. L. Booth
Fuel and Power in freland: Part 1l International and Temporal Aspects
of Energy Consumption J. L. Booth
Institutional Aspects of Commercial and Central Banking in Ireland
John Hein
Fuel and Power in Ireland: Part IV. Sources and Uses of Encrgy
J. L. Booth
A Study of Imports C.E. V. Leser
The Irish Economy in 1967
The Staff of The Economic and Social Research Institute
Some Aspects of Price Inflation in Ireland
R. C. Geary and J. L. Pratschke




41.
42,

43.
44,
45,
46.

47.
48.

49,
50.

51.
52.

53.

55,
56.
57.
58.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
65.

66.
67.

68.

PUBLICATIONS OF ESRI

A Medium Term Planning Model for Ireland David Simpson
Some Irish Population Problems Reconsidered Brendan M. Walsh
The Irish Brain Drain Richard Lynn
A Method of Estimating the Stock of Capital in Northern Ireland

Manufacturing Industry: Limitations and Applications C. W. Jefferson
An Input-Qutput Analysis of the Agricultural Sector of the Irish
Economy in 1964 R. O’Connor with M. Breslin
The Implications for Cattle Producers of Seasonal Price Fluctuations
R. O'Connor
Transport in the Developing Ecanomy of Ireland John Blackwell
Social Status and Inter-Generational Social Mobility in Dublin
Bertram Hutchinson
Personal Incomes by County, 1965 Miccal Ross
Income-Expenditure Relations in Ireland, 1955-1966
John L., Pratschke
Costs and Prices in Transporteble Goods Industries . _
W. Black, ]J. V. Simpson, D. G. Slattery
Certain Aspects of Non-Agricultural Unemployment in Ircland
R. C. Geary and J. G. Hughes
A Study of Demand Elasticities for Insh Imports Dermot McAleese
Internal Migration m Ireland R. C. Geary and J. G. Hughes

with Appendix C. J. Gillman
Religion and Demographic Behaviour in Ireland B. M. Walsh
with Appendix R. C. Geary and J. G. Hughes

Views on Pay Increascs, Fringe Bencfits and Low Pay

H. Behrend, A. Knowles and ). Davies
Views on Income Differentials and the Economic Situation

H. Behrend, A. Knowles and }. Davies

Computers in Ireland ] F. G. Foster
National Differences in Anxicty Richard Lynn
Capital Statistics for frish Manufacturing Industry C. W._ Jefferson
Rural Household Budget — Feasibility Study

Sile Sheehy and R. O’Connor

Effective Tariffs and the Structure of Industrial Protection in Ireland

Dermot McAleese

Methodology of Personal Income Estimation by County  Miceal Ross

Further Data on County Incomes in the Sixties Miccal Ross
The Functional Distribution of Income in Ireland, 1938-70

J. G. Hughes

Irish Input-Qutput Structures, 1964 and 1968 E. W, Henry

Social Status in Dublin: Marriage, Mobility and First Employment

Bertram Hutchinson

An Economic Evaluation of Irish Salmon Fishing, I: The Visiting Anglers

R. O'Connor and B. J. Whelan

i3




74

69.
70.
71.
72.
73.

74,
75.

76,

77.
78.
79.

80.
81.

82,
83.

»

84,
85.
86.
87.

88.

89.

90.

ISSUES IN ADOPTION IN IRELAND

Women and Employment in [reland: Resulls of a National Survey
Brendan M. Walsh assisted by Annctte O Toole
Irish Manufactured Imports from the UK in the Sixties: The Effects of

AIFTA Dermot McAlecese anid John Martin
Alphabetical Voting: A Study of the 1973 General Election in the
Republic of Ireland Christopher Robson and Brendan M. Walsh

A Study of the Irish Cattle and Beef Industries
Terence J. Baker, Robert O'Cannor and Rory Dunne
Regional Employment Patterns in Northemn Ireland
William Black and Clifford W. Jefferson
Irish Full Employment Structures, 1968 and 1975 E. W. Henry
An Economic Evaluation of Irish Salmon Fishing [I: The Irish Anglers
R. O'Connor, B. ]J. Whelan, and A. McCashin
Factors Relating to Reconuviction among Young Dublin Probationers
lan Hart
The Structure of Unemployment in Ireland, 1954-1972
Brendan M. Walsh
An Economic Evaluation of Imsh Salmon Fishing, fIf: The Commercial
Fishermen B. J. Whelan, R. O'Connor, and A. M¢Cashin
Wage Inflation and Wage Leadership
W. E. ]J. McCarthy, J. F. O'Brien and V. G. Dowd
An Econometric Study of the Irish Postal Service Peter Neary
Employment Relationships in Irish Counties
Terence J. Baker and Miceal Ross
Irish Input-Output Income Multipliers 1964 and 1968
J. R. Copeland and E. W, Henry
A Study of the Structure and Determinants of the Behavioural Com-
ponent of Sacial Attitudes in Ireland E. E. Davis
Economic Aspects of Local Authority Expenditure and Finance
J. R. Copeland and Brendan M. Walsh
Population Growth and other Statistics of Middle-sized [rish Towns
D. Curtin, R. C. Geary, T. A, Grimes and B. Menton
The Income Sensitivity of the Personal Income Tax Base in Ireland,

1947-1972 Brendan R. Dowling
Traditional Families? From Culturally Prescnibed to Negotiated Roles
in Farm Families Damian F. Hannan and Louise Katsiaouni

An Irish Personality Differential: A Technique for Measuring Affective
and Cognitive Dimensions of Attitudes Towards Persons
E. E. Davis and Mary O'Neill
Redundancy and Re-Employment in Ireland
Brendan J. Whelan and Brendan M. Walsh
A National Model for Fuel Allocation — A Prototype
E. W. Henry and 8. Scont




91.

92.

93,

94.
95,

96.

97.

98.

99

100.
101,
102,
103.

104.

105.

106.

107.

108.
109.

110.

111.

112,

PUBLICATIONS OF ESRI

A Linear Programming Model for Irish Agriculture
Robert O’Connor, Miccal Ross and Michacl Behan
Irish Educational-Expenditures — Past, Present and Future
A. Dale Tussing
The Working and Living Conditions of Civil Service Typists
Néirin O'Broin and Gillian Farren
Irish Public Dcbt Richard Bruton
Output and Employment in the Inish Food Industry to 1990
A. D. O’Rourke and T. P. McStay
Displacement and Development: Class, Kinship and Social Change in
Irish Rural Communities Damian F. Hannan
Attitudes in the Republic of Ireland relevant to the Northemn Ireland
Problem: Vol. I: Descriptive Analysis and Some Comparisons with Atti-
tudesin Northern Ireland and Great Britain  E. E. Davis and R. Sinnou
Internal Migration Flows in Ireland and their Determinants
J- G. Hughes and B, M. Walsh
Irish Input-Output Structures, 1976 E. W. Henry
Development of Irish Sea Fishing Industry and its Regional Implications
R. O'Connor, J. A. Crutchfield, B. ]J. Whelan and K. E. Mellon
Employment  Conditions and  fob Satisfaction: The Distribution,
Perception and Evaluation of fob Rewards Christopher T. Whelan
Crime in the Republic of Ireland: Statistical Trends and their
Interpretation David B. Rottman
Measures of the Capital Siock in the Irish Manufacturing Sector, 1945-
1973 R. N. Vaughan
A Study of National Wage Agreements in Ireland James F. O'Brien
Socie-Economic Impact of the Construction of the ESB Power Station
at Moneypoint, Co. Clare '
R. Q'Connor, J. A. Crutchficld and B. J. Whelan

The Financing of Third-level Education A. C. Barlow
An Input-Output Analysis of New Industry in Ircland in 1976

E. W. Henry
Social Insurance and Absence from Work in Ireland Gerard Hughes

The Distribution of Income in the Republic of Ireland: A Study in
Soctal Class and Family-Cycle Inequalities
D. B. Rottman, D). F. Hannan, N. Hardiman and M. M. Wiley
The Ecoenomic and Social Circumstances of the Elderly in Ireland
B. J. Whelan and R, N, Vaughan

Worker Priorities, Trust in Management and Prospects for Workers’
Farticipation Christopher T. Whelan
The Impact of Energy Prices on the Irish Economy during 1973-1981

E. W. Henry

15



76 ISSUES IN ADOPTION IN IRELAND

L13. Schooling and Sex Roles: Sex Differences in Subject Provision and Student Choice
in Irish Post-Primary Schools
D. Hannan, R. Breen and B. Murray, D. Watson, N. Hardiman, K. O’Higgins
114, Energy Crops, Forestry and Regional Development in Ireland
Frank J. Convery and Kathleen Dripchak

115. Aggregale Supply, Aggregrate Demand and Income Distribution in
Ireland: A Macrosectornl Analysis

Jehn Bradley and Connell Fanning




