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• Happy Valentine’s Day 

from The O’Malley Clan! 

• The O’Malley Clan Gath-

ering  2021/2022 
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the take up of vaccines 

• The O’Malley Orphans– 

Tuam after the Great 

Famine 

• An O’Malley undertakers 

experience of the pan-

demic 

• About the O’Malley Clan 
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• The O’Malley Clan DNA 
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Get in touch and share your O’Malley Heritage! 

Have you got an article 

or old photographs that 

you’d like to submit for 

future editions of “O 

Maille” The O’Malley 

Clan Association News-

letter.  

We’d love to hear from 

you wherever you’re 

based around the 

world. Old photographs 

and stories to go with 

them, old letters, fam-

ily trees or just an arti-

cle  

that you’d like to share 

with the rest of the 

clan. Drop us a line and 

We’ll get right to it! 

 

Chieftain Tom O’Malley, and all of us in The O’Malley Clan Association hope that 

you’re all doing well out there and staying safe. We’d like to wish you a Happy 

Valentine’s Day and lots of love from all of us here to all of you wherever you are 

around the globe. 

It might not be possible for some of you to be with your loved ones for Valen-

tine’s weekend this year, but with progress being made on vaccinations, it 

shouldn’t be too long before all those big reunions happen. 

Keep the faith, and keep your hands clean, and We’ll get there in the end! 
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Announcement 
 

We have taken the decision to postpone the 2021 O’Malley Gathering 
planned for next June in Newport, Co Mayo. Chieftain Tom, Tánaiste Mar-
tin and guardian Chief Ellen, together with the Council of former Chieftains 
have reluctantly taken this decision recognising that the great work of 
overcoming the COVID-19 pandemic won’t have made enough progress to 
allow such an event to take place this year. Instead, we’ll look forward to a 
super Gathering in 2022 as we all come back together again. Given this 
decision, Tom, Martin and Ellen will continue to hold their current offices 

for another year. 

  

The success of last year’s Virtual Gathering has led us to think about what 
we could do on-line towards the end of June this year in order to keep the 
O’Malley connections alive. We’d appreciate your thoughts. Tell us what 
you liked or disliked about last years online Gathering, and what new 
ideas you have that we could do this year. How can we make it more inter-
active and how can we involve as many O’Malleys and their relatives as 
possible? All suggestions and comments welcome, to omalleyclanire-

land@gmail.com  



BRAINTREE -- Speaking at an online conference 

Jan. 19, Cardinal Seán P. O'Malley urged Catholics 

to receive the coronavirus vaccine, calling it "the 

ethical choice." 

The "Christians in front of the COVID-19 vaccines" 

virtual conference was held by the Latin American 

Academy of Catholic Leaders. It was organized by 

Cardinal Aguiar Retes of Mexico City and academy 

member Jose Antonio Rosas. Thousands of 

participants joined the conference live via Zoom, 

and a YouTube recording of the conference had 

received more than 36,000 views as of Jan. 27. 

 

Cardinal O'Malley was one of three speakers over the course of the day, each of whom talked about different 

aspects of the vaccines. 

Dr. Katarina Le Blanc, an immunologist and member of the Pontifical Academy of Sciences, provided 

scientific background on the vaccines. Enrique Garcia Rodriguez, the former treasurer of the Inter-American 

Development Bank, talked about the impact of the coronavirus pandemic on the world economy. Cardinal 

O'Malley spoke about the ethical aspects of the vaccines, emphasizing that Catholics can and should be 

vaccinated. 

 

During his talk, the cardinal said he was there "to assure my fellow Catholics that the Church has looked very 

carefully at the ethical implications of this vaccine and wants to assure all of us that the decision to be 

vaccinated is an ethical decision, and we want to encourage people to make use of this very important weapon 

in fighting the pandemic." 

He spoke about Pope Francis, who has consistently taught throughout his pontificate "that God has put us on 

this earth to take care of one another." 

 

"The Holy Father wants us all to be very aware that although taking the vaccination is a personal choice, it has 

consequences that affect not only the individual but also more broadly affects our susceptible neighbors. There 

are people who cannot take the vaccine or do not yet have access to it that can still be affected by those who 

refuse to take the vaccine. The general principle of the common good comes down to benevolence, love, care 

for others, laying down personal priorities for the service of others," Cardinal O'Malley said. 

 

He cited the World Health Organization's estimate that 65 to 70 percent of a population must be vaccinated in 

order to stop the coronavirus from spreading. When that point is reached, the coronavirus will not have 

enough human hosts to choose from, and transmission rates will drop. 

Cardinal O'Malley mentioned that both Pope Francis and Pope Emeritus Benedict XVI had received the 

vaccine the previous week, and said he hopes "that their example will encourage everyone to do the same and 

to realize that the ethical choice is indeed to be vaccinated." 

He quoted Pope Francis as saying, "I believe that ethically everyone should take the vaccine. It is an ethical 

choice because you are gambling with your health, with your life, but you are also gambling with the lives of 

others." 

Cardinal O’Malley urges the take up of vaccines 
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O’Malley Orphans Caught in Religious Tug-of-War 

By 

Brendan O’Malley 

On the 20th of November 1858, the Court of Chancery 

in Dublin was densely crowded to hear the judgement 

of the Lord Chancellor in the much-discussed case of 

the O’Malley orphans. The eight unfortunate children, 

the eldest of whom was only ten years old, had lost 

their father and mother within fifteen months of each 

other and were now the subject of a religious tug-of-

war between their Catholic uncle William O’Malley 

and Church of Ireland (Protestant) aunt Jane Robin-

son. Behind the protagonists, financial muscle and 

influence was provided by the Roman Catholic priest 

Fr John Coyne and the nuns of the Sisters of Mercy, 

Tuam, on the one hand and the Honourable Miss 

Plunkett, a connection of the Church of Ireland 

Bishop of Tuam, on the other. The case had been 

heard over several days earlier in the month and had 

been extensively reported in The Freeman’s Journal and The Nation. Such was the public interest 

in the case that Mr O’Hagan QC had been wildly applauded on completion of his arguments for 

William a few days earlier. 

This article is based on the news coverage in these two newspapers at the time. 

John O’Malley, father of the children, was a constable in the Irish constabulary, stationed in Tuam. 

Born in 1812, he was thirteen years older than his wife, Ellen Jameson, daughter of Sergeant Wil-

liam Jameson, also of the Irish constabulary, most likely his superior officer. John was a Catholic, 

while William and his daughter were Protestants. They had eight children between 1845 and 1857, 

five boys and  three girls. John had been stationed in a number of places over the period of his 

marriage, so the elder children attended various schools. 

Ireland in the 1840s and ‘50s was beset by famine and poverty, so a job in the constabulary was a 

vital lifeline. Despite the gradual relaxation of the penal laws in the first half of the nineteenth cen-

tury, there were still many disadvantages in being Catholic. John had become head constable in 

Tuam, at a time when promotions in the force might not have come to an overly zealous Catholic. 

The practice of his religion seems to have been limited to having his children baptised as Catho-

lics, and on at least some occasions, they were brought to Protestant services and Sunday School 

by their mother. 

In early 1857, while Ellen was about to give birth to their youngest child Samuel, John fell ill. He 

died aged 45 in March of that year, leaving Ellen with no means of support for her eight children. 



The court was told that the Inspector-General of Constabulary awarded her £60 as “compensation” 

following John’s death, not an inconsiderable sum at the time. Nevertheless, early the following year 

(1858), she went to visit her sister Jane Robinson in Drumkerran, Co Louth to appeal for help. Jane 

was unable to provide any financial assistance and so Ellen was left with no other option than to en-

ter the workhouse in Tuam, together with her eight children. Not long afterwards, she took ill herself 

and died in June, aged only 33. 

Workhouses in 1850s Ireland were grim places, intended to be a last resort for the destitute. On en-

try, families were broken up; men, women, boys and girls were separately accommodated in dormi-

tories and workrooms and forbidden all contact with each other. The food was poor, the conditions 

spartan and the work hard. Only the really desperate entered them. 

After Ellen’s death, there was no parent alive to determine the children’s religion – Catholic or prot-

estant. Other orphans at the time whose parents were of the same religion attracted little if any public 

attention and were lucky to find an orphanage willing to take them in. In this case, however, the op-

posing religious forces, backing up the Catholic uncle William and the Protestant aunt Jane, moved 

into action. It is clear from the newspaper accounts of the case that the primary concern of both sides 

was the religious upbringing of the  children. 

On the Protestant side, the Honourable Mary Plunkett proposed to provide the funds to bring the 

children up in the Protestant faith. She is referred to as “the Bishopess” in The Nation’s editorial on 

the case, and seems to have been connected to the Bishop of Tuam at the time, Thomas Plunket, later 

the 2nd Baron Plunket. The Bishop is known to have evicted Catholic families who refused to send 

their children to Protestant schools, so it is likely that Mary’s initiative would have met with his ap-

proval. The Church of Ireland rector of Tuam wrote to the Guardians of the workhouse asking them 

to hand the children over to Miss Plunkett who undertook to support and educate them as Protestants. 

She later retreated into the background, promising instead to provide the money for Jane Robinson, 

Ellen O’Malley’s sister to assume responsibility for the children. 

About the same time, William O’Malley, John’s brother, supported by Fr Eugene Coyne, Catholic 

parish priest of Tuam, asked the Guardians to turn the children over to him, saying that the Sisters of 

Mercy in Tuam had promised to provide support for the upbringing and education of the children as 

Catholics. 

A few months earlier, no-one could be found to lend a helping hand to keep an unfortunate widow 

and her eight children from the workhouse, but now there were two contenders proposing to support 

and educate the children, not just that, but ready to engage expensive lawyers in the Court of Chan-

cery in pursuit of their claims. 

The Guardians delayed the decision for a week and then decided to hand the children over to Wil-

liam. The two principal reasons for this decision seem to have been a) that they accepted that John 

had expressed a dying wish to have the children brought up as Catholics and b) that at that point Jane 

was not proposing to bring up the children herself but to hand them over to Miss Plunkett, who was 

no relation to them. 

 

The O’Malley Orphans– Tuam after the Great Famine 
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On the 23rd September, the matter first 

came before the Court of Chancery in 

Dublin. This move was a serious and 

expensive escalation, requiring a so-

licitor, junior counsel and two 

Queen’s Counsel to present Jane Rob-

inson’s case to the Lord Chancellor. 

The case was heard ex parte, meaning 

that only Jane and her representatives 

were present. She maintained that the 

children had been brought up as Prot-

estants with the agreement of their fa-

ther, who was represented as not really 

committed to his own faith. Further-

more, she asserted that he had agreed 

prior to his death that his wife Ellen should continue to bring them up as she had always done and 

noted that when she entered the workhouse with her eight children, they were all registered as 

Protestants. The Lord Chancellor granted an ex parte order making the children wards of court and 

appointing Jane to be their guardian. The Master, Edward Litton, was tasked with reporting the 

ages of the children, how it was proposed by their guardian to educate them and with whom they 

should reside. 

A full hearing followed on 13th November, to hear the petition of William O’Malley against the 

court order. William was represented by a similar legal team to Jane and the court heard evidence 

over two days. Jane’s team reiterated their earlier arguments that the children had always been 

brought up as Protestants, that John had been happy with this and that she was willing to make an 

investment (provided by Miss Plunket) that would provide an income to support and educate them. 

William’s team countered that John’s wishes were that the children should be brought up as 

Catholics, that William and the Sisters of Mercy would provide for them, that they had been living 

with William since the guardians had handed them over in August and that they were very happy 

in their current environment. Both teams provided witness statements and affidavits aimed at mak-

ing their own case and undermining the arguments of the other. 

In the course of the case, a sad picture emerged of John and Ellen’s circumstances in their last 

days. They were so poor that Ellen, in her confinement before and after giving birth to their 

youngest child, Samuel, had to share the same bed as the mortally ill John. The Reverend Fowler, 

a Protestant clergyman, came to visit her and took the opportunity to read passages from scripture 

to John, later testifying that John’s agreement with the spirit of these passages indicated Protestant 

views and cast doubts over whether he really was a Catholic. Later that day, John sent one of his 

police colleagues to summon Fr. Coyne, the parish priest of Tuam. Fr. Coyne, who admitted that 

he had never met John before, administered the last rites and brought up the issue of the children’s 

religious education. According to Fr. Coyne, supported by four witnesses, John expressed the wish 



that his children be brought up as Catholics. The witnesses present at the time were two nuns and 

two (Catholic) policemen – there seems to have been quite a concern to get John’s statement on the 

record. They also agreed that Jane then said: “I would wish to carry out your intention, but what 

means have you left for that?” Another witness, a friend of Ellen’s, said that after the priest had left, 

John said that she should bring up the children as she always had. Further, Ellen wrote a letter to her 

sister Jane describing the scene, in which she said that “the priest and two of the nuns thought to 

come around me in the presence of my poor dying husband; but I baulked them completely.” 

 

So what was the truth of it? It seems clear that during his life, John did not observe his Catholic reli-

gious duties to any great degree and that he at least acquiesced in his children being instructed in the 

Protestant religion at school. Ellen’s personal commitment to Protestantism seems clear, but we can 

only guess how seriously they differed over the children’s religious education over the years of their 

marriage. On his deathbed, did John change his mind or did he just lack the energy to disagree with 

the priest and nuns? We shall never know for sure. 

Various points of law and precedents from other cases were quoted by the respective legal teams, 

focusing on the father’s wishes, the ability to support the children, the jurisdiction of the court and 

the degree to which their religious upbringing to date had left “impressions” on the children. 

After a week’s deliberation, on Saturday 20th November, the Lord Chancellor announced his verdict 

to a packed court. He went through the various arguments that he had heard at some length but even-

tually found that “in church, in the family, and at school, these children were, with the full consent of 

The O’Malley Orphans– Tuam after the Great Famine 
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both their parents, carefully trained up as Protestant children.” He took the view that to now 

change their religion could present “a great danger to their spiritual welfare and moral character”. 

On that basis, he disallowed William O’Malley’s petition and upheld his earlier order awarding 

guardianship of the children to Jane Robinson. 

The nationalist press was outraged. The Nation announced that “in the sanctuary of justice, bigotry 

flung its sword into the scale and claimed a conqueror’s ascendancy.” 

On the following Monday, Jane Robinson and her solicitor arrived at the convent schools of the Sisters of Mercy in Tuam. Ac-

cording to The Nation, “the children wept and screamed and called on the priest and good sisters to save them, but Mrs Rob-

inson and her attendant attorney caught them up in their arms and hurried them away”. The newspaper cited the case as “a 

warning to Catholics against the danger of mixed marriages.” 

 

This was the end of the affair as far as the public is concerned, but one wonders what happened to 

the children afterwards. 

In the course of family tree research, quite a detailed story emerges. Of the eight O’Malley chil-

dren, one died young, two have not been traced and the other five married and between them had 

twenty children. Robert emigrated to take up farming near Winnipeg in Manitoba, Canada. Three 

of his siblings, Jane, Catherine and John, emigrated to England and John subsequently moved with 

his family to join Robert in Manitoba.  Samuel remained in Ireland, but three of his five children 

also emigrated to join their cousins in Manitoba. Further detail is given in the Appendix. 

All subsequent records show the religion of the O’Malley orphans and their descendants as Church 

of Ireland, Church of England or Anglican. Miss Plunkett was the clear victor.  

 

Brendan O’Malley 

 

 

Appendix: Descendants of John and Ellen O’Malley 

William O’Malley (1845 – 1865) died in Clifden aged only 20. 

 

Jane Sarah O’Malley (1850 – 1883) married Robert Jameson (perhaps a cousin?) and was recorded 

in the 1881 census living with her husband and son Henry Alfred Jameson in Bethnal Green, 

London. She died in 1883 in Preston, Lancashire aged only 33. 

 

Catherine Martha O’Malley (1850 – 1920) and her cousin Hannah Jameson (probably the 

“illegitimate” daughter of Ellen and Jane’s brother, referred to in the course of the court case 

as living with Jane) emigrated to England where they were employed in the household of 

David Hampson in Manchester. Catherine went on to marry William Mee, described as a la-

bourer in the census, and they had four children. She died of influenza in 1920, aged 70. 



 

Eleanor Mary O’Malley (1851 - ?). No records found 

 

Robert George O’Malley (1852 – 1938) emigrated to Canada in 1876, when he was 20. He took up 

farming in Lorne, Manitoba, near Winnipeg. He married Sarah Clouston and they had four chil-

dren:  Ellen Ethel born (1889 - ), Robert George (1892 - ), Irene May (1893 - ) and Lillian Grace 

(1895 - ). The 1921 census records Robert as widowed and living at 352 Home St in Winnipeg 

with his three daughters. He died in Winnipeg on 9 Oct 1938. Robert Jr married Stella Helena 

Shaver and had a daughter Phyllis. A second marriage was to Marie Nazalia Tremblay with 

whom he had two daughters, Margaret and Norma. His three sisters appear not to have married. 

 

Creighton O’Malley (1853 - ?) No records found 

 

John Henry O’Malley (1855 – 1940) moved to England where he married Jane Cowburn in 1884. In 

the 1891 census, they were living in East Hanningfield, Essex where he was employed as a farm 

manager. Their six children were James Cowburn O’Malley (1885 -1954), George Blackledge 

(1887 -1982), Creighton Jameson (1888 – 1985), Robert Kenyon, (1890 – 1977), Annie Jane 

(1891 – 1942) and Eleanor Martha. They all emigrated to Canada in 1914 and settled on farmland 

in Selkirk, near Winnipeg, Manitoba, close to John Henry’s brother Robert. In the 1921 census, 

three of the 4 boys (George, Creighton and Robert) are shown on separate farms near their par-

ents. His eldest son James married Rachel Aldridge and had three children, James Aldridge (1929 

-1970), Elizabeth Jane (1931 – 2018) and Etty May (1933 – 1999). He died in Saskatchewan. 

George appears not have married. Creighton married Mary Ellen Lambert and they had four chil-

dren: John Henry (Jack) (1909 – 1971), Edith Mary (1916 – 2019), Irene Isobel (1918 – 2001) 

and Creighton Robert (1921 – 1988). Robert K married Maggie Ross and they had 2 children. 

Annie Jane married Albert Clarkson and Eleanor married Frederick Broadfoot. 

 

Samuel Robinson O’Malley (1857 – 1919) became a schoolteacher in Dublin and married Marianne 

Rogers from Inverin, Co Galway, also a teacher and daughter of a teacher. They were married in 

the Church of Ireland parish church in Spiddal, Co Galway and went on to have five children: 

Eleanor (Nellie) (1887 - ?), Creighton Robert (1889 – ?), William Albert (1894 – 1997), Cecil 

Arthur (1894 – 1972) and Kathleen Amy (1896 - ?). The 1901 and 1911 census records both 

show the family living at an address in Lurgan St., Dublin, near the King’s Inns. Samuel died in 

Dublin at the age of 63 of bronchial pneumonia. Creighton emigrated to Canada in 1910, initially 

to Toronto, but later went on to Winnipeg where his cousins lived. He married Annie Smith and 

had 4 children, Annie May (1918 - ), Jack (1919 - ), Johann and Maureen.  Cecil also moved to 

Canada and died in Vancouver in 1972. There are no records of a marriage or children. William 

also emigrated to Canada, where he married Florence Holmes and had eight children: Katherine 

(1954 - ), Creighton, Doreen, Mabel, Florence (1918 – 2001), Samuel (1919 – 2014), Cecil (1922 

– 1985) and Joyce (1933 – 2008). There appears to no further information on Kathleen. 
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.'My job as an undertaker gives me purpose' 

 
The increase in deaths caused by Covid-19 is putting huge pressure on the undertaking business. 

One funeral director has spoken of how "the human cost" of the virus, plus the increased workload he and 

his colleagues face, is wearing him out. 

 

Jack O'Malley, of O'Malley Family Funerals, in Cannock, Staffordshire, England, said the firm had recently 

doubled its mortuary capacity to cope with the number of bodies they were receiving. "The last two weeks 

have been really bad, more acute than ever," he said. Pre-pandemic, the firm would receive about five night

-time callouts a month, he said, compared with the three or four a week they get since cases of coronavirus 

began climbing. 

Adding to the pressure are the rules crematoriums have in place, which often fall to the undertakers to 

enforce - for example telling a family member they cannot act as a pallbearer. 

"Some of the rules, when you see the human side, you can't even put a flower on the coffin outside, when 

you're saying that on behalf of the faceless local authority, that's the thing I'm finding so depressing," he 

said. 

"It's the real human cost, funerals don't usually affect me as I do them every day, but some of these rules, 

the whole way bereaved families have to behave now, it's at such a human cost." 

Enforcing the rules is hard, he said, as they are set by the local authority and vary in each area. 

Rules for funerals in England from 6 January 

• During the national lockdown, people are permitted to leave their homes to attend a funeral as well as 

other religious, belief-based, or commemorative events that are linked to a person's death, as long as they 

follow the relevant rules and guidance 



• Funerals can be attended by a maximum of 30 people 

• Up to six people can attend a religious, belief-based or commemorative events linked to a person's 

death, such as stone setting ceremonies, the scattering of ashes or a wake 

• The actual number of people able to attend will depend on how many people can be safely 

accommodated within the venue with social distancing and where the funeral venue manager has carried out 

a risk assessment. In some cases, this may be fewer than 30 people 

At the beginning of the pandemic undertakers were stressed about access to PPE and worried about stock and 

the supply of coffins, he said, but this time that side of things is not such a worry. 

"I don't look at the news, Covid I'm seeing every day, every conversation [at work] is a heavy topic, you have 

to be able to hold yourself in a certain way, so it's nice to close at the end of the day and just go and 

deflate," he said. 

"I do feel guilty, I'm a funeral director and people say 'oh I bet you're doing well', but we're not raking it in... 

but my job does give me purpose, I don't know what I'd do without it." 
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The O’Malley Clan Association 

Mary Jane O’Malley (Hon Sec) 

2 Main Street 

Newport 

Co. Mayo 

Ireland 

 

Email: omalleyclanireland@gmail.com 

 

Website: www.omalleyclan.ie 

The O’Malley Clan Association aims to reach 

out to O’Malleys from all around the world and 

foster links between the O’Malleys around the 

globe and the clan at home here in Ireland.  

The Clan Association formed in 1953 has been 

connecting O’Malleys around the world in The 

US and Canada, Britain, Australia, South Af-

rica, New Zealand, South America, and any-

where else you can think of for over 60 years 

now. 

We hope with our new website, and newsletter, 

that We can go from strength to strength in our 

aim to connect all the O’Malleys around the 

world. 

 

The most common queries we get at The O’Malley Clan Association are queries in relation to 

helping to trace peoples ancestors in Ireland. As we all know, written records can only take us so 

far, (if you’re lucky you’ll get back to the early 1800’s or late 1700’s).  

Many of the Irish Census Records and other historic documents were 

destroyed during the early part of the 20th century and as a result it can 

be very hard to  trace ancestors back beyond the 19th century. Church 

records are a help, but can be patchy at times. 

One way of narrowing down the search is through DNA testing. The 

O’Malley Clan Association is involved in a project with Family Tree DNA to 

test as many O’Malleys as possible to try and expand our knowledge of 

our roots as much as we possibly can.   

There’s a specific page for the project on the Family Tree DNA  website: 

https://www.familytreedna.com/groups/omalley/about 

Check it out, there’s lots of info there, and administrators also for any 

questions. 

 

 

The O’Malley Clan DNA Project on Family Tree DNA 

 

www.facebook.com/omalleyclan 

 

@clanomalley 


