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" ABSTRACT . {

BELFAST RIOTS IN-1857 o

. Maurice Krystal - .

s
»

.

The objectlve of this thesis 1is to examine the riots in Belfast
in l§57 and to ascerta@n its uniqueness in the history of mid-nix{feteen:th‘
century urban disturbances. Compared with a more typ;cal disturbance
which transpired in London two years er, some important dif;“erences
are apparent.,. Rather than a riot with the usual ma.nifest;tions su'ggesting
class confiict, Belfast witnessed the clash of two working class parties
divided st;;.'ictly on religious lines,. While only members of the lower c}.asses

actually came into direct‘confli‘ct. both sides received direct or indirect

support from their religious brethren in higher levels of Belfast's soclety.

‘ For at stake was the survival or overthrowof a system that granted social,

political, and economic privileges to one religio;xs parf{y over the other.

While concentrating on events in 1857, the paper‘a.lso/ briefly examines why

t secta.rian harmony . in Beli_‘ast and the rest of ll.!lsi'.ar."_ further deteriorates

after this date,

f.‘
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ZINTRODUCTION

P
'

-

Compared with other mid-nineteenth century urban riots, the 1857 |
sectéria.n disturbances in Bevlé‘ast seem relatively unimportam;.. Though .
bundretis were injured, no deaths were directly attributable to ‘the riots
and 'property‘ damaée proved to be relatlvely small., Yet these riots are '

. nonetheless worthy of serious examlna.tior;s for a number of reasons, Few
urban disturbances have been so prolonged in duration. During the last
three weeks: in July and again for the first two weeks in September, 3el-
fast remained in what was termed "a state of siege"., While there were on-
1y sixteen days of actual fighting, Ireland's "model town" was so distur-
bed that Parliament was -forced to send two commissioners to report on the
situation, More significantly, a comparison \of these riots and more re-
cent disturbances in Belfast suggest that the causés, 'the methods, and the
ve.r.;y localitles of fioting in‘i_Belfast ‘have remained basically unchanged up

to the present time. Thus, a thorough examination of these early riots

-

:

might be extremely helpful in understanding Belfast today. )

-

The primiu‘y source of information in the preparation of this pa-

per has been the Report of the Commission of Inquiry - Belfast R;o;;s, 1857,

- This Report was sent to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland before being for-
. warded to the.Parliament at Westminster. In addition I have examined ’

three Belfast newspapers for the months of July and September, the better

“

t - M ‘
to understand the chronology of events, to supplement and verify the Comm-
4
issioners LRepqrp, and to see how different segments of socliety interpre-

. ted the disturbances. Broadly, The Ulsterman represented Belfast's Roman

> 0
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" Catholic view; The Northern Whig that of the predominantly Protestant

|

- Whig or Liberal groups, and The Belfast News-Lettexr voiced the opi-ﬁions

1. L.M. Cullen, An Economic History of Ireland Since 1660 (London, 1972),

2

of the Belfast Protestant Tory establishment. Moreover, a.nothef repdrt. .

entitled The Inquiry into’the Conduct of the .Constabulary During the Dis-

.

turbances, was examined for conflicts with earlier statements and possible
elucidation of the causes of ‘the riots, However, this Inquiry, also pre~-
sented to the Lord Lieutenant, for the most part proved to be inadequate,

as it presented little that was new and served merely t:: white-wash the

,

authofitlies, . ’ .o

To understand the frictions tﬂa‘t. precipitated the 1857 riots it
helps lt'.o note that Belfast had only recently surpaésed Dublin as Ireland's
principal industrial and commercial city.l Belfast's major industrial ‘da-
velopment was in the rapidly mechanizing linen trade.2 The 1840s witness-
ecll vast improvements in the Eown's port faciliti'es, ,’m/vhich enabled Belfast
to also take the lead as Ireland's main trading andjship building center.
These develqpments attracted the cheap labour réquired from the nea.rt?y
rural areas of northern Ireland at a time when tenant farmers were being
forced off the land by recurring famines and the Encumbered Estates Act of ‘
.
181&9.3 Belfast's population rose from 70,000 in 1841 to approximately
110,000 in 1857, a slignif‘icant increase at a time when Ireland's national

J

p. 161.

2., J.L. McCracken, "Early Yictorian Belfast", ed. J.C, Beckett & R.E,
Glasscock, Belfast: The Origin and Growth of an Industrial

City (London, 1967), p. 89.

>

3. G.P. Macdonell, "From the Insurrectionary Movement of 1848 to the Land ’ - -
Act of 1870, ed. James Bryce, Two Centurles of Irish History:

1691-1870 (London, 1888), p. 429.




Y

population was registering a siight dedrease.\ ‘The great majority of "

this huge, rural influx were Roman Catholics and,-by 1857, Belfast had._ .
som# 30,000 Catholic inhabltants. It was,!therefore, during the very

N . _
period that its economic growth was at i1ts height that Belfast came to

be characterized by recurrent communal rioting of a sectarian nature,

The 1857 upheavals, however, were definitely not the first dis-
turbances to plague the town in' the nineteenth century. IHMinor cl;\shes
had, from 1813 onwards, marked the Orange’ Day (July i2th) celebrations,

In addition, elections, whether municipal or Parliamentary, provided the .

_catalyst for violence in 1832, 1835, and 1841, Following the 1835 riots, -

1 .
court proceedings for the first time brought to light the existence of

two-distinct rival factlons, "The Sandy-Row Boys" and "The Poun‘d-‘Street )
Soys”, These two parties clashed again in 1841, 1843, and 1852 and their
animosity towards eiach other .led to the "ﬁulllng d.ovm“1 of hqixse?&uring‘
the 1943 and 1852 disturbances; forcing ma\ny to depart from 'theiirlhomes .
for good and move to other districts, By 1857 these two adjolning v;p’r.'king- “

class districts had hecome polarized into a predominantly Protestant San-

dy-Row area and a mainly Catholic Pound-Street area.” When disturbances

PSRRI

broke out once again in 1857, it is npt surprising that it should in-

volve the inhabitants of these same two districts of Belfast,

|

4
) ot -
S |
. J ' . .
S A )
1. I. pudge & C. 0'Leary, Belfast: Approach to Crisis (London, 1973), .
po_ 760 ! s
2. I. Budge & C. 0'Leary, pp. 75-77. ‘
’ N ] 3 v
- . | [ ¢ ,
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THE RIOTS .
\ .

-

With the industrialization of Bel@"a.,st and~th'é‘;:ecurring rural
famines of the eally 1800s, both the Pound-Street.and the Sandy-Row
fiistricts grew rapidly, and by 1857, they totalled some 20,000 ir{ha-
bitants. The population, composed almost exclusively of members'éf the 3

labouring and artisan claseesl, depended for its livelihood primarily on .

e

the numerous linen mills and factorles in the vicinity. Narrow streets

and small houses chaz‘acterize%l both districts and overcrawded conditions
set 1':he stag; for the trdéubles to come. While the Protestant sector was
slightly more popul?.ted, the Catholic inhabitants of the Pound iere in-
creasing at a far more rapid rate, The Catholic community in the Pound -

had, in fact, doubled in the twelve years prior to 1857 .2

As the fatal day, 12 July 1857 approached, both districts seemed

calmer than usual for this day of the year. On that evening, a large,

orderly, Anglican proceseion made \Me way to Christ Church, located near

the bonndary between the two districta, Contrary to the law, however, a

number of the marchera were seen putting on Orange scarves before enter-
»

3

ing the church.” As the popular minister, Dr. Drew, ga.ve his usual etir-

r'ing Orange oration, an overflow crowd assembled in the vicinity of the

o i e et nag e ¥ a8 g

‘ D

A No - a
1+ The Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857 (Dublin, 1357), p. 1.
20 Ibidop p- 69| ' ’ } . "

3. Report Relating to the Conduct of the Constabulary During the Distur-
bances at 3elfast in 1857 (Dublin, 15858), p. 12,

~




,
church. Suddenly, an inebriated young Catholic named John Loughran (Ap-
pendix I) drove a carriage through the Pound inciting his fellow Catho-
lics by wavirig an Orange 1ily. This may have led to the minqr scuffles
that took place that evening, but it wasn't until the following evening
that th; twpo fa_ct}ons actually confronted each other en masse, in Gros- .
venor Street; off Durham Stree:t (see map), and pelted ;one another with*
stones until the‘ constabulary a.rrived. The conatables soon found them-
selves the common enemy when they attempted to sepa.ra.te the two partles
and they were forced to use bayonets to disperse ;che rioters, During
the ensuing confusion, the "Sa.nsly-Row Bc;ys" reassembled and attacked as
many Ca.tholilc homes il:n the Pound as they could Jbefore the polfce arrived.
This assault resulted-in over four hundred sn;ished window panes.l When

the: local police finally arrived to clear thé streets in the Pound area,

they were set upon by angry Catholies who complained that the wreckers

-

had been Upurposefully allowed to estape. Dozens of police were injured

by stones, two seriously, with cracked skulls after they were dragged out

of a Catholic home whare they were seeking refuge., From this point on, ds
long as the r:!.ots lasted, the unarmed "locals" refused to enter the Pound

unless escorted b} troops. -

4
»

For the next few evenings the battle ground shifted to Albert Cres-
cent and a field nearby (see map). At about eight in the evening, the two
groups, usually estimated at some two thousand qachz. assembled on oppo-

!/

sing sides of tﬁe crescent.q While the Protestants were gathering in-the

;
-1. The Ulsterman, 17 July 1857.

2., 1Ibid., 17 July 1857,

it YT
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fields, the Catholics prepared.for the baﬁéle by tearing up their own
streets for ammgnition. On the fifst.even;ng. a Wednesday, a large body
of local police, constabulary, and trﬁops;ke¥e stationed between the two
parties to. prevent the'bélligerents from getting within stond-throwing
distance of one another., By Friday'gvening the crowds had grown laréer

and showed signs of belng more anxious to figﬁt. Gunshots from both sides,

together with stones aimed at the policq.!gorced Mr. Getty, the M&f;r of

Belfast, to read the Riot Act. In the noise and confusion there was doubt o

!
as to whether the mayor's declaratien was actually heard, but, nonetheless,

» when the Catholics showed no signs of dispersing from their own diétrict.“

the militiry. with bayonets fixeq. charged 1nto'thelr midst. The Rognd
residents, fleeipng in terror, smashed numercus gas lamps along the way,
plunging.the Pound 1n%o darkness. As horses stumbled in the darkened
and torn up streets, hundreds of Catholic men, women, and children were
injured, including‘mﬁny who were watching the proceedings from their own

2
door steps.: Catholics' hatred of the local police showed clearly when

the rioters attacked them with paving stones as they fell behind the

|
charging mounted military forces. A number of the "locals" were ssrlous-

»

1y injured, and three had to be sent to the hospital with almost fatal Y

wounds.1 ' .

-~

. Hork‘uas over by four o'clock on éaturday and the crowds began
milling about the Albert Crescent area by six o'clock, far earlier than
usual, 'The authorities were caught of f gﬁard, and the mere han&ful of :
local police, statio&éd on Albert Crescent at this time, could not or éﬁ

: LD
would not do anything to prevent what followed. Two young Catholic boys

a

p S

L

1. 'The 3elfast News-Letter, 18 July. .
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'charged the row 6f houses on Albert Crescent owned by’a Mr. Watson, a
blamed the incident on éhe Catholic party:l however, other accounts,2

. 1ngs, proved the actlon to have been commitied by Protestants. The crowd

tore down the shutters, window sashes andfdocrframee and set them ablaze

v‘military reinforcements, they found the two partiee locked in- hand-to-

" Hand combat;» Men, women, and children were all equally engaged fighting )

N . . J
were shot at and badly wounded. As if this were a signal, a large crowd

.

well-to-do- Catholic. Since many of the tenants were Protestant. some.

B

that were later confirmed by the authorities at the Commissionersu hear-

-t

.

in the strest. - = - . . ' \ ' :

a » T - .
] ‘

Aﬁyhen the magistrates finelly~arr1ved with the Constabtlary and

~

with stonee, clubs, sticke. and anything else they could lay their hands

i

on. AHundrede on both sides had 10 be carrled away bleeding profusely,

Once again the Riot Act qulread. this time by Mr, Tracy, the Resident

b
Magistrate. And, once again, the military were ordered into the Pound to

disperse the Catholics that had éathered near the Alﬁert‘Crescent area.
Again many Catholics werq.left seriously ‘maimed by the charging tavalry .

and nihe prleonere, all Cathoiice. were arrested that evening.
o ' . . N

The following Sunday and Monday eveninge large numbers of troops

3

and constables stationed betueen the two districte precluded further claeh-

9

"es, though scattered gun fire was heard through moet of jhe evening hours,

Though the rest of the town® was unueuelly quiet, the police reported.the

«

o

movement of large bodiee ‘from other workinghclaee areas to the disturbed

. v, N

1. The Belfast News-Letter, 18 July.
[} . N I} ’ t ¢

2. The Ulsterman, 20 July; The Northern Whig, 21 July.
?
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districts to aid their fellow co-religionists, While most of the fight-

ing took place in the e¥enings, on Monday a day-time fight broke out be-
L N - - -

tweden Protestant and Catholic workers at the Pound Mill, forcing the es-

tablishment to be closed for the da.y.1 Large reinforcements of consta-

bulary from the rest of Ireland arrived bringing an uneasy peace to 3el-

fast for the remainder of July. This enforced truce lasted through Au-

gust as well, j'et a number of events took place that month that, in view

" of the charged atmosphere, kept the explosive situation simmering. On

\

!

}.he sixth of August some seven hundred Catholic working ‘wn formed a gun

club,2 which, in turnm, provoked the formatlon of the "Protestant Defense

Association®.] That month also saw the emergence of 2% 1ssue that would

- - 4

play_a key role in the Septen;ber distu;ba.nces, open-air preaching. This

-Was a practice thag both “the Anglican"Church and the Presbﬁerim synaod

insisted on maintaining even though the magistrates felt strongl} that its

persistence could only lead to further violence. Street preaching con-

tinued even during the “"first’ week of riots in July but eventually most

hinisters, even those as outspoken as Dr, Drew, an avowed Orangeman, and

the Rev. McIlwaine, famous for his no-Popery lectu'res,L" bowed to the wish-

es of the city authorities, The Presby?eriaﬁt Rev, Hanna, however, refused

to give up "this blood-bought and charishgd right“.5 In an open letter

the Protestants of Belfast (Appendix II) he “broadcast™ his intention to

1,
2.
3.
b,
5.

¢ Q

'rhg Ulsterman, 22 July.

Ibid., 7 August. e

The Belfast News-Better, 12 September. ' 3

Report of the Commission of Inquiry, '1857, p. 66,

Thid.,’ ps 252.

g
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preach on the town's qeaye (see map) on September sixth. This area had )
been free from party strife to this point and was the toyn's.most;popu-
la? spot for eoth Catholics a;d Protesﬁente to iﬁrcll on Sunday afternoons,
The day before thé'sermon’piacards appeared in parts of Belfaer appealing

to Catholics to stop the "1néulting oration" planned by the obdurate Rev,

" Hanna (Appendix III).- '
\ -

By four o'clcck on September 6th, an audien¥e of some six to ten

-

lthousand had gathered by the Custom House stepe to watch Rev, Hanna mount
' thé rostrum, Ten minutee after the eerhon began a huge cheer erupted from
t{e crowd and, as if on cue, waves of Protestant ships® carpenters. swing-
ing staves "borrowed" from a nearby shed, attacked groups of Cathalics
that_had'gathered along the iuays. While hundreds of ill;prepared Catho-
lics feil before this merciless onslaught, Rev. Hanna continued his preach-
ing, seemingly oblivious of the mayhem aroudd him, The authorities were
finally able to separate the antagonists, but not before several more heads
had been’ cracked open with paving stones, Once again, 1n an effort to se-
parate the two groups, the military were ordered to drive the beleaguered
Catholics*ﬁway»from the harbour area, Nine were arrested that dayz all of
whoe; it appears, ﬁere Caeholics. Roving bands of young Catholics and Pro-
testants continued the struggle into the late afternoon mcving through Bar-
,rack. Howard, add Harieg Streete (see map). . In the evening the dieturban#hf
ces returned to the old familiar battle grounde in the Pound and Sandy-Row
districts.1 -Minor skirmiehee and accasional gun fire marked the rest of the
~ week, On September llth, the exasperated city magistrates, under tpe chadr—

‘manship of the mayor, finally issued a proclamation forbidding assemblies’

1. The Ulsterman, 7 September.




v/

10

L %

in the streets.l

-
- -
-~ /

. To prevent a repetition of Sunday's filasco the authorities placed

‘a large contingent of constables and recently arrived troops from Scotland
> - -

A

and Wales in the harbour area early the following ngdaykaftbrnoon. The
day passed uneventfully untii Iate'in the evening when fighting erupted
in Brown's Square (see map). nMost Catholics had suggested all along that
the local police were Protestant sympathlzers and this clash in Brown's
Square seemed to prove this contention. For the firét time a number of

Witnesses were willing to'téstify that certain members of the local ﬁolice

took an active part in the riots.2

It was just after the July riots subsided that a numbgr of Whigs
(Liverals) signed a requisition for a public 1nquir{~into the disturban- *
ces, a réquest that was granted a month later in the form of a ﬁoyal Comm- °
ission. On Mopday. September 1l4th, the governmenf Inquiry Seéan and the
newspapers declared th; hearings would soon show their gide to be in'the
right.. Atttﬁe samg"time thex weée unanimous in tﬁeir pleas for a stop to
the'violenee. And'apart from some minor attacks on 1.:'1d5.v1dv.xa.l)s.'3 the pleas
were generally heeded during thea seventeen days of the Commissioners' ses-

- L1

sion., Just before the Commissioners began their work, the Lord Lieutenant

of Ireland, signed a proclamatisn placing Belfast under "The Crime and Out-

faga Ac ",4 giving the mhgiétrates extrdordinary powers to control further

Nd

1. The Belfast News-Letter, 12 September. ‘ Lo .

2. The Ulsterman, 14 September.

3. The Belfast News-letter, 24 & 25 September.
. o

L., 1Ibid., 12 September,

< A
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outbreaks of violeﬁce. Four days -later, on September 19th, the Lord Lieu-

tenant signed another proclamation "commanding all parties not duly quali-

fled to hold arms in the’ proclaimed district .of Belfast to deliver the

same to the police authorities”la failure to comply would entail-a year's

imprisonment. On Moqday, September 21st, f}fty licenses ;ere 1ssued by’
"the Resident Magistrate but none were granted to those with past records
or,any.fésidént of the disturbed districts. Though it was reported that
large am;unts of firearms were removed to the countryside and carefully

buried for future usez, this measure and the large reinforcements of con-

stabulary finally put an gnd to the riots of 1857, "

1. The Belfast News-letter, 21 September.

2. Ibid., 25 September, : | :

11
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ANALYSIS OF THE RIOTS

. Who took part in the riots? The best way to find out has proved
to be the examination of the documents Eglat}ng to those §rrested. The
most important of thgse have been the reports of police court cases as
they have appeared in the Belfast press. However, while the local news-
papers de;oted considerable space to what took place in the police court,
much was unfortunately devoted to the arguments of the opposing lawyers
and very litt}e to the activities of the prisoners theméelves. Less than
a third of the reparts madeNany mention of the prisoners' religious affi-
liation, Overall, as it appeared that certain lawyers always defended the
same religlous party, it was possible to'deduce that of the 109 arrested

for riot and related offenses, 78/were Catholics and 31 were Protestants

(for detalls see Appendix I)i

Similarly, occupations were rarely given, but oblique references
suggest that most of the prisoners were labourers. In the first week of

disturbances The Belfast News-Letter called the Catholic rloters "a sa-

vage mob, a ruffianly mob, a crowd of blackguards, unscrupulous vagabonds,

denizens of the Pound, and Romish rascals".1 The Ulsterman had its own

vocabulary of‘expletiVQs, calling the Protestant rioters "Oranges ruffians,
cowardly ruffians, Orange assassins, Orange scoundrels, ragged miscreants,

and degraded wretches" .

[}

Yet in spite of this obvious blas, both papers

?

1. The Belfast News-Lstter, 16-2 J&ly.

2. The Ulsterman, 16-22 July. '
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were agreed that the vast'majority of the riocters were of the working
class, and more specifically labourers 15 the mills located in the dis-

’
turbed districts. In their accounts of the riots and those Who were in-
volved, the following st;tements were typical: "When the bell announced -
the hour for departure in the several mﬁ}ls in the vicinity of the riot-
ground, the different workers rushed to their respective battle~-grounds. -

eager for the fra “.1 .The Belf;&t News-Letter also implied thatrmill

& .
workers were the main partlecipants: "It would”, it wrote "be too much to

Y :
expect them [the rioters] to exert thelr energies to such a pitch during

the night, and think that‘they would be able to answer thé mill-bell at

six o'clock in the morning.2 The Northern Whig, a paper less partisan in

its attitude to either party than the previouq}y mentioﬁed publications,
also believed the mill workers to be the main partic}pants. Using heavy
sarcasm the paper noted the events of Saturday, July 17th. "Mills and
factories were closed, as usual, for some hours éarlier than.on other

) nights of the week., The operaéive classes who have taken part in these
disturbances generally ceased labour about 4 o'clock, and those who had
earnings to spené. and felt inclined for the struggle, had thus in their »
possession time and pecuniary means for strengthening their courage by the
usual stimulants" . 3 In addition, the Commissioners' hearings produced a
numter of witnesses who suggested the rioters were composed primarily of

labourers, Statements from city officials indicating that those involved

'

~ \ 1. The Ulsterman, 20 July.

"2+ The Belfast News-Letter, 21 July.

. The Northern Whig, 21 July.
. ]

e




was rejected. Over the years the large field opposite his houses had be-

1

in the disturbances were of "largely the uneducated classes" and of
“the lower orders"2 were cemmon. anﬁtables glving evidence in the Re-

port Relating to Conduct of the Constabulary supported newspaper reports

that 3elfast's streets were relatively quiet afd peaceful "but as soon as

the mills were discharged [}he streets| became as full as ever".3

-

One of the more unusual featurgs in thgse riots was the large num-
ber of young people involved. Of those arrested, nineteen were described °
asuboyé or youths (see Appendix I), Mr., Tracy, the Resident Magi;trate, )
suggested to the Commlssioners that this high Percenéége was due t::f',he~
simple fact that’ youngsters were easier to catch when 1t came to act in a
chase., This simplistic explanation not only failed to compfebend the role
p}éyed by youths in the disturbances, but it also ignored the long-range
implications of sectarian bitterness handed down from one generation to a-
nother, At the Commissioners' hearings, Mr. Watson, the Catholic owner of
some elghty new houses in the Albert Crescent area, complained that he and

numerous other property-owners located in the vicinity petitioned two years

earlier to have a police station located'on the Crescent, but the request

come a well known gathering place for youths: “Boys and girls of each par- n
ty collect there, and party feeling is so excitable, that older peocple

come out, and the melee begins“.u The retired Sub-Inspector of the Con-

I L]

i 1

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 10, ]

LRI T St R

2. Ibid., p. 69.

~ v

3. Report Relating to Conduct of Constabulary During the Disturbances at
Belfast in 1857, p. 7. ’

4. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 126,
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stabulary. Mr. Hill, gave similar testlmony to‘&r. Hatson}s‘feégrdlné the(&
role of youths, though on almost eyerything else they disagreed. Mr, Hill,
a mzh with obvious Qrange connections and sympaﬁhies, attrivuted tﬂe cause
‘of the riots mainly to the disagreements of youngsters working in the mills.
"Those children used to meét and ask each other where they were from., One
wouldﬁgay, ‘I am from Sandy-Row', and another would reply, 'I am from Pound-
Strept': Grown uﬁ p;ople would join. I haye frequently seen riots occur
from that beginning”.1 At the policé court most &ouths above the ‘age of
tenlwere fined the same amount as adults who committed a similar offense.
While those below this age were fined cons.‘iderably less (see AppendixI),
their'disruptive influence was not considered insignificant. When two
small boys were brought before magistrate W.J.C. Allen in September for
throwing,stongs. he noted that "stone-throwing by women and boys and

’

children is, in nine cases out of ten, the commencement of these riots".2

~ e
Many of Belfast's linen mllls were located right in the Pound and

Sandy-Row districts. the very centers of cheap labour. A large number of
those employed in these mills were youths; the majority of them being girls.
At the hearings the c;tholic side presented over a dozen young girls who -
teatified how they were beaten up'on their way to work by Protestant youths
while the local police simply watched.j‘ When they arrived late and batter-
ed and bruised éo work, they were not only docked a part of their paylbut

were in fear of losing thel{ jobs. A local police officer stationed by

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 151.

2, The Belfast News-lLetter, 12 September.

3. Report of the Commission of Inguiry, 1857, pp. 123-130.
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the S;.lt Water Bridge (see map) .where many of these assaults taok place, '
admitted that he'had witnessed these proceedings. The molesting and ass-
aulting of Catholic mill wo;kers croésing the bridge to get to Grimshaw's
Mill, he testified, ﬁ;d 1& fact‘bqeﬁ'going on for the four to six years.

The spot had become so infamous that it had been dubbed “The Orange Cage";"twt

o

Women may have.tended to play a minor role in most urban distur-
bances, but this was not the case in the Belfast riots. Only five women
, ‘ Wwere arrested, but this figure definitely under—repreaents their signifi-
cance, The only explanation for such a low number of arrests is the reluc-
tance of the authorities to arrest women. This was evident in the Resi- .
. dent Magistrate's testiﬁony. He showed his hesitancy to order a charge by
the militar& when maqy rioters proved to be women a;companied by their
children.z' Once grrested. however, magistrates were no more lenient to
them than they were to the men. In fact one of the stiffest fines'was.
handed down in the case of Eliza Lawson (see Appendix I) for assault,
There were times when women actually took part in tqe fightingB, but more
often their role was to provide ammun;tion for the conf}kﬁ{fli;he corres-
pondent of thg,London Times noted that, during the upheavals in the Pound
in September, "the women, as usual, were busy breaking bricks and carrying
stones into the‘streets".u When the two factions faced each other for a

whole week each evening in the Albert Crescent area, the women of both

pﬁrtias taunted their opﬁqnents by singing and dancing. There was little

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 151.

" 2. 'The Belfast News-Letter, 16 September.

3. The Ulsterman, 20 July.

4, The London Times, 9 September, p. 7. -
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doubt, as Belfast's newspapers suggestedl that "the male portion of the

!
crowd were incited by the conduct of the\female combatants”.1

.

Evidence at the Commissioners' hearings also testified to the

\
women's ferocity in the riots. Jonathan Lyons, an Englishman who wit-
l !

nessed the storming of Mr. Watson's houses: on Albert Cresgent, described
Irish girls of seventeen and more as beingias bad as any mal; riote?. "for
she carries them-the ammunition - £he_bricks".2 Mr. Tracy also testified
th;t women took an unusually active part in the disturbances, their main
role being the gathering of ammunition ;nd piling it on the street; some

went as far as tearing up their own fireplaces to use the bricks. The

- Resident Magistrate claimed to have experienced great difficulty in clear-

ing the streets because of the particlpation of women'and children, "Our
greatest difficulty was with women and children, for I am-'sure if we had
fired there would be three of them sh?} for one of the rioters, and I must
say these women were the worst of all."3 In this male-dominated soclety,
the women not only played an important role in the disturbances, but ;lso
in the subsequent hearings. More than half tHe witnesses were females,
and in the case of the Catholic ;itnesses they accounted for over three

in four. It was these Cathollic women that were the most outspoken and

bitter towards the police and city authorities. Their independence came;

in part, from the fact that many worked in the mills and were in many.in- )

stanees the sole breadwinners in the famlly. Thelr obvious hostility to-

wards the authorities, which often made thelr menfolk seem mild in com-

1. The Ulsterman, 17 July. .

2. The Belfast News-Letter, 22 Septamber,

o

3 . Ibid. ’ 16 September.

@
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par !son. may be attributed to the fact that they were the ones most often

assaulted by Protestant youths. Many of them complained of receiving no

1 assista.nce fram the police, and often of having to put up with deroga-
, ;

]
!

tor;'r language from the very people who were supposed to protect them,

| Urban disorders often glve the criminal elements in a soclety

the opportunity to pursue their profession with impunity. 'One can often
measure the extent of criminal ac.:tivity. during such a period by the amount
of looting that occu:.:s. Nevertheless, it appears that in these riotg cri-
minals played an gltogether minor role., Only four instances of wh‘at was
classified as looting were mentioned at }he hearings. -‘During tht;,at't.ack
c'm‘Mr. Watson's houses, for example, l,tﬁe wreckers tried to enter Mf. Boyle's
pawnshop, located in one of Mr. Ha’{s,on's buildings. Though they made a

s

¢
concerted effort to enter by breaking down the window and door frames, me-

~ tal bars prevented them from gaining entrance., They had to be satisfiled

li

Wwith stealing the three metal balls hanging over the entrance. Looting

‘was also suggested by Chief Constable Green of the night force who claim-
-

ed that "some articles of very valuable furniture were.taken away during

the wrecking" of Mr, Watson's houses.1 In‘ another case a muslician in the.

Sandy-Row district‘ was attacked -by rioters who entered his house and re-

‘moved a p}aﬁo and a biss’violin. H?wever: in most of these cases, ’the ob=

Jects were found destroyed in the streets, making these incidents acts of -

vandalism rather than looting.2

1. Report of the Commisaion of Inquiry, 1857, p. 69.

2, The Belfast News-letter, 10 & 17 September,

=
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Another way ito measure the criminal activi‘t)" taking place.during
the dlsturbances ls to closely examine those arrested for rioting. In

only one case, that involving Joseph Brown (see Appendix I), was there any

mentiod of a criminal record. He had spént two months in prison‘ for assault

and wher{ arrested for rioting was still on probation.1 One means where-

by lawyers defended their clients was by a rigorous cross examination of ~

prosecution wltnesses, and they did not hesita;te to make it known if any

had police records that would have made their evidence 'suspect..z Because ‘

of this and Lfﬁ‘e‘ ﬁighlyfﬁi‘ged partisanship expressed in the court house,
A

it would seem evident tmf any prisoners 3r witnesses had had criminal

records, they would have come to light during the proceéedings.

The question of leadership during the riots invariably presents
\ difficulties, Many upper. class Protesta.nts weré convinced of some sort
"of conspiracy to manipulate the Pound-Street “mob" into upsetting the
denominational status quo in Belfast. Rumours of well dressed dark
strangers lurking about late in the evening in the Pound were common but
"» never substantiated, Nevertheless 3 1t is not surprising that many in the:

city adminiatratio;} viewed some prominent Catholics as the instigators,

- _1f not the leaders, of the Pound-Street rioters. Testimony at ihe hear-

ings referring to the issue of upper-class leadership during the rlots was
,at times contradictory, even when made by the same witness. Mr. Tracy at
“one point suggested that the disturbances in July were traceable to the

Parliamentary elections in, April. Some clivil disobedlience had taken placé
, ' C,

1. The Ulsterman, ‘11 September;

2, Report of the Commission of Inguiry, 1857, p. 32. ) '
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and party spirit in the middle andxupper classes in’'Belfast was very
high. The Resident Magistrate concluded that "if.we go from effect to
cause, and belleving that there has been a great deal of strong language .
used amongst the upper classes here, it must come down ‘the stream and
effect the lower classes, who look up to their betters for example” .‘1
However, .Mr. Tracy had also implied that the educated had no control ov\w:/V
the rioting pa.ﬁ..'l.es'.2 On still another occasion during the Inqu;ry “he was
asked if the ripts were confined to the two disturbed districts "without
going higher into soclety”, and he replied that "the riots were altogether -
con?‘hed to Sandy-Row and Pound di'stricts", suggesting that: if the riot=-
ers had upper-class leaders, that leadership was an indirect orua.3

An examination of the varilous methods used by the rioters suggests
some elementary form of planning and organizat:[,c;n. The wrecking of hc‘msea
was never haphazard, Witnesses testified that they saw and heard indivi-
duals giving orders as to which houses were to be  atthcked and which were
to be left a.lone.u Organization 1s also sﬁggested by some witnesses who
claimed that street lamps uere-extjinguished just prior to the event to a-
vold i;clentificqtion.s Mgrebver. intimidation of Catholicvmill workers was |
so well organized that .t.he"citholic newspapers saw this as an Ora.nge. co;1-
s;:iracy6 aimed at depriving Catholic mill workers of a iivoelihood. A simi-

;3

-
1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 32.

2. TIbid., pp. 10-,11‘.

3. Ibid., pp. 10-11, . ‘
4, Ibid., ps 101, & p. 120,

5. Ibid., p. 92.

D f N ‘(\".
6. The Ulsterman, 11 September, “~N ‘ ‘
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use of intimidation and beatings was made to drive Catholics out of their

homes in the Protestant area, and vice versa. The Ulsterman calculated
that over thirty: Catholic families were forced to leave Sandy-Row while
about half that number of Protestants left the Pound.1 Organization is
also suééested by the ?apid‘accumulation of enormous numbers of pedple
without }he summons of(circulars_or placards. This massing of ,rioters
was, in faet.'one o% the characteristic features of the disturbances.
Sometimes, a single incident taking place in one of the mills during the

day was enough to provoke the assembly of five thousand protagonists

in the early evening, only a few hours later,

/\.,

A number of Catholics were Qccuaed, either directly or by inuendo

both at the hearings and in the Protestant press, of leading the Pound-

-

street rioters. One such person, who-was indirectly accused, was John

Hacket. Compared with other working men from_fhe Pound who appeared be-

fore the Commissioners, his testimony proved to be exceptionally politi-

cal and articulate, Protestant.lawyers attempted to have him indicted
.

for 1llegal union activities through his position as Secretary of the

Labourers' Friendly Societyzg and it 1s evident enocugh that John Hacket

was a leader within the Catholic working—clase community in Belfast. On

- thelr own initlative this segment of the Catholic bopulation formed a

gun club and chose John Hacket as their chairman. But while Hacke: s

leadefship was! only implied, it was upper-class Catholic leadership that

. <

concerned Bel A t's authorities more, ‘Both proprietors of The Ulsterman

were directly Lccused during the hearings of playing a leading ;ole,during

a
. I3

<

-+ - -

1. The Ulstsrman, 1l September.

2, ~Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 137. o
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the riots. One of them, Mr. Mclaughlin, was identified by a Belfast ma-
. -

’ I
glstrate, William Lyons, as the persocn "who.seemed to be leading" the -
Catholic ri.oters.1 Another.magistrate, Robert Thompson, was of the

1
-same opinion ard stated "that Mr. McLaughl‘fﬁ' did all in his power, or in

-

the power of any person, to eJ?cite %ke people, by loud talking, and, in

‘

fact, impertinence and gestic&\lat;ons towards the military and the magls-
trates."z While. 1tv is true that both me; were often at the scene of
r?.o:t.s and were vaolved 1;1 the formation of the gun club, Catholics in
the Pound depended on these two gentlemen for inspiration rather than
1eadé¥ship. The Town Council's distrust of the two men stemmed more fi:om

)
\
the a.rticles they published tha.n from any a.ctive %tbey may have play-

o
.

ed during the disturbances. .
- . N N ' 12 \

. While no one was mentioned by name ‘as beiné leaders of the Pro-

*
-

:;testant rioters; organizé.tion was mo:;e evident hby’ this. party. _:Iu‘he ‘semi-
éeéretivg QOrange Fociety. thongh original}y, a rural organization, had spread
to Belfa.stl at the turn of the century. ‘By 1857 there v;ere about thirty
lodges in Belfast uibh an estimated membership of some 1 2003, though Thei

[4

Ulsterman believed 1t was as high aﬁb 000 . Most memﬁers appeared to e

& .
of the uneducated, lower classes of Belfast ] Protestant population, who
had banded together to defend their way of 11fe. The ua)er echelons of P

. the Society, houever. contained some of Irela.nd's most important nobles N

-

and politicians, It is therefore not surprising that this paramilitary

°
.
1

3

‘ {
- " “» ';
‘ i

1. Reportiof the Commission of Inquiry, 1852.'p. 137, < '
2. Ibid., p. 216. .

‘3. Ibid., p. 217,
4. The Ulsterman, 22 July,
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ization appears to have enjoyed the cove§t a%proval of the Tewn"
Council. That Orange lodge; plajgd an important role during the fiots.
there can be little doubt. The lodge that marched to Dr. Dréw's church
on July 12th, had Thomas Ward aq;iﬁﬁ leader, His tesiimony:before the
\\\\dcbmmisaioners demonstrated the élﬁ;st military precision with which the
march was ox:ganized.1 Though Mr. Ward tended to be secretive on a num-
ber of issues, he did mention that he and éome other "concerned” .citi-
zens had’ a meeting with Rev. Hanna to plhn the strategy for the Reve-
rend’'s sermon on September 6th.2 The aim of the Society was to be ever-
vigilant agains;xfatholic organizations which would seek to overthrow the
; government and break away from the British Crown. Such an organization
uLs that of the Ribbonmen, Though The Belfast Nens-Le£¥§g'equated the

f
Pound-Street rioters with Ribbonmen, only the retired Sub-InéFector Mr.,

Hill bxought up the issue before the Inquiry He maintained that the out-
! .
lawed organization was\still active in Belfast and was responsible for

promoting the riots.3

However, less partial witnesses, such as the Re-
sident Magistrate, assured the Commissioners that this Catholic body had .

already been stamped out by the Belfast police.4

While it is difficult to ascertain whether any of the Protestant
cle;gy ware actual leaders of the disturbanées, it is apparent éhgt sBme
at least acted as a éiovbcation. Three minigtér; in particular,‘Df. Drew,
Rev., McIlwaine, both Anglicans, and Rev. Hanna, a Presbyterian, played an

émportant role during the riots. All three had their ministries in or
. 23

e

) " .
1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, pp. 187-188, T
2, The Belfast News-Letter, 28-September. . . N
3. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857.’p. 154, ;( '

'u. Iblido' PP. 28'350 '
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near the Sandy-Row area and were considered controversial preachers.1

The latter two appeared at the Inqui;y amd both seemed to address them-
selves as much to the cheering prowd that packed the courtroom as to the
Commissioners, When Rev, Hanna was asked if he would preach in the opén
air even 1f he bellieved a riot would»ensue, he received a thunderous o-
vation from the gallery%»when he replied, "I would sir. Our most valuable
rights have been obtained by conflict; and if we cannot maintain them with-
out that, we must submit to the necessity“.3 While these ministers re-
mained in the public spotlight, their CatHolic counterparts remainefl b
contrast in the background. The ériests' influence on Catholic rioters

was probably minimal considering they made a concerted effort to keep

their parisiocners away from Rev. Hanna's open alr sermon.

N

Social position and religion were closely linked in Belfast. Ever
since Ireland was conquered and settled by English and Scottish Protes-
tants, Ulstermen had enjoyed a privileged soclal and econonic positiong
Gradually England was forced to grant more'privileges to the Catholic
majority. Seeing iheir.status threatened, the more prosperous Protestant
peasantrylallied themselves ;1th Protestant landéwners to form the Orange
Society in 179%. Their loyalty to the British Crown was soon tested and
proven when, three years later! théy assisted in putting down a Cathalic

uprising, "In return, the government acceded to the Soclety's demand for

a "Protestant Ascendancy”. For the ruling classes this meant a preserva-'

t

1. These three ministers were well known for their sermons on the errors
of Roman’ Catholic theology.

2. The Belfast News-Letter, 26 September. \

»

3. " Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 167. -
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tion of their political, social, and economic power, For the poorer
Anglicans it meant a defense of their privileges and the formation of

"a kind of plebelan aristocracy in Irel:_s.nd".1 Together they activeiy o=
pposed any measure that was designed to conciliate the Irish Catholic
majority. The society they created was thus "both a barrier to revo-
lution and ;n obstacle to compromise".2 Though this ascendanc§ had been
achieved with the aid of Présbyterians. they were not considered equals
3

in the Anglicans' conceptlon of society.” Seen In its most extreme form,

this alliance created a socliety "which established Episcopalianism, made

Presbyterianism a second-class religion and Roman Catholicism an outlaw

.

sect".u

This rural-based conception of society was significantly modified
in Belfast. While religion still placed people in a hierarchy of social
1evels; the structure was tempered by capitalism. Béﬁfast's commercia-
lism democratised socliety by placing an increased emphasis on wealth, ma-
king it possible for individuals of any relligion to gain in soclial pro-
minence. In this town the ascendancy, in pract;ce, was limited to a Pro-
testant mbﬁopoly of government officés, and the small Catholic population
tende& to passively accep£ this form of discrimination uﬁtil the 1830s.

In 1829 the Catholic Emancipation Act granted Cathollics the right to run

12

1. Howard, Senior, Orangﬁism in Ireland and Britains 1795-1836 (Toronto,
1966). Pe 27 . ’

" E 2' Ibld.',p. 2&.

3. Roger H. Hull, The Irish Triangle: Conflict in Northern Ireland -
(Princeton 1976), p. 28.

4, O D. Edwards, The Sins of Our Fathers: Roots of Conflict in Northern
Ireland (Dublin, 1570), p. 7%..
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for Parliament and this combined with new waves of Catholics settling 1n‘ -

ca

Belf#st presented a chaliénge, to the Protestant monppoly of government
posts., Wealthy Catholics ran in both the general elections and for the
Town Council and this resulted in increased Orange activities and’'sec-
tarian tension. Whether religion ér money determined a man}s social po-
siéion dependeg upon who was questioned. A lo;er-class Protestant would
have said religion, since otherwise he would have nothing to distinguish
himself from the poor Catholic mill workers who occupled the lowest‘§B~\
clal strata. Prosperous Protestants often used the term "respectable
gentlemen"1 at the hearings when referring to wealthy C;thollcs, though
the compliment may have been given grudgingly. The interrelationship of
the two factors was complex and perhaps Sup-Inspector Sindon stated it
best when he claimed simpiy that Belfast socliety "showed a definite bias

towards class and Protestantiém“,z

~ The manner in which witnesses were treated at the hearings re-
vealed some interesting aspects involving Belfasti's social’structure. This'
was particularly evident wHen four Protestant witnesses "crossed the floor"
to support the other side. All four sided wlth the Catholic party on the
issue of partfbaﬁ action by the local police., John Shaw, James‘Barnett.
and Thomas Johnston were wealthy Protestants and, though their testiﬁony
obviously displeased the Protestant lawyers créss-examining them,  they
3

were treated with courtesy, When the fourth witness, Jonathan Lyonsiy a

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, pp. 62-70.

2, Ibid., p. 58.

3. The Belfast News-letter, 22 September.
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telegéaphic\linesman from England, was questioned by Protestant lawyers,

thei and-the Protestaﬁt press mocked his accent ‘and even questioned his
"audaciby" to honestly call himself a true Protestant. Throughout the
entire Inquiry, witnesses from the lower classes, whether they were Pio-
testant or Catholic, when cross-examined, had to face sarcasm which quest-
ioﬁed their credibility. When the Earl of Enniskillen, the Grand Master

of the Orange Society/&nd perhaps the most hated man in the Catholic com-

munity, appeared before the Commissioners, he was treated almost reverent- -

ly by both parties of lawyers\as well as by the two Commissicmers.1
4

One important task is to consider what evidence there is of any

e
clear-¢ut conflict of classes in these riots. Such a conflict is usually

_characterized in urban disturbances by the specific destruction of cer-

tain buildihgs, institutions, at;acks agalnst "marked" inhabitants, and
the public expression of an ideology-on class hostillty. Theré is very
little evidence to prove thék such expressions were in fact a feature of .
‘these riots. It is true that som; upper-class individuals and thelr pro-
perty were attacked by the “mobf but it appeared that religiqus affiliation
was of prime importance. Attacks on property were purely supe;ficial.
After so many weeké. of ‘uphea:'val. no mere than 1167 of property da.magel
occurred.2 gpe aim of the wreckers sé;med more to frighten away certain
tenants than to totally destroy their property., One example of this was
the attack on Mr, Watson's houses, Since most of his tenants were Pro-

testants, it was natural to assume, as the Belfast News-Letter didj, that
>, 221X .

1. Report of the Commission‘of Inquiry, 1857, pp. 180-182,
2. Report Relating to Conduct éf Constabulary, p. 16.

3. The Belfast News-Letter, 18 Ju1)>.




»
that the attack came from Catholic rioters. A closer examination re-
\Uvealed that Protestants were responsible, At the Inquiry, Mr. watson

explalned that he was receiving a véry low rate of return on his in-
/

vestment and, in a desire to upgrade the area and receive higher rents,

sought as many Protestant tenants as possiﬁle to "help to mix that dis-

trict and change it".1

Those th?t tried to damage hfs property were Pro-
testants who were upset that fellow religionists were paying rent to a .
"Popish landlord“.2 The only other times class antagonism seemed to mani-
fest itself was ;hen rioters attempted to physically injure members of fhe : ’i
upp%r classes that entered the_distur@ed areas. ,This occurred when Pro-
testants tried to attack the owners of The Ulsterman and when Catholics

-

threw bricks at magistrates. In both cases the lissue was not so much that
— .

they were members of a higher class, as the positions {he individuals held

and their relationship to the rioters. However, the fact that such attacks'
did not occur, was, to a large extent, due to riots being confined to a -

small, almost exclusively homogeneous, area of Belfast, making the upper class

[P

"inaccessible to rioters. Nevertheless, a wealthy-looking individual, fool-

ish enough to bve in phe area, would be set upon if it was known he was a

Y e A

member of the "wrong religion". :

-~

While a conflict between.classes 1s not evident, the Catholic press
g .

did suggest that members of the Protestant political establishment had mani-

pulated the Sandy-Row Boys to do its dirty work. According to The Ulsterman,
the Orange Societ& "number among their chiefs several of the leaders of the

Tory Corporation party: and their organization is specially kept up for the 3

1. The Belfast News-letter, 23 September,

2. The Ulsterman, 20 July.
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maintenance ‘of that faction in its supremacy over the town". This, accord-

ing to the paper, was the only way to explain how an Orangeman, "with not

=

five shillings worth of clothes on him, can be fouhd in possession of a
1

-

minie rifle and plenty of ammunition”. An editorial in The Northern Whig

repeated thiszx however, thls aspect of the riots was somehow ignored by

bl

the Commissioners during. the hearings. Considering that the average fine
was close to sixty shj\.llings (40s fine plus 20s costs), for most pz:isoners
cver‘.a mon'th's wages, it 13 surprising how many were able to escape jail
by paying their fines. it seems more than likely t};at a number“;f“r/ upper-
class Protestants and Catholics gave both moral and financial support to

their lower class co-religionists.

Considerlng that the majority of the rioters on both sides were

mill workers, it is surprising that not one of the owners of these establish-

ments was called upon to appear at the Inquiry. Yet not to do so volun-
tarily seemed consistent with the mill owners' desire to remain as neutral

as possible during the entire period of upheaval. This policy became appa-

rent when The Ulsterman reported that shots-were fi;'ed by Protestant riot-
ers from the propefty of the Pound Mill and "that the commencement of every
riot proceeded fr;m the workers of this esta.blishment".3 Two days later a
letter appeared in the same’ newspaper from Mr. John Hind, owner of the mill,
stating that g full inquliry was made into the matter and he was satisfied

that no shots were fired from his premises. He also went on to say that -

he would not tolerate any "party spirit" at the mill and would immediately

1. The Ulsterman, 22 July,

2. The Northern Whig, 8 September.

3. The Ulstermans, 20 July. ) « - ‘
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discharge any employee guilty of such behavic'nu:.1

Th‘e disturbances were interpreted by many as a stmégle by one
party ;.o overthrow the political structure in 3elfast, and by the other,
. ‘ to upklwld status quo. Ever since 1829 and The Catholic Emancipation Act 9
Catholics had the right to hold political office., As the number of Catho-
lics eligible to hold a voting franchise increased in Belfast, religion and
politics soon bec:a.me inseparable 1ssues.2 As a*result of this act, one
which Catholics had fought for over decades, they enthusia:sticalljr becane
involved in further demands for parliamentary reform.” This led to a na-
tural alliance with the Whig or Liberal party. Though this party had, a-
mong lits supporters, middle and upper-class Protestants, both groups- had

certain political views in common in addition to the knowledge that they

were both omitted from the political~spolls system. The passage‘ of the
1832 Reform Bill built up the hopes of the Catholic-Whig political alliance,
but in the first general election following the Bill, both Liberal candi-
dates running for Belfast's two seats were soundly defeated. The Tories

continued to represent the town at Westminster for the next ten years, 'i\ﬁ'

However, support for the Liberals continued to grow, especlially within ;

Belfast's Presbyterian community who were also being deniled their sh;re

of ‘political appointments, By the 1840s the Liberals posed a definite

.threat to the Tory monopoly, but the two parties agreed in the early 1840s
¥ to share thef two seats, An uproar follow;ad, and finally a select committe:;

from the House of Commons was formed to determine if the elections were’/‘

-

attended by any illegal activities. The committes soon discovered "that

1. The Ulsterman, 22 July. .

2, Hull, p. 30.
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. gross bribery and extensive corruption had characterized the 1841 elec-

tion in Belfast” .1

Over the next decade election campaigns in Belfast became more

and more a platform for religious fanaticism, and by the time of the 1847

A S

general electlion, The Belfast News-letter openly ran anti-Catholic pro-

paganda, and urged all loyal Protesfants to vote for the Tories. This did
not prewent a Liberal candidate, R.J. Tennent, from winning one of the two ‘
seats, In 1852, the general election fell on July 12th, and, considering
the\‘s\tror;g feelings that this ;la.te evoked among both Catholics and Protes-
tants, it is not surprising that a bloody riot broke out. The tactics used
were repeated again five years later. As in 1857, the fighting‘ was confined
to Catholics from the Pound and Protestants from Durhanm St'reet (the main
thoroughfare in Sandy-Row). At night shots were fired from windows and at
least one person was killled while the wounded were carried away by friends.
A n;w feature, repeated again five year; later, was the Catholic and Pro-
testant inhabitants who were forced to flee their homes, carrying thelr
furniture with them.2 In the elections the Liberal candidate, R.J, Tennent,

lost his seat and once again the Torles gained control of both seats,

The relationship between religion and politics became stronger with

the general elections of April 1857. The Belfast News-Letter attacked not
only‘the Catholics and their "Romish Intolerance”, but also the Presbyter-
ians for nominating one of their own as a Liberal candidate., The editors

of the paper rightly feared that the nomination of tobacco manufactursr,

Al

1, McCracken, p.-95.

2. Budge & Q'Leary, p. 77.

\
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" Thomas McClure, might cax.‘lrse the maljority of Presbyterian voters to leave
the Tory fold. However, due to some extraordinarily partisan tactics by
the municipal administration, what should have been a close election be-
came a To;:y ],a.ndalicla.1 Some of these unusual practices came to light du-
ring the September hearing. Several witndsses involved in ea.rl."mer elec~
tions contended that the April elections, played a large part in the July
riots. Those that spoke on this-issue all contended that Tory partisan-
ship by the local police led to the Conservative victory. John McKenzie
Shaw and Samuel Cunniqgham, for example, described the police as "strong
Conservative .Ipartisa..ns"z who stood idly by during the beatings of Liber-
als by Tory sympathizers.‘l On one occasion when a member of the Liberal
party asked one of the local police to help, the officer was not only un-

willing to interfere but was impertinent as well,>

\

) Among other witnesses, James Barnett, had supported one of the Li- ]
beral candidates in the elections and testified how the Tories, with the
ald of the Mayor and the local police, gn.ir}ed control of the court hou.se“
.where the hustings wex"e held.u This was é&r?borated by Thomas J qhnston,
'who‘ observed ssveral Liberals being turned away a:I: the doar by the police.
Those who. did ;nanage to enter were set upon by Tory supporters and thrown

out by the polico.5 These witnesses all agreed that the riots were preci-

&

%
1. Budge & O'Leary, p. 77.

2. Report of the Commissiom of In u 1857, p. 157.
3. Ibid., pp. 157-158,221,

b, 1Ibid., p. 221,

5- Ibid.. PP. 233-23’;0
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pltated by a religious hate campaign instigated by poiiticians and news-

papers for political purposes. The connection between religion and poli-

tics led Liberal suppor{er Samuel Cunningham to note that "owing to the
way in which religion was made the turnir';g point of the election, ‘the

.Esta.blished Church here 1s lco'oked upon,., as the political gstablish-
ment”, 1 ‘ | .

Some of the practices of the municipal government were examined du-
ring the hearings and certain activitigs of the Town Corporation became

highly suspect. From its inception in 1842 until 1855, the Tory Party was

" able to keep out of the Belfast Town Council every Catholic and Libveral ’

that ra'n for office. This was accomplished mainly through the efforts of
& Mr. John Bates, an individual who held the dual role of Town Clerk and
election manager for the Conservative Party.z Through his efforts a num-

ber of tax collectors won the position of ward secretary in Belfast. Fail- i

ure to pay rates meant the loss ‘of voting rights, and a picture of a deli-
berate and selective polu of disenfranchising non-Tory supporters was out-

lined at the hearings. Though witnesses from 'the town's administration de-

i S bl

nied any knowledge of the matter, Mr. Rea, one of the lawyers representing

the Catholic and Whig parties, claimed that one-third ot:? the Catholics who B

held votes in Belfast elections had lost them, including Mr, Hacgaura.:

‘the town's only Catholic magistrate, and even Belfast's Roman Catholic Biahop.3
. J .

The Conservative monopoly of the Town Carporation\e ded in 1855 with
\{Gouncil meet~

the election to Council of Mr. Rea. Liberal supporters went

1. Report'of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 221. E \
2. Ibid., p. 14& & p. 235.

o ,‘(

3. Ibid., p. 46

At
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ings to cheer on their spokesman, and the attitude of the Tory establish-

ment to this new developm;nt was best summed up in the testimony of

William Hamilton. "They became_so rough and unrul:y. that the Mayor had to
order a railing t:z keep what I may call the mob separate from members of
Council, such was the rush to hear these extraordinary speeches" (by Mr.

Rea).1 However, in spite of running in every ward, Mr. Rea was not reelected
in 1856 and the situation returned to nits "qulet and nice" state, But while
the Conservatives wereﬁ able to prevent Mr. Rea's reelection, other, obw;iou,s— l

ly less outspoken, critics had won places on Council, N\

LN

Of all the questionable practices of the Town Corporation, the one

.&lven the most attentlion at the hearings was that concerning the selection -

of the\ local police constables, When officials responsible for select‘ing
these officers were questioned on why only seven {atholics were on the

force totalling one hundred and sixty men, they all maintained the dispro-
portiohate figurés were due to chance rather than de%tgn. ,Late ip the In-

qu this view was seriously challenged when Bernard Hughes, a Catholic and

a member of the police committee, testified. He claimed that while techni-

cally the religion the candidates was never mentioned, it was obvious

oF :
that the members of the committee had previous knowledge of the indivi-

m A e B

0
duals applying. Some would say "This is my man", implying that they knew
the man and his religious beliefs. Hughes further clalmed that the majori-

R
ty of the local force were known Orangemen who made sure to send word to

e w

their friends and members of the Society when a vacancy _a:r:ose.2 This sys-

tem was perpetuated by the fact that new openings on the force were never

4 ¢ . o

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 146, ’ t
2, Ivid., p. W46, ‘ "
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publically advertised except for a small notice dlsplayed’at police head-

quarters, )

Eterything. in fact, points to religlous differences as ﬁeiné the
mhcwmo;%eﬂmuﬁmw.mdmiMﬂuydIHMMOﬂymmsm
confirm this view, For hundreds of years Qhe Anglican Church had attempt-
ed to conve;t Irish Catholics, but it was not ungii/}he famine years of
the 18408 that the Established Church, through its missions, made a con-
certed effort té impose ?rotestantisﬁ on the whole of Ireland. As mission-
aries visited ev;ry corner of the country, some officials of the Anglicin
Irish Missions were under the unbeli?vable delusion that within a shgét time
the Protestants would form a majority in thé\gountry. However, as one might

expect, the missionary program led only to increasing hostility as it tend-

ed to make th& majority more intensely Catholic than ever before.1

. c

K;tér 1830 anti-Catholic ministers from the Anglicah and Presby-
terian churé;es ﬂecame more conspicuocus in Belfast's religlous and poli-
tical 1ife. Some like the Anglican Rev. Thomas Drew, Rector of Christ
Church in the Sandy-Row area, mainthined a close assoclation with the O-
range Soclety, Dr., Drew galned an 1mpru§siv;(;eputation for his lecturss
on the errors of the Church of Rome. dathélics were often "cordially invi%
ted" to attend these discourses. In 1854, he founded the Christ Church Pro-
testant Assoclation to renew the struggle fbr Protestant Ascendancy. Two
years later he de%ided to-preach in the open air and continued to do so te-
gularly on Sundays throughout thd summer of 1857.2 Other anti-Catholic

preachers soon followed suit, such as the Rev., Thomas McIlwaine of the '

9

/

L)

1. G.P. Macdonell, pp. 438-l41, -

2. Budge & O'Leary, p. 79. ' ’ —

»
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Churchi of Ireland. Ha)be,et, both these ministers bowed to the wishes of

t,

\, 4 the Parochial 'Miésionl and the magistrates and eventually ceased taking ‘ o )

part 1in 'of)en air serv}ces.
“ o

(\ ' ’ Anti-Catholic Presbyterian ministers were not so willing to give

i

. A . - . o
up their right to pregch in the open air, In part this may be because, in

.

-~ L, Belfast soclety, Presbyterians found themselves wedged between the Catholics
and‘Anglicans. Though a large number of Presbyterians were politically af-
. filiated wi‘t‘h the Catholics, many of the lower-class members of the order

attempted to ‘)ecome more Tory and "Protestant", They accomplished this by

-

l ' a \ becoming more ariti-Catholic. One of this groupp's most noted spokesglen was
‘ Dr, Henry Cooke. }Ecn}- 1830,uritil his death in 1868, he was the town's most
) A " formidable a.nti—‘_‘Cat olic preacher and leading Conservative. He saw a link
, - between plans\for Irish politica.l‘ autonomy- and the designs of 'the Church *ofv /
Lo Rome.2 His failure™ to take a.n active part in open-air preaching in 1857

: ' was due to illness. It was left to the Bev. Hugh Hanna of the CIifton g
. 4
v o . Presbyterlan Church near the Sandy-Row area, to play the' most acti\?e part, ;
- - ‘x

‘\( k

in the debate over open alr preaching. He decided to preach outdoors only z

l . _ . after the. @he@rotestzﬂt mlniste_ra decided a@a.inst it, because he felt it

was a bad pr;cedent to give-into thg demands of the Catholic "mQ‘b" 3 ‘ ‘ -

1
’

. 7 \ ' Before they fina.lly ceased open air services on 2 September. the
\
Bolfast Parochia.l Missicn had Justified the sermons with the a.rgument that

« N\ Belftst‘s Anglicu.n Churches could only hold twenty percent of their nembers. s !
] . N @ / - ;

- ~ a ¢

, » . ) . @
.
°

. ' 1. Regort of tha Cmmisaion of I ngui_q, 1857, p. 256, ' ’
2, Budge & O'Iau'y. pe 79,

’ : " 3. \!legort of\me Commission of Inquiry; 1857, p. 168.
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These services became necessary to "meet urgent and acknowledged spiritual

wants of this pari.sh",1 The Ulsterman, however, noted that on most Sun-

d?ys ‘Belfast's I’rotestant churches 'were\Kalf empty and gave two furthex. '
reasons why these sermons were being insisted upon., One was simply to
reach the great majority og\thé ;6rking class which did not attend church

services, The other, and major, reason was to provoke Belfast's Catholics.z‘

. -

As was often observed at the Inquiry, open-air sermons had a long.
tradition a1n Belfast, and generally they wers received _with little fuss on
‘the part of the Cathollc community. But The Ulsterman cﬂered that "1t
was not till two wal known fanatical Orange ;\reachers‘... threatened to
follow up their church harangues to the Orange gangs, by defgantly con-
tinuing their inflammatory discourses in the open air, that some of the
humble Cafholics, who had. so recently been the victims of Orange outrages,
threatened angry rea:Ls‘tagnce”.3 While the Rev, Han\na. and associa'.tes equated
the right to preach in 419 open air with raligiou;s freedom, others, includ-
iné The Times of London, saw these .sermons more as a "right‘to insult” .“,
Just ﬁou'insulting can be s‘een by Rev, Drew's sermon to the Orange congr;ga-
tion on July 12th (see Appendix IV), which played no small part in "spa.rking‘
the riots. l-lir:~ two hour diatribe, which, as usual, mixed ,relllgiori and secu~-

/conplete with sexual in- '

lar politics, began with a blood and guts accbunt.
Y

nugndos, of the horrors Protestants faced at tpe hands of Roman Catholics,

Hm:l.né t0o his subject Dr. Drew then reminded his flock that it was the duty

" of the greatest empire in the world to, convert the world to the Protestant

&

c A
1. Report of the Commission of Ingquiry, 1857, p. 256.
&

2, The Ulsterman, 16 September.

3. Ibid., 16 September,

+4., The Times, 15 September.
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faith., This wa ecially needed in Irel;nd, where countless uprigings

against the Crown had proved the disloyalty of Catholics, for it was not
-

possible to be loyal tc both Pope and Queen, He concluded with a message

obviously intended go 1ristill strong passions in his audience; brave Pro-

testants had.died for their religion, "we are inhabiting thé.homes they

provided; we are the océupant;‘ef the churcﬂes they rescued from silence

and decay. We are enjoying the liberty they purchased, and we call the .

land of William's victory, 'Protestant Ireland;' w1
\ . '

Both Catholics and Whigs were critical of the role played by Bel-
fa.st'g police, hut of_the three branches it was the Town Council's local
force thatfwas by far the most often accused of partisanship. A highly
questionaﬁle recruitiﬁg procedure ensured tﬁe formation of a local force
comﬁosed almo;t ékclusiveky of Protestant farmers' soﬁs from the nearby
counties of Down®and Antrim. Their stirong Orange leanings and their ge-
neral support of the Tory Party had for many years made them 1ncapabie of
exercising thelr peace~keeping functions.in the Cathollc digtric@s with any
degree of impartiality. Ever since the Muﬁicipaleorporation Was formed
Catholics had complained they were victimized by the obvious bilas shown by
both the local palice and the Town COunci;, many of whose‘memﬂers did not '
hesitate at the hearings to express their loyalty to‘the Orange Society.2
The local force had continually met resistence‘%y residents 1n, the Pound,

and it was only when Hugh Heaney, a Catholic member of the force, was gi-

ven a beat in the area, that a local officer was "permitted to move about

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 252.
2. Ibidl. ppo ]‘-51"‘157 & ppc 152‘153'
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at all by tr;em".1 Though the Catholic press was forever critical of the
role played by the police, perhaps the most publieized case of bias that
,was revealed by the Inquiry occurred in 1855 when two of the local police
were found guilty of maliciously assaulting a Catholic. They were sen-

tenced to three months imprisonment and disy!ggfd from the force. Within

a short time, however, they were reinstated by the Town Council.?

’

Among Catholics it was thé young mill-girls that were the most cri-
tical of the force. Some testified that officers often stood by when they
were beaten and they ofteri laughed or even abused.them when they pleaded
for a.ssistance.3 Others gave. evidence that members of. the forge refused to
protect Cathol%g property when assaulted by Protestqnts.u Police poli?y
was also remarﬁably partial in the case of processioﬁs and the playing of
party tunes. This was a common occurrence in Belfast, especially as the
12th of July approached, In 1857, drums and flutes were heard every night

during the week previous to the Anniversary of the Boyne. Although such pro-

cessions wers illegal the retired Sub—Insﬁector of the Constabulary "made a
wide distinction between Orangemen and Ribbonmen”.5 John McLaughlin claim-

ed that he and a number of other residents also had made numerous complaints .

JRRS S E

about Orange party tunes in the well-to-do Malone Road area, and though re- .o

peated representations were made, nothing was done. The owner of The Ulster- :

A

1. Belfast News-Letter, 19 September. .

e b v R

2 . Ibid. y 23 Septellbel‘.
3. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 123 & p. 129. ) ‘ .
l". Ibidc ’ pp- 87"9“-

5« Ibid., p. 154,
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f“eiéﬂ testified that he eventually‘spokq to an officer about the bands and
was told "we cannot search them all., ‘We he§r music, and we go up to then,
but they drop playing. and we cannot do anytﬁiqg”.l However, Catholic
processions had been virtually stamped out in all of Ulsterz, which showed
what the forces of'law could do if they were so inéiined. The retired Sub-
.Inspéctor admitted this inconsistancy but defended his actions aéainst the‘

L]

Ribbonmen rather than the Orangemen for violating the Processions Act. This

i

A was because the Péotestant organization he claimed, had always proved their

loyalty while the Ribbonmen were guilty of ﬁ!!loyalty and "by disloyalty,

I mean resistance to the constitued authorifies".3

¢

Even more damaging to the reputation of the town's local force was

the testimony of Catholic witnesses cokkerning the partisan role played'by-
3 .

the police during the actual riots. The presence of police near the Orange

marchers going to Dr. Drew's church on July 12th, for éxample, appeared to

-

9
Catholics more as a gﬁard of honour than a peace-keeping force.u Others

testified that the police helped erect Orange arches and offered encourage-
nent to Protestant rioters.5 Poor Catﬁblics were notﬂ;he only ones upset
by the local force. A wealthy Protés£ant distiller claimed that in his o-
pinion the loca} force was "totally dgyoid of discipline" and James Burnett,

. a maglistrate, did not believe the force was one "which the‘publlc canqplace

-
0y

1+ The Belfast News-Lletter, 22 September, -

2. Report of the Commission of Inguiry, 1857, p. 156. /
3- Ibido’ Pe 157. < o

u’o Ivid., PP« 35‘1370

5. The Belfast News-Letter, 21 & 22 September,
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> confidence in", .

All the testimony against the local police might have been futile
had it not been fo; the fact that five of the local force had been summoned
to appear in court for being‘iq concert with Sandy-Row rioters for the dis-
turbahces on 13 September.z‘ While the hearings continued before the Comm-

- issioners, the 13 September incident was investigated and the rolé of the
police was considered serious enough by the magistrates to send five, mem-
_bers to the assizes. Some nine months after the hearings before the Comp;

~TN

issioners, the Reﬁort Relating to Conduct of Gdnstabﬁlarx was completed and

. it purposefully omitted the role played by the local forte since "they were

adgfztedly a hindrance rather than a help".3

\

Belfast's small forcg of harbour police were involved in the riots
oﬁly-&uriﬁg Rev. Hanna's sermon near the Custom House. These constables
Wwere appointed by the Harbour Commissioners, who in turn were responsible
to the Belfast Town Council. The force worked every day with workers well
known for their antl-Catholic sentiments, This was equcially true of the
ship's carpenters who had virtu#lly formed a closed shop composed’ of Orange-
men and who took an active part in "protecting" Rev., Hanna on 6 September.
The Chief Constable of the harbour police, Samuel Dunlop, was the one who
gave the order to open the locked gate that guarded the area where thg staves

were located, rather than risk damage to harbour property.u Though this gave

v

i 1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 157, p. 211,

7 2, The Ulsterman, 16 September. °

3. Report Relating to Conduct of Constabulary, p. 3.

4, . Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 196.
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the ship's carpenters access to these murderous weapons, he was exonérated

for his actions by the Harbour Commissioners.1

The Irish Coﬁstabulary was an island-wide force formed in 1836
and though at first mainly Protestant, it had by 1857 become a mixed body.
Appointments ;ere independent of Belfast's Town Council and since this
force was ultimately responsible to the Lord-Lieutenant'in Dublin, the Ca-
tholic community in Belfast considered the Constabulary a more neutral force
'than the other peace-keeping bodies. The Ulsterman had nothing but praise
for the Sub-Inspector of.the Constabulary, Mr. Bindon, "for fhe courage he
displayed, the skill with which he arr;nged his men, and the evident d;sire.
he had to put déwn the riot without reference to party".2 In contrast, the
Chief Constable of the local force, day divisioq, was described in.The Ul-‘
‘sterman as one "who possesses a more than usual share of official ;;upidity",
while Mr, Green, the Chief Constable of the local night force, was seen as
one "desirous of removing any unfortunate prejudices which his name might
excite by being as Orange as possible”'.3 (The colour green was considered
the Catholic equivalent to the Protestant orange). While Catholics gener-
ally viewed the Constabulary as a less partisan force, it did not prevent |
the Pound rioters from also seeing them as an enemy to be dealt with. But,
unlike the local force, the QOnstabulary met with almost equal opposition

in both the Pound and the Sandy-Row areas.“ When thej stepped between the

rival factions they were, in fact, often attacked simultaneously by both sides.

~ i

et
-

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 185?, p. 196,

2., The Ulsterman, 17 July.

3, ‘Ibid., 18 September.

4. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 231, 233.
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The;e wﬁs, however, some crf:}cism of th; Constabulary, and sur-~
prisingly it came mainly from within the force itself, Constable Patrick
McGivney, a Catholie, testifged at the hearings.that Mr, Watson's property
could have been saved, had it not been for a ten-minute delay in marching
to the disturbed area. This delay he attributed to Mr. Bindon's fear o; —
pg.rtisanship.1 It was this statement which initiated the investigation

-

that culminated in the Report Relating to Conduct of Constabulary, which,

as might be'exﬁécted. exonerated Mr, Bindon's conduct, praised the impar-
tiality of the force, and found Constable McGivney to be "ladburing under
some morbld sense of wrong which we could not fathom".2 It also suggested

-

that .the force had concentrated its efforts in the Pound simply because that
was where the rioters congregate?. Much was made of tpe narrow lan;s and
entries in the area and the problems they presented for the dispersing of
crowds, The Commissioners of this Report, in fact, concluded that 1t was
because the area presented the authorities with so many difficulties that
the rioters gathered in this district rather than the Sandy-Row area with
its wider streets, This, however, does not explain why more Protestant
rioters were not arrested as they made their way bgck to the maore easily

controlled Sandy-Row area or why only Catholics were arrested near the

quays on the day Rev, Hanna preached his open-alr sermon.

The respgnsibility for deploying and directing the police forces
. .
ultimately lay with Belfast's ten magistratea, These ten individuals, ser-
ving a population of 110,000, proved teo be far too few, especially in a

town with as many sectarian diaturbances as Belfast had already experienced,

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 227.

2, Report Relating to Conduct of Constabulary, p. 2,
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For the town's Catholic commuﬁity, the magistraées. all of whom bu? one
was a Protestant, proved to be inept and far too bilased to hold such res-
ponsible positions, Catholics in general were convinced that most of thea;
Justices of;the peace were Tories with Oéange leanings, who had only acc?p-

1 The Resident

ted the position of magistrate for %ts "soc1;1 distinction",
Magislrate. Mr, Tracy, was heavily criticized in the columns of The Ulster-
man, thpugh not for any display of blas, for he was seen as an "honest and

well 1ntentioned”2 man, but rather for his weakness and meaivety. In spite

of being warned to the contrary by Catholic journals, Mr. Tracy was aasurgd
by the local police that the 1857 Anniversary of the Boyne would be the

3

quieteat in years”, As a consequence no preéautions were taken despite the
ﬁact that party sentiments were stiil inflamed from the general elactions
of four months sarlier., To make matfers worse, a serious sectarian brawl
had taken place on 1 July only seven miles away in Crossgar, which result-
ed in one person being killed and hundreds seriously wounded. The eveﬁt
was given ample cover in the press and this only heightened tension in the

city as the Orange Day celebratlons approached.

Throughout the riots the police constantly arrived late, usu-

e

ally only after the mischief had been committed. This The Northern Whig blamed

directly on the lack of magistrates, as neither the Constabulary nor the lo-
cal force had any desire to act on thel; owii initiative and assume unnecess-

ary responsibility.u However, when magistrates arrived, they almost always

1. The Ulsterman, 17 July. ' .
2, Ibvid., 17 July.

3. Ibid., 18 September.

- --4, The Northern Whig, 21 July.
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sent the police and troops irnito the Pound to disperse Catholics and allow-
ed the Sandy-Row rioters, toc escape. Because of this it is not surprising
that almodt three times as many Catholics were arrested as Protestants du-
ring the rjots. But the most bitter criticism by the Catholic and Whig
press was rese;ved for the magistrates' role as justices of the peace. The
most damaging to the maglstrates' reputation occurred during the first \
week of disturbances, Seven Catholj:cs were arrested for failing to dis- ’,
erse after the Riot Act was read, and when Mr, Rea tried to speak on be-
half of the priscners, he was refused permission. A heated debate took
place but Mr, Tracy claimed that he and his fellow magistrates had already
“made up their minds".to send the case to the assizes. The editors of The
Northern Whig noted that because of the population's eagerneas to find “the
slightest appearinca of pa.rtlality‘ in the adjudicating. exscutive, it might
have been better to have disarmed all su;picion of unfair play".1 ‘Adding
m;re fuel to the fire was the fact that these prisoners wez:e either arrest-

.

ed on their own doorsteps or within their own houses and were subsequently

N

found not guilty by the judges at the assizes.>

Whether it was done intentionally or through sheer stupidity, it

seens that almost every move by the magistrates antagonized the Catholic .

community. For example, as the riots subsided in September and the hear-
ings were in proé;ress. the maglstrates offered a reward of fifty to seventy
pounds for information lesading to the prosecution of those who recently
wrecked three Protestant houses, Thris outraged many Catholics who quest-

ioned why the magistrates had not acted in a _similar fashion when some fifty

1. The Northern Whig, 21 July.
2., The Ulsterman, 24 Jjuly.
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"alr and to draw large crowds up to the end of September.

4

L)

to one hundred Catholic homes had suffered in July.1 With the eyes of

the world on them after the Rev, Hanna flasco, the magistrateé finally

issued a proclamation on 11 September forbidding assemblies in the streets.

This drew the ire of various sectors of‘ Belfast's Protestant population,

especially Rev., Hanna, who in a letter to The Belfast News-Letter, stated

his intention to continue open-air preaching (see Appehdlx V).

direct challenge forced the magistrates to finally remove Rev,

his open-air pulpit on 20 September at g\mpoint.2

less inflammatory Protestant ministers who continued to preach

of the Orange Soclety's connection with the town's mgistra@es. Lqe:d Chan-

they did not

3

While this

Hanna from

act against

in the open

N

The most serious obstacle to future peace in Belfast was the history

cellor Brady, insa letter to Lord Londonderry, wrote that this connection

was serious eno&h for hia to suggest that in future every individual hold-

ing the commission of the peace should have no attachment to the Soclety.

The letter caused a storm of indignation, and though it seemed the govern-

ment would support the -measure, the Brady Letter did not, in the long run,

lead to any change. "The truth was [1t has been written: that for political

reasons no English Government hﬁd the couragelto declare open war on O-

w U
rangeism” ,

1

Urban disturbances have often been attributed to a rapid rise in

the price of food. However, in Belfast in 1857, food p}ices-were not only

1.

‘2.

3.
b,

\

The Belfast Newa-Letter, 23 September,

Ibid., 21 September.
Ivid., 22 & 28 September.
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a

stable but, following one of the best harvests in years, were actually
declining by the middle of July.1 While it is true that one grocery store
in the Pound was attacked by rioters, nothing in it was looted and the
attack appeired to have been due less to any economic cause than to the
fact that the proprietor was a Protestant. 3But wh;ie food prices remained
gtable and therefore did not play a part in the‘disturbances, there was a

‘great deal of competition for homes and jobas, As with many towns and cilties

\ experiencing an industrial revolution, the construction of houses could not

1

keep bace with the population explosion. ’Catholics, normally concentrated
in the two uorkin; class areas of the Pound and Smithfield, were forced to
seek accomodation in lower-class Protestant districts, including Sandy-Row.
wh;re competition for housing develpped between Catholics and Protestants,
rents increased, This explains in part why Mr, Watson tried to get as ma-
ny Protestant tenants in his new houses on Albert Crescent, even though
they were located in what was considered a Catholic district. At the Aear-
ings Mr, Watson claiqu that by "upgrading” the area he could obtaln mare

)
than the low four percent return on his investment per year, It is quite

~

gonceivable that the warring factions tried to establish a monopoly, each
in its own district mainly to keep rents down., However, while the pattern
of the rioters suggests that this was what was happening, it a%so suggests
a degree of premeditation and cleaf thinking not.generally evident in the

“

riots,

A

, Two small depressions in the 1850s .spoiled what was otherwise a
prosperous decade for Belfast's linen indﬁstry. These happened in the

year 1854-55 with the Crimean War, which adversely affected trade, and in

' ' ¥

/

1. The Ulaterman, 20 July & The Northern Whig, 21 July.
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the year 1857-58 when a financial crisis did further injury to the :Lndmstr:y.l

During the riots The Ulsterman insisted that an Orange plot was underway

to intimidate Catholic mill workers, get them dismissed and replace them
with Protestants.z The claim appears to have been just so much journalis-
tic sensationalism, The mill owners, mostly Protestants, did not dismiss
Ca‘.th\olic employees., In fact, they; generally went out ,o&thsir way to
a.ppea:se the Catholic commur{ity by writing letters to the press, such as
The Ulsterman, explaining‘ their desi;e for peace and even offering, in
Jsome cases, protection to thelr Catholic employees. Those Ca:thollcs who
left the mills did so because of harrassment by Protestant employees, not ¢
because they were dismissed. As John Boyd, the owner of Boyd's Mill, com-
rlained to thé Police\ Court: "We could get workers, but as they are all Ca-
tholies they will not come, We have had to let some Catholics away, and
to stop the machinery, because we could not ask them to stop with us under
threat pf their lives" ;3 This situatlion created a shortage of lab'ox: in ma-
ny of the mills and, as a result, some orders could not be complated.u The
~~

possibility that Protestants would take the jobs vacated by Catholics fright-

ened into quittj:ng the mills led The Ulsterman to issue a warning to the

mill owners, The Protestants, the paper warned, once they succeeded in
drivihg all the Catholics out "will, doubtless,,,. strike for higher wages

themselves, and, having their employers at their mercy, compel them to yi?ld

1. J.L. McCracken, p. 89.
2, The Ulsterman, 11 September, ,
3. The Belfast News-Lettesr, 12 September.
4. The Ulstama.n.‘ 18 September,
. .
\
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1 But Protestants did not.come forward to fill the

to their demands”.
mewly created vacanclies. At first sight thls seems strﬁnge, for unem-
ployment was serious within Belfast's Protestant working-class population,
The papers reported that large crowds of the "lower orders"2 attended
daily the afternoon hearings of ihe Inquiry (11 A.M. - 4 P.M.) to cheer
on witnesses. Since the loudest cheers were reserved for Prote;tant wit-

nesses, it seems fair to assume that the majority of the audience was Pro-

testant. The Ulsterman, in f&ét complained bitterly apout the increasing’

,jumbers of Orange rioters, "who do not work night or day" but instead

attackeﬁ Catholic'home; while the ma;e tenants were away at work.3 On

closer inspection, however, the lacﬁiof desire of unemploye? Protesfantglto

replace the intimidated Catholics can be explafined in terms oc%“ f'érgz;s-

tant Ascendancy. Over generations, éoor Protestants had been inaoctrinated

uitﬁ the belief that they were sociaily supézior to their Catholic counter-~
. e ‘

s -y
parts and the "new" o ngs were not only conaldered beneath their digni-

ty, but offered barely liveable wages.

¢

Orange lodges were particularly popular in Belfast's working class
areas's;nce'one of thelr primary functions was to create the equivalent of
a closed shop and prevent Catholics, who would alicept lower wages, from
entering. Though information regarding Orange Society membership was kept
secret, it is evident that the majority in the working class lodges were

either skilled or semi-skilled warkers. The Soclety's intimidation of

I’

1, The Ulsterman, 18 September,

2, The Belfast News-Letter, 16 September,

L)

3. The Ulsteiman, 20° July. /
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/Catholic mill workers only opgned up positions for unskilled labour,

positions many Protestants congidered below their social poiition. Uhil,f

The Ulsterman complained that the mills offered "very moderate wages", 1

\

which’ ‘ba,ruo}ly kepj, the family together, the ultra-conservative Belfast

Mercury p;mted a very different picture., This paper insisted that the'\
" s 0 - ) ) R .
perpetrators of the riots were recently arrived Catholics who "have become

- inflated with a bastard i.ndeperxdence"2 because of their high wages., The

reason for the massivé participation by youths in the riots was also eaaily

explamed aua.y by Th:aBelfaSat Mercury. _Work and high salaries had, accord-

bl

ing to the paper, des‘t:'oyed the traditj.onal fa.nily structure, Recently .
arrived rural immigrants could not adjust to the cultural and ec&xomic
shock, "Children at an early age become independent of thelr parents.

’ Work is so plentifu‘l‘ and wages .80 tempting, that the great mass of children
l;ecome perfectly independent of pa.renta.l control by their twelfth year", 3
'th:s. 1t vwgp further argued, brought w:Lth it a moral lassitude and a rising
@}u@ rate in.areas like the Pound, On the other hand, the entrenched Pro-
teatant uorking class’were capable of ha.ndli.ng prosaperity sinpc "they have

grown up and incroaaed with the prosperitAof the town"." This 1,6’31(: may

-

.

k as Ca.tholics settled into this urban environnont. Considering the cost of .
llv:lns 1n Belfast, it sqems fl.ir to assurme that the mill wages were rela-

tively low ,e.n comparison with other forms of employment, especially since

—

N

L 1 2
- , ) )
1. The Ulsterman, 9 September.
2. The Times, 28 September, p. 9.
‘3;. id., 28 September, p. 9.

u, Ivid., 28 §eptenbor, pe 9. a .
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’

Protestants showed no rush to fill vacant positions in this labour starved
industry. As for crime rates, ;sven a witness with such strong Tory and
Protestant sympathles as the retired Sub-Inspector of the Constabulary,

admitted that there was virtually no difference in the crime rate between
1 , ‘

b

“Lhe two disturbed districts.

\
Another explanation of the riots that:dg: s much grea.tér congi-
deration was put forward by The Nerthern Whig, This ;Qa.per interpreted the

-flghting as a clash between two civilizations, On one side were thowe \

r

persons who, with th/e suppo: the Prjotestaxit Asceridancy, had galned

social. privileges ar‘ who were reluctant to give up their dominant status.

w

As the system showed increasing sigr(fs of breaking down due to the growing

. comi'lercialism'and prosperty of c)‘c.ha town, they were forced ‘to work harder

,.o maintain the upper hand. In the Past a Dr. Dre¥, a Rev. Hanna, and

12th of July processions were considered irksome but were generally accepti- ‘ ; o
ed by Ca.tf\/olics without much fuss, But by 1857 an increasingly morel out= ‘

° spoken lginority refused to tolerate a system of economic and ‘social privi-
lege based on religious bigotriy. :rhose who were pr,ofiting from this shame~
less systen’were grhdually d;clining into a small, "vulgar class” of people,
As their situation became more dqsperato. they ‘were. increasingly forced to )

n’:.ke use of lower-class co-religionists without whom their status would have

not been maintained. Bui these people, according to The Northern Whig, were

"the last of the a.boriginaa",z ukin.’a last, almost herolc stand, in support
of a npidly” dying savagery. Unfottmmtely.history has proved this view,

tip t111 now, to have been somewhat optimistic. ' ' -
. , ) \ _ | §

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, P. 154, ) \

) 2. The Northern Whig, 29 August, ' 1
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Almost every religious and political segment of Belfast's popu-

lation had its own newspaper. Thesé factions, especially after 1830, were -

'

increasgngly more hostile towards each other, both in the streets and in
the press, Whether the press provoked disturbances in the street or the
street disturbances provdked the journalistic warfare,‘becamé a matter of
heated debate at the Inquiry. Many Protestants were convinced that the
rlots were instigated by what they saw as the inflammatory célumns of a
sensation-loving Catholic press., In obvious réference to The Ulsterman, .
the Rev. Hgnna complaina? thdat it was relatively simple for a newspaper
to act as a prophet if it had the desire and‘the power to see its predic-
tions come true (Appendix V). At the Inquiry both Revs. McIlwaine and

Hanna directly blamed Thes Ulsterman for creating Catholic hostility to

their open-air préaching.} Editorial extracts were submitted to the Comm—l

issioners to prove this contention, but while there was a considerable a-
mount of name calling,' this was a common practice in the Belfast press and

hardly served as conclusive evidence.

»
A closer examination of what was printed in its columns showed
The Ulsterman tb be often the volce of moderation. After the riots con-
cluded in July, the paper received numerous létters urging fellow‘Catho-
lics to be less passive and be bett:r prepared for future conflicts, Ma-
ny sugga;ted that the past riots proved that Catholics could not expect
impartial justice 1n\Bolfas£ and in future it might be necessary to take
th; law into their own h32,p.2 The editors warned, howezbr, that open de-
) o

.

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, pp. 75 & 166,

1

2. The Ulsterman, 3 August.
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. fiance of the law was _exactly what some Protestants had hoped for all a-
%ong for it would convince the Briiish Government of the necessity for
such loyalls%; anti-Catholic bodies as the Orange Society. Since it was
apﬁarent Pound area Catholies were preparing ;o arm themselves, the paper
urged'Qhe formation of a legal gun club, Though Mr, Hblland, one of The
Ulsterman's proprietors, took an active part in the club's formation, igs
creation was independent of the paper. At the club's first meeting, Mr.:
Holland tried‘ta ensure the ofganlzation‘worked within the law and pro-
posed a resolution that gave upper class Cathglics séme moderating in-

fluence over the club.1

A more serious issue was the debate over open-air preaching, The

N Northern Whig was the first paper to suggest that the city magistrates pre-

vent "this theologico-acrobatism as street amusement for Sundays".2 The

II‘Uls*t,ex:man soon followed by warning the Town Council that there would be

ll3

disasterous consequences if these "blasphemous displays"- were allowed to Q

continue., At the same time, the“editors urged Catholics to keep their dis-

tance from these "fanatics" who used the open streets to &eliberately in-

sult them.u This advice; however, was contradicted by a placard that was

s

printed on the paper's press, . The piacard urged Catholics to.assemble at -

the Custom House on the 6 September to prevent the Rev. Hanna's sermon . g

from taking place (Appendix III), When The Banner of Ulster 1mpl&5ated ,

- ——

1., The Ulsterman, 7 August,

. " .
2. The Northern Whig, 13 August. 1
. . » :
3. The Ulstexman, 26 August. ° : ) ’ : 1
] |

4, 1Ibid., 26 August., *
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the Catholic paper in the placard affaif. Mr. Holland, in an open letter, .’
claimed he "never beheld the placard in question, and knew nothing what-
ever of itis existence".1 But at the Inquiry a week later, Mr. McLaughlin,

The Ulsterman's other proprietor, admitted that the placard had in fact

been printed in the paper's jobbing office, but this had been without his
knowledge, He claimed when he found out, he ordered them all destroyed,

but most found their way into the city's streets all the same.2 Nor-

mally The Belfast News-Letter would not have missed the opportunity to
castigate its arch rival, but in early September most of its energy was

'

devoted against journalistic opposition from London.

During the riots in July The Times quoted almost exclusively

from Belfast's Protestant press; However, as tension built up again in
August, The Times sent 1t; own correspondent to examine the situation first
hand. After the fiasco at Rev., Hanna's open-air‘sermon. Th; Times de~
nounced these public orations claiming that Protestants were merely using
them 8l assert their domination over their Catholic fellow-citizens. These
services were, the paper claimed, an #ffront to the country's réligious ma-
Jority and any attempt by Belfast's Protestants to clalm these sermons as
part of their constitutional rights simply ignored the fact that they were
being u;;d as "the right to insult®.> In response The Ulsterman noted that
e{on "if Tﬁo Times' writer wers actually resident in Belfast, acquainted

with these ranters, and seeing all that was going on, he could not have

hit off their motives more accuratoly".u

¢

1. The Ulsterman, 9 September.,(\ﬁ'

2. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 111, Y

"3+ The Ulsterman, 11 September. } ‘ . C

4, Ibid., 11 September,
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Virtually the official voice of the city's political establish-

ment, The Belfast News-Letter presented an attitude that it, and the peo-

ple the paper spoke for, were beyond criticism. During the months of July

and August the baper tended to either ignore or belittle their local jour-
nalistic rivals. But The Times, with its great reputation, could not be

treated in the News-Letter's usual manner. With the Government appointed

"Commissioners in Belfast the journalistic debate assumed a new dimension

-

in September. In an attempt to influence the Inquiry and perhaps the

British Government, The Belfast News-letter attacked The Times' "air of

omniscient positiveness"1 by pointing out that Protestants formed the ma-

Jority in Belfast and the rest of Ulster.

« ' The battle of the newspapers continued during the Inquiry with.:
few of Belfast's papers altering their earlier editorial positions re-
garding the disturbances. Meost faithfully published the text of the In-
quiry, and in addition, selacted excerpis from the day's testimony to jus=-
tify their editorial stance, One exception was the Catholic Morning Newse.
This mass circulation paper did not wish to antagonise any section of its
readership and reported both the riots and fhe Inquiry with virtually no
editorial comments. The city's leading Presbyterlan newspaper, The Irish
Presbyterian, blamed both rioting parties for the disruptions. However,
the paper w;s also critical of the Tory Party'i monopoly of the Town
Council for so many years. This position was not entirely unexpected con-
sidering the role played by maﬁy Presbyterians in the last general elec-

tion. More surprisingly, the paper also questioned the motives of some of

.1. The Belfast News-Letter, 11 September.
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'the city's leading Protestant ministers, in particular Dr. Drew, for his

“"high toned and bitter political partisanship" .1

1.

Budge & O'Leary, p. 81.
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THE INQUIRY

Two months after the last witness testified at the Inquiry, Cc?mm-
issioners Lynch and Smythe submitted their findings ‘f;o the Lord-Lieutenant.
The Report showed a general hesitancy to place the blame for the riots on
either of the aecta.fian parties, but most of the recommendations were ainm-
ed.:."éhanging some of the more obvious privileges enjoyed by Protestants
over thelr Catholic fellow-citizens., The Commissioners concluded that the

1

disturbances were “plainly and unmistakably” due to the tensions created

by the Orange Day festivities. Similar to the editorials in The Times and

The Ulsterman, the Commissioners saw the anniversary celebrations being
used to create a feeling "of dominancy and insult on one side, and of its
opposition to its display on the other side".z The Report also'agreed with

The Ulsterman regarding the Loughran incident, suggesting that it only

brought into focus the existing hostility between the two areas, and by'it-

3 In spite of

self proved to have little substance as a cause of the riots,
these observations, no recommendatlions were made to put an end to such pro-

ceedin g8,

!
-

Much criticism was made of the local police but the Commissioners

maintained that no evidence had been presented to prove that any member of

1. Report of the Commission of Inguiry, 1857, p. 8.

2., TIbid,, p. 2.

3. Ibid., p. 3.
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the farce was guilty of misconduct.,” This conclusion hot only seemed to

contradict much of the evidence presented at t iry, but considering

that five members of the force were still awaiting trlal for misconduct at

the assizes, the legality of the Report's statement was highly question-

able, The Commissioners did agree, however, that events

« s

uly showed that
the force could not handle the disturbances in the Pound area. This sit-
uation was not blamed on incompetences or partisanship but rather on ’the force's
lack of arms and the attltude of Catholics towards the local police, It was
this attitude, according to the Report, that had to be changed. The Comm-
issioners saw that at the root of this problem of attitude lay the force's
connection with the Tory Party. In a community like Belfast, where politics
and\reiigion wers 80 often interrelated, the Commiamsioners suggested that
members of the force should no longer hold a’ voting franchise or hold se-
cond jobs such as aiding in the collection of tues.z The Report strongly
reconmended that that part of the constitutlon which governed 'the police
should be rewritten to ensure the complete elimination of any activity con-
sidered offensive to elther religious or political party. Based on tl:xe
testimony of Constable McGivney, the comniss/ioners recommended the necess-
ity of an investigation to clear the good name of the Royal Irish Consta-

bulary, This was over the issue of a questlonable delay by the Constabu-

lary to save Mr, Watson's property on 18 July. In spite of this recommen- .
dation, the Report set the tone for the investigation it itself recommen-

ded by praising the conduct of the foree. In the Report Relating to the

Conduct of the Constabulary, the justificationa’for the actions taken by

3

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. &.

2, Ibido. Pe 5 |
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the Constabulary \::ere couched in almost the same words as those used by

Mr. Lynch and Mr, Smythe six months ‘oefom.1

Criticism of the 12th of July festivities also implicated the
Orange Soclety, the organizing body for these celebrations. Hewever, the
Commissioners insisted that they did not mean "to throw suspicion on the
leaders of the organization or to question the purity of their motives".2
The Repoi't felt that while the "educated and zi;_gfined classes” might possi‘-“
bly keep the Society within the bounds of thei:‘; by-laws, members in work-
ing-class districts had perverted the aims of the body and for the pea\ce
of Ireland the Commissioners recommended that the Society should be dis-

banded.3

On the highly emotional issue on open-air sermons, the Commlssion-
ers partlyv agreed with the views expressed in The Times, The Report felt
that open-air preaching gave one party the "abstract right to insult".u
The use of the term "abstract™ was employed since the Comisaionersﬁ were
" convinced that most of the niniaters delivering open-air sermons had no
intention of insulting or provoking their Catholic fellow-citizens.5 But

/
this avoided the lssue asv nost of Belfast's ministers who took to the streets
to preach were totally ignored by Catholics., It was only a small group of

vocal Protestant clergymen, referred to as "controversialists", that Catho-

1. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 7: Report Relating to the
Conduct of the Constabulary, p. 3.

©
2. Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, p. 10.
3. Ibido. Pe 10.

4, 1Ivid., p. 13.
5. Ibido' ’p' 131 .
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lics objected to. Considering somel' of the insulting and provoca.‘tive ora-
A

tions of this grou{: of ministers, and the seeming contempt regarding the

consequences of open-air preaching voiced by the Rev, Hanna at the Inquiry,
failure by the Commissioners to mention this segmer;t of the Protestant cler-

gy seemed a deliberate attempt to sweep the issue under the carpet.

During the Inquiry, lawyers representing botp belligerent parties
compiained that the hearings lacked direction, However, in their Report,
Commiss?onefs Lynch and Smythe defended their methods by claiming that
they believed it "was much more useful to leave the parties to make such
a case as they thought :_?ﬁ.".1 In spite of this cqntention, certain areas
in the hearing were suppressed. The aim of the Whig Yy and Mr. Rea was
to show a link between the Belfast Tory Party, the Town Council, its local
force, and the Orange Soclety. However, eachltime b'k'. Rea asked a witness
from the Protestant paxty whet‘her he is, or ever was, a member of the So-
clety, the question was disallowed by the Commissioners on the grounds that
it was beyond the scope 6f the Inquu‘y.z The most glaring omission in the
Report was over the issue politics played in the disturbances. In spite of
thelfa.ct that dozens o:f;‘ witnesses, .many of them 'prominent citizens of Bel-
fast, supplied testimony regarding the role played bg; municipal and par-
liamentary elections and its relationship to the riots, the issne was not

even given a passing mention in the Report.

r ' ™

@

1. Report of the Commission of Inqui 1857, pe 15 - '

2, The Belfast News-Letter, 17 & 18 Septenber,
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CONCLUSION

Events since 1857 in Belfast, as well as the rest of Ulster, have
shown that the Report did little to alleviate sectarian mistrust and ten-
slon. The blame for this can be ascribed to the British Government, for
other than the investigation of one day's activities during the riots of
the Royal Irish Cons;c.abulary. none of the other recommendations were acted
upon. Economically, England wanted to keep Ireland under sufficient con-
trol to ensurs there would be no industrial competition an;1 Ireland would
continue.to act as a supplier,of_cheap food.1 Politically, the British
govefnment was concerned with growing movements in southern Ireland calling
for independence.2 The privileged position of Profestants in Ireland was
maintained, perhaps reluctantly, to ensure theiﬁ loyalty to th'e British ¢
éovernment. Many Protestants felt that they could continue to¢o intimidate
Belfast's Catholics and maintain their privileges with 1;‘elat1ve im;;unity.
On the other hand, t:he Catholic community increasingly realized they could
not depend or; the authorities and armed for their own defense., Since none

of the issues that had provoked the 1857 disturbance had been resolved and

neither of the rioting factions could claim a victory, it was predictable

‘that as long as the British Government was not g‘oing to take any steps to

change the status quo, Belfast would suffer another outbreak of sectarian
violence. The city continued to maintain its position as Ireland's main

commercial and industrial center and it therefore persisted in acting as a
€

\

1. Michael Collins, The Path to Freedom (Dublin, 1922), p. 58,

2, R.H Hull, p. 19.
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magnet for northern Ireland's rural poor. The majorify of these new~
comers were Catholics and by 1864 Belfast's Catholic population had in-

creased to one-third of the total.l -~

v

On the 8 August, 1864, a statue of Daniel O'Conner was unveiled in
Dublin. That same day in Belfast, a crowd of 4,000 Sandy-Row residents
burned an effigy of the Irish Catholic hero and attempted to bury the "re-
mains” in a Catholic gametery.z This insult precipitated a reaction from
the Pound and for eleven days Belfast witnessed .the most intensive perlod
of violence in 1ts history. That it did not la.s’; longer was due more to
the relative speed c.>f the action by the Government in Dublin than to any
- action taken by the local authorities. Hhil\e the pattern of disturbances
and -the participating pujties :remained basically unchanged since 1857,

the vindictiveness displayed had become far mére intense.

- The rioters of 1864 proved to be far more anxious to injure their
opponents than those of 1857, In consequence, over 360 individuals of

both rioting parties were seriously injured and 1l died.3

Another sign of
increased hostility Ha'.a that in 1864 the rioters were not satisfied merely
to wreck privaté‘ homeso: For the first time rioters turned their attention
to church property, including churcheé, schools; and even a ‘Catholic fe-

male penitentiary.a Total property dmge?was in excess ofi!&,joos. or more

©

‘

1. Report of the Belfast Inquiry Commission, 1864 (Dublin, 1864), p. S.
S [""——""'——_ A

2. Ibid., pe 9.
3- ij.du' Pe 16-
4, TIbid., pp. 9-1l.

54 Iqu., p. 17.
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than twenty times what it had been in 1857. A further sign that the sit-

uation had dete;lorhted was the willingness of middle and upper-class ci-
tizens to openly participate in provocative processions during.tﬁe dis- e
turbances. BDuring a funeral of a Protestant killed by the Constabulary,
many of the town's most respected Protestants took part in a procession il
that deiiberately went out of 1its way to go through Catholic sections of

the city. And though Belfast had just been declared a proclaimed area,

many in this march broke the law by openly carrying and firing their guns

while making their way through the city.:
t7 ‘ . /
Northern Catholics looked to southern Ireliand as a model of how

'

Protestants and Catholics mighé peacefully coexist. | Though even the ‘south
was far from 1deai:“1£ never had such violent disturbances that plagued
Belfast. Some Catholics believed'that the difference in sectarian harmony
between north and southern Igpland was simply dependent on which denomin-
ation was in the majority. However, evonFs in Londonderry in 1869 sh&wed
that any such interpretation was just too simplistic, That year London-
derry had a population of just under 30.006 inhaéitants. with over 60%

of the Cathollic faith, Similar to Belfast, the economic.prosperity of the
town had atiracted a 1aige nurber of rural Catholics sinces the 1830s. The
original site of the town was a wvalled-in section on a hill overlooking
the Foyle River, Pr&teséints formed the majority within the walls whiler

[

poorer Catholics composed the vast majority outside the walls near the ri-

ver, an aroa'couloqu called the Bog-side. As in Belfast, it was the lower

classes from sach religious partf that fought each other on the streets of
< :

Londonderry. ‘ .

-

1. Report of the Belfast Inquiry Commission, 1864 (Dublin, 1864), pp. 13-15, -
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derry, of his Royal Highness, Prince Arthur, on.the 28th of April, 1869. -

“The event which precipitated the riots was

the visit to London-

\He was greete'a and followed for nost..0of the day by two rival bands, each

playingwtheir own party tunes and éarrying' their own party colours.

That

"tvening, after the Pr¥hce Teturned to his hotel, the two bands and their

upporters efcchanged gunfire,

The Conatabulary and the local force soon.

prmfed»uﬁable to control the rioters, and the situation quickly deteriora-

ted.
in the military, but he felt that, as the Prince was their guest, it would

give’ the town*a poor reputation.

The Magistrates made various attempts to persuade the Mayor to call

Protestaht rioters stationed themselves

9

[

~

on the tmm s walls and fired most o{ the(gight at thei.r Catholic rivals. )

COnsidering the chaotic situation. it was surprising that only threé?rioters

\1ost thedr uves.l, : | ’ ﬁ .
- v ’ 1

! ‘ The Comissioners who examined the Londonderty’ riota found the
causes to be very much the same as thoao tha.t provoked the Belfast dis- -

turba.nces. The main ee.use, ‘as in 1.857. was the celebration of an hiato-

23

rical event tha.t the Catholics found msylting. + In Londonderry, the Ora.ngp
Day equivalent was the historic closing dnd opening of the tg){n s gaies in
1688-89, The twin celebrations of 18- December and 12 August commemorated o !
~the }roi;es't'ant defense of :hhe town against James II and hls Catholic army.
JIts faii'.hful caiebr;tim urvod to enshrine the' concept of “a dominant and |

' L4

» & subject:- caste", 2y Hhile tgm Ora.nge Society had no party in thtu distur-

.

'ba.ncu., Londondarry had another Prat.estmt loyalist crpni'ntion whcso

" function was similar. - An organization cﬂled the Apprentice Boys of Derry

- - 1)
4 N - . - 4 M

. — s . ¥
. s Ny '

L [

. 1 Londonderry Riots Inquiry Commission, 1869 (Dublin, 1869), pp. 1215,
2, Ibid., p. 15 N . - '
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were entrusted with the guns and cannons used in the celebratlion of the
opening and closing of the gates. This body was composed largely of Pro-
testant working-class men and youths, who were active in maintaining the
Tory Party in power, both in Parliament and in the nunicipal gover:nmen'c..1
Similar to the Orangemen in Belfast, the Apprentice Bojrs could count on
the support of the local Tory establishment or expect at least that the

town's authorities would turn a blind eye on many of their provocative

ctivities. One of the more disturbing fe%.tures of the Londonderry riots

was the role played by Protestants from other parts of Ulster. In 1865
railway conpaniee bega.n to run excursion trains to Londonderry from other
parts of Ulster to coincide with the town 8 two historic a.nnlversaries.
By 1868, the excursions were' so0 popular that the town's population more

than doubled for the celebrations, causing increased sectarian tenaion;z

,The 18603, therefore. not only witnessed increased sectarian hogtility

' and fear S.n Belfast, but growing tension through the rest of Ulster as well.

/

Just how unique the nid—nineteenth century urban riots in Belfast
and Lmdonderrx were can best be sesn in conperison with a disturbance that

took place in London at about the same time, In 1855, a Bill introduced

by Lord Robert Grosyenor to the House of Commons attempted to prevent Sun-

A series of deuonsf:ratione against. the
v - N ] 5 o

Bill led to a number of disturbances commonly referred to as the Hyde‘ Park

K

Riotl. Lu:ge crowds, many wqui@—clus people from London's East End,

day-trading in the clty of London,

gtthered in Hyde Park on four coneecuti.ve Sundays to observe hou ‘England's

N

1. Londonderry Riots Inquiky Commission, 1869 (Dublin, 1869), pp. 8-9.
: L 4
2, I'bid.. Pe 170‘ ) ; ’ .
) 4 . v .
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1 It was on the second Sunday, the 1st

-aristoeracy observed the Sabbath.
of July, that #?e greatest disturbance took place. An estimated crowd
of 150,000, a few from the middle-class, especially small shop keepers
who were also affected hy the Bill, were attracted to the Park by leaflets
and placqrds. In the early afternoon, the.l;rge crowd began to insult the
occupants of carriages p;ssing through Hyde Park with shouts of "Go to
church".Z' The police stood quietly b}.during these proceedings until stones
and other missiles were added to the verbal insults. Then the crder was
given to clear the area and the pollc&\quickly moved in swinging their
clubs. The crowd fell back and in the resulting confﬁsion many ";especta-
ble" citizens, whom many of were merely strolling in t@é\Park, with their
wives and children, were trampled underfobt. A Commissioners' Report con-
f¥rm6& the numerous cékplalnts against police brutality aﬁd overreaction.3
Most of the assembled crowd left the Park after the onslaught, but others
remained to continue the battle zith the police and mi%itary. In.spite of
clashes with groups of stone~-throwing rioters, the authorities, in a series
of sweeps through Hyde Purk, finally managed‘to clear the area by early e-
‘vgqing. However, at seven o'cléck..many of the rioters had regrouped and‘
made their way to Lord Grosvenor's residengy in Belgravia. Seeing their
quarry protected by a large body of'police.~the crowd indiscriminately be-

gan smashing hundreds of windows in the fn:h%onablj\romes nearby. The, dis-

\ .
*
3 /
.
i

1. Francis Sheppard, London 1808-1870: The Infernal Wen (Los Angeles,
' 1_9?1). p. 333. ' ) .

2. Report of Hér Majesty's Commissioners appointed to inquire into the :
- Alleged Disturbance of ths Public peace in Hyde Park London.l

1855), p. vii. ’

‘-

3. Ibidi, p. vii, .

-

L mwtmmmwcmw» .-

[P




67

turbance quickly ended after this incident, but hundreds of rioters,
onlookers and members of the police were injured, yet there zas no loss

of life,

-

The l';uge gathering in Hyde Park was ma.inly‘" composed of working men
and women. There were others as well, who had bc;en drawn to the Park for
;'ecreational purposes or sim’p]_.y‘ out of curlosity, yet the majority - the
workers - appareatly had come to exgress thelr disapproval of the contro-
verstal Bill, Only seventy-two individuals were arrested during the lst of
July distuz:b;nces, and by far the largest number were from the working class.r
However, this number was so small in comparison tq th:)ae involved, that any
claim to present those arrested as being representative of the whole, would
be quite misleading. It is more than likely that the ten people arrestdd
for attempting "to make their gains under the shield of popular excite- /
mem:“2 gives an exaggerated picture of the criminal element in the distur-
‘bances. Even so, thevfigure is not without significance when one compares

gt with the situation in Belfast where not a single person was arrested on

this charge during the entire perilodsof upheavals.

a

a

. It is instructive to compare these two events arising.in two citles \

in almeost the same year. The main difference was that theriots in London
were the result of class conflict, rLondon's. poor came to Hyde Park to

vent their frustirations against further economic deprivation by insulting

. the aristocracy, whom they blamed for initiating the Bill. On the other

!

1. Roport of Her Majesty's Commissioners appointed to inquire into the .
Alleged Disturbance of the Public peace in Hyde Park (London,
,; 1855), ». ix.

2. Ibid., p. vii,

1
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- hand, there is no evidence of class conﬁict durixgg the Belfast riots. In

fact, the very opposite seems to be true. Members from virtually every le-
vel of soclety formed two opposing parties based on religion. Though it
was onlj; the lowest stra!:um from each party that actually came into direct
conflict, both rioting factions enjoyed some degree of support from the

middle and upper classes.

4 fl

The most striking factor in the Belfast riots was the dominant

role played by religion., Though the Sunday Trading Bill sought to pre-

serve the sanctity of the Sabbath, religion was of /little ‘importance in

the London disturbances. In Belfast, religion .became the focal point, with
w;irtua.lly every other contingent issue playing a role subordinate to it. A
man's economic, social and l;olitical position in ﬁelfast was dependent on
his religious persuasion. This was quite different from London, where the
c;entral'issue Was over economic factors, the most commo; cause in urban
disturbances. In Belfast the two factions that came into such bitter con-
frontations had little econoaic advantage to gain, either from each other
or from the struggle. These lower| clysses, in fact, had the least to gain
and the most to lose by rioting. Byt Belfast's poor were those wost trapped
by their economic situation. Thelr lack of mobility fo;'cod thim to react ,
quickly and emotionally to even the sllightest threa’t, = in this /mse from

their fellow-poor - to the little stability they \:ossossed.l
3

One of the more unusual features of the Belfast disturbances was
the s&ong sense of history and tradition. Beth parties were abls to live'

and work together in relative harmony except in July when the victories of

Qs

PP
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William III were celebrated.1 Since 1857, this situatioh has admittedly

worsened. However, there is 1little doubt that even in 1857 both parties

‘feared'and hated each other, This hostility was enhanced by the gradual

segregation of the two working-class factions in the city. With each dis-
turbance, tgeﬂPound and Sandy-Row became more exclusively Catholic and Pro-
testant, Memorigs were, and still are, long in Ireland. An event that

occurred hundreds of years ago was kept alive and discussed as if the in-

cident had only recently taken place. To a large extent this explains

the Ulsterman's passion for processions. f;o purpose of these parades

was "not only to display the trophies of each side's successes but also to
delimit the territqry each claims".2 This strong awareness of past yic-

tories and defeats became a part of the consciougness of belonging to each

faith., To an outsider, the behaviour of both factions seemed to lack ra-
tionality. Fear was the main motivating factor on both s%des, and while to .r;’
an outsider tgis fear seemed totally irrational, to the people involved it :
was very real. Protestants in Belfast were h¥eatened by a large Catholic

majorit} in Ireland. They had been condirigied by their religious leaders
to expect the -very worst if Catholics ever #ained the upper hand in Ulstg:;
Though Belfast's Protesﬁants made every attempt to prove their loyalty to
the British Crown, they were also fearful that the British Government would
eventually be forced to give in to thd demands of the Catholic juggernaut,
Catholics in Belfast, on the other hand, saw themselves as part of an

oppressed majority in what they considered to be their ;;; land., The ten-

KRt i

slon between these two groups had a degfbe of permanence about it ﬁhat was

1. Report of the Comn;Zsion of Inquiry, 1857, p. 2.

2. Harold Jackson, p. 6?

. !
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I .
not evident in London,. or for - -that matter, in most other urban disturban-

ces in the mid-nineteenth century.

That the two factions would remain in a continuous state(of hosti-
lity was reinforced by a number of factors. Thé maln 1ssue was relliglous
diffe¥ences. Host‘uprisings based on ideological conflicts ultimately lead
to some form of revolution, Untll this stage, or the start of some drama-
tic compromises on both sides occur,, Belfast will éontinue to suffer sec-
tarian riots. Ideology by itself was ngt the only factor involved. Pro-
testants in Belfast were able to contrdél the esonomic and political ﬁower
of the city by passing the bulk éf its benefité, including political patro-
nage, Jjobs, and housing,\ to members of their own religion. In reaction, Ca-
tholicg attempted by riot to carve out an area or territory they could call.
thelr own, What was developing with eaPh disturbance was the increasing se-
paration of the two communities into a coqdition approaching apartheld. As
we all know too well, éhe problem is still thers; but how it will eventually

be solved lies beyond the scope df this paper. -

- ~
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Appendix I

Protestant Rloters Arrested in July

* a 40s fine plus 208 in costs or 3 months in jail

** 2 10s fine plus 58 in costa or 17 days in jail

——— m,forution unobtalinable

, ##» g 208 fine plus 108 in costs or 1 month in jail

i
Name Charge Verdict Other Information
Allen, James riot Fined 4os+"
Anderson, David riot 4os+
Baxter, James riot ' ——— &
Braithwaite, === riot 40s+ ;
Buchanan, Robert riot Los+ , :
Burns, John riot - - kosr ’ X
Calrns, Isabella party expressions 10s+
Carr, James . riot 4os+
Edmonson, Thomas riot S
Elliot, Joseph " riot 408+
Galbraith, Matthew harbouring rioters discharged
Hamill, John riot Fined 40s+,, .
Hamill, Margaret s riot 208+ wife of above
Hanna, Robert possession of load- 50 1b. ball & 2 boy :
ed gun sureties for 50 1lb. \
Heron, Edward 7 riet 4os+ : !
Howard, William ‘riot ¢ 4os+ : :
Matchison, Catherine party slogans 408+
Reid, Howard threatening with a 4Oos+
. gun .
.Sherman, Robert stone throwing Los+ youth
Steward, Richard riot Los+ .
Catholic Rioters Arrested in July .
Boyd, Alexander riot Fined =~
' Boyd, George riot 40s+.
Boyd, William house wrecking dischafged ;
'Brownlee, Franeis riot —— b
Burke, John stone throwing Fined 40s+ :
Campbell, -Michael house wrecking discharged
Campbell, Patrick riot Fined LOs+ - ]
Carmichael, William stone throwing Los+ youth
Casey, Andrew riot . N Los+
Connolly, Henry riot ) 4os+ .
Donagy, John stone throwing " 208+ boy
Graffin, Henry house wrecking 4os+
Healy, Pester house wrscking discharged N
"Hughes, Arthur stone throwing Fined 40s+ \
Hughes, Thomas part of a riotous not gullty assiges
party




L e o e 0 i

Catholic Rioters Arrested in July (Continued)

Name

Kelly, === ,
Kennedy, William

Loughran, Joha

McAllister, William
McAnally, Felix
McAreavy, Archibald
McConnell, William
McGiness, John
McKenna, Terrance
McKinney, Michael
McKinney, William
McKinney, Edward
McLoughlin, Thomas
McMghon, Peter
McMullen, John
McMurtry, John
Magee, John
Magowan, Henry
Mallon, Patrick
Mallon, Robert

fy, John

fy, William
Moors, James
Mulholland, Bernard
Mullen, Bermard
Mullen, Michael
Murphy, William
Patterson, Thomas
Quinn, Matthew
Scott, James
Thomney, Arthur
Thoampson, Patrick
Walker, John

' Walker, Steward

Protestant Rioters Arrested in September
* Blair, Robert

Bowman, Edward
Brown, Andrew
Brown, Joseph
Ixwin, Charles
Irwin, ===

Charge

riot
riot
inciting riot

stone throwing
riot

house wrecking
riot:

riot

;iot

riot

riot

riot

riot .
stone throwing
riot

riot

riot

riot

house wrecking
house wrecking
house wrecking
house wrecking
stone throwing
ineciting riot
riot )
stone throwing
stone throwing
stone throwing
riot

stone throwing
riot

stone throwing
carrying 1 un-
loaded gun
riot

rilotous conduct
stone throwing
riotous conduct
riot
riotous conduct
riot

Verdict

Fined 20s+
Los+
Los+

58/1 vk,

4os+

not' guilty

. hot guilty
not guilty y

not guilty
discharged
Fined 40s+

58/1 wk.

40s+ =
not guilty
Fined 40s+

408+
discharged
dischazgod
Fined 40s+

6os+ T
not guilty ‘
Fined 4os+ .

403+ .

408+

Los+

4os+

. Bos+

408+

50 pounds Q‘&l

Fined 10 pounds baill

© 10+ ¢ - 1

10 pounds bail
discharged

Fined 10 pounds; btll

sent forward for trial

###+ 3 60s fine plus 308 in costs or 3& months in jail
2 bail plus two sureties which totalled same amount as bail; sent to assizes
a previous jail sentence of 6 months for assaulting a R.C.

-

Other Information

coal porter

first person ar-

rested
small boy

assizes
assizes .
assizes
asslizes

-

- a—
"

small boy

assizes
youth

youth

2 ocgasions
assizes -
youth
youth

youth

youth

local police

boy; millworksr

local police

2

previous recard

local police

Y




Protestant Rioters Arrested in September (Continugdj

Name

Lawson, Eliza
McCracken, Joseph
McNiece, David
Robinson, ===
Smith, William

Charge

assault
riotous conduct
riotous conduct
riot

stone throwing

g'}tholic Rioters Arrested in September

Barr, Joseph

Boyle, Michael
Boyle, Michael
Chambers, ---

assault on frot.
assault on Prot,
riot

house wrecking

Verdict

2 mo. prison 1

Fined 10 pounds; bail
10 pounds; .bail

sent to asslzes

Fined 10s+

discharged

"2 mo, hard labour

discharged (with caution)
sent to assizes

1ii

Other 'Information

young millworker
local police
local police

. lawyer?

boys millworker

Al

ﬁm x-_‘ s A TEC A LA 424 I T e o - .
]

Dobbin, --- house wrecking sent to assizes boy .
Doyle, -~-- abusive language discharged <y
: tovards mayor ‘
Gallagher, Bernard - sione throwing Fined 4031- "
Gibon, Patrick riot discharged (with cautlon) youth
Gillmore, William broke window Fined 1ps+ -
Greenan, John riot bound by his own recog-~ boy
nizance

. Hagan, James gJun.; assault of Prot. discharged
Hagan, James (Sen. assault of Prot. discharged ,
Johnston, William stone throwing Fined 40s+ :
Kerr, John party slogans * 58+ costs & 2 days )

. in jail

Lyheh, Patrick party slogans 10s+ costs & 2 dnys

' . vin jaxl °
McAtasney, =-- house wrecking sent to assizes ) :
McGahan, John assault of Prot. discharged - o ~
McGee, Patrick riot discharged
McKenna, Peter riot . discharged (with caution) youth
McMahon, James stone throwing Fined 40s+ L
Maguire, Thomas * stone throwing 4os+ ‘ _
Mahon, Ceorge refused to disperse 408+ -
Mann, George stone throwing 408+ . '
Mullan, John stone throwing 408+
Mullan, Sarah disorderly conduct 48 hrs, in jail
Owens, Patrick assault of Prot. discharged
Quinn, John assault of Prot, 2 mo. hard labour
Sharkey, cl’x'u-lu riot _ Fined L4os+ o

. -
: . L ]
. e '
1 ball plus two suretles which totalled same amount as ball; sent to assizes .
Q
. ‘/ .
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Appendix II

. " : ' \\
Rev, Hugh Hanna's Letter to the Protestants of 3elfast (Excerpt)

. Men and 3rethern, Your blood-bought.and cherished "rights" have |
been imperilled by the audacious and savage outrages of a Romish#ob, The
well-meant but foolish leniency of an easy-natured magistracy, vainly hoping
to disarm resentment by conciliation, has hastened and aggravated the pre-
sent crisis. But you were not to be either bullied or cajoled out of your
rights. They are not to be surrendered, and they will be -strenuously maintain-
ed., That, you have unmistakably shown on the past Sabbath., Then you .arose
calm but powerful, as the thunder reposing in the cloud.

You, firmly, temperately, and triumphantly asserted your rights.
You were assalled-savagely assailed. The Ulsterman and Whig have belied you. -
They said you were the aggressors. I tell them, and I tell the world, that
THEY LIE. Your enemies were the, aggressors, and they are covered with last-
ing disgrace. ’ '

Your ministers have a legal right to preach in the open air. No
man can honestly deny that. You have also a right to listen to them. Let
them choose convenlient places for theilr services. Where you assemble a-
ssemble around, leave so much of “the thproughfare unoccupied that such as .
do not choose to listen may pass by. Call that clearance the "Pope's

pad”. No man has any right to interrupt the services. It is an offence a-

gainst the law to interrupt an "oysterman" and we will insist on ‘the same
law, for elther "Minlster" or "Priest" «4 Fair play on all sides must be the
rule, If any man interrupts the services, consign him to the police. If
the police be not at hand, do not wmplence to the man. Do not allow your
feelings to betray you into any unchristian acts, Be-giways governed by
reason and religion., Get a summons for the man, and the law will teach
him propriety and protect you. But never, until your lives are imperilled, .
stir in your own defence. Then, lndeed, self-defence is a duty. You
threatened on last Sabbdth to dip your aggressors in the dock. You were
wrong. The "Police dock" was {the right place for them. Keep your pre-
sent high position. Don't ish the laurels of your victory. .

. N
Report of the Commission of ind'luirl, 18597, pp. 252-253.

-
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Appendix IIT -

Placard Posted on the S5th of September,

Down with Open-Alr Preaching. Down with Fanatlc Drew, the Squint-
ing Divine; the enemy of" tranquillity and peace, ’

Gather to the Custom-house on Sunday, 6th inst., at three o'clock,
and give the Orange bigot such a check, that he will not attempt'open-air
preaching again.

Catholics of Belfast, Down, a.nd)Antrim, - We see by the public
placards, that our’ religion:is again to be assalled, our public walks ob-
structed by that low and ruffianly system of Ranterism, which has lately
been got by our Evangelical nejghbours, for the sole purpose of giving
anncyance to their Catholic neighbours., It is now quite manifest to all

- \

v
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rational minds, that this outrage will be persevered in for: the sole
purpose of creating a quarrel, and, perhaps, for the purpose of shedding
Catholic blood. Since they have got our worthy member, Mr. Calrns, in-
stalled with hﬁh honour of the ranter's badge, we, therefore, call on
all our Catholic neighbours and brethren to come and defend their rights
as loyal subjects and peaceable Christians, and we have not the slight-
est doubt but that we shall compel these disturbers of the public peace
to respect the feelings of those who differ from them in religlon; who, °
whilst they are never the aggressors, know how to defend themselves when
attacked. .. . <&

4

ﬂReport. of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, pp. 253-254.

1

Appendix IV

Excerpts from Rev, Drew's Sermon Before the Orangemen of Belfast July 12,
1857; the Anniversary of the Victory of the Soyne.
AN

e¢.0f old time, lords of high degree, with thei:? awn bands, straln-
ed on the rack, the delicate limbs of Protestalnt women; prelates dabbled
in the gore of helpless victims; and the ‘dells of the Pope‘'s prisons.were
paved with the calcined bones of men and cemented. with gore and human
hair! would that such atrocities were no longg\formidable. What has
been done may be repeated...

«e.The Word of God makes all plain; puts to eternal shame the

‘practices of persecutors; and stigmatlzes, with “enduring reprobation, the

arrogant pretences of popes, and the outrageous dogmata of their blood-

stained religion.

««.Look where we will, our own British Empire above all parts of ’
the earth, claims most solemn observations. God having given two 1sland
kingdoms the greatest empire in the worldy their missiocn is, or ought to
be, unmistakable; to aim at the Protestizing of the world!

" +4.TO be 4 Protestant in Ireland is a positive disqualification,
and so dull and incompetent Romanists or Rome's sycophants receive what
belongs to the true Protestant's birthright, to those who reprobate a
double loyalty and who hold that the Roman bishop has no rightsé¢or pri-
vileges in the realms of the Queen,

«+oThese brave men have done valiantly and left us a great 1n-
heritance-religious freedom and the brilliant example of their own death-
less renown!

+s.We are inhabiting the homes they provided; we are occupa.nts of
the churches they rescued from silence and decay. We are enjo&ing the -
liberty they purchased, and we call the la.nd of William's' victory, "Pro-

testant Ireland!"

- Report of the Commission of Inquiry, 1857, pp. 248-252." ‘ o
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/Agpendix v

To the Editor of The Belfast News-Letter, 18 September

Sir: It is easy for a man to be a prophet who has the will and po-
. wer to fulfil his own vaticinations, Of such a character are the prophets
of the Whig and the Ulsterman. They predicted "rows" at the street preach-
ing and they produced them. But we have other prophets, it seems. I am’
told, on the occasion of street-preaching, there would be a breach of the
peace”. The friends of llberty and right are interested in knowing who
they are that have sworn these affidavits. I have, therefore, respectfully
to request ;he magistrates of Belfast that they publish those hidden works
of darkness, and let ys know to whom we are indebted for this attempted
suppression of cur rights, and I want them further, to inform me if they .
are prepared to act on such affidavits. A magistrate is supposed to be a
man of, at least, common sense. Before he acts on, or accepts such an affi-
davit, he should be persuaded that street preaching is, in its own nature,
calculated to break the peace. Now I intend to preach in the street, and
keep the peace. 1 guarantee the peaceable character of such open-alr con-
gregations as may surround me; but I can have but little respect for a mag-
istracy that, instead of protecting individual rights and the magistry of
British law, yill allow themselves to be overawed by an ignorant andesavage

°

mob, & -

&Sincerel& yours,

] . o - H

\‘ o Hugh Kanna. :

The Belfast Vews-letter, 19 September.
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