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SUMMARY

This work comprises an analysis of the symbolic landscapes created by all the publicly
placed, free-standing monuments dedicated to Sir Arthur Wellesley, the first Duke of
Wellington, in Ireland, Scotland and Wales. Through reconstructing the nineteenth-century
life histories of these monuments, it seeks to come to an understanding of their role as
facets of the nineteenth-century cultural landscape, conveying particular conceptions of
power and employing memory in a selective fashion to assist in the processes of identity
formation.

Both a field survey and extensive analysis of primary source archival material were
utilised to research the nineteenth-century histories of the monuments, while a combination
of further primary source evidence and secondary source reading served to place events in
the monuments’ lives in social, cultural and historical context on both a local and a
national scale in order that they might be linked to wider societal attitudes, trends and
developments. The process of interpretation has involved a decoding of the symbolic
subtexts of the monuments using a combination of methods advocated by cultural and
historical geographers. These methods have included the reading of the landscape as a text
and the iconographic interpretation of landscape. The nature of the sources, methods and
research questions employed and explored has resulted in a body of work that deals largely
with the genesis of the monuments.

Wellington’s fame, iconic status and wide range of personal and political
associations rendered him an ideal subject through which many different forms of identity
could be expressed and defined. Thus it proved in the symbolic landscapes of nineteenth-
century Ireland, Scotland and Wales, where the analysis of his monuments revealed themes
of local, national and imperial identity formation. Notions of gender roles, class,
militarism, religion and party politics all found expression to variable degrees in the forms
of the monuments and throughout the various stages in their lifecycles.

An overriding theme, however, was that of British identity. The process of
monumentality was found to be centrally concerned with fashioning a “British landscape”,
a space of consensus celebrating, promoting, reflecting, defining and reproducing a British
identity, one which could co-exist with other local, regional and national identities and
which came complete with imperial dimensions. The strength and composition of this
British identity varied from place to place and over time in accordance with wider societal
trends and developments and variations in the historical, geographical, social, cultural and

political context.
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CHAPTER ONE: HISTORICAL AND ACADEMIC CONTEXT

1.1 Preface

This project encompasses a survey of all the monuments dedicated to Sir Arthur Wellesley,
the first Duke of Wellington, located in Ireland, Scotland and Wales. The study of
landscape as a culturally constructed system and work on the interpretation of symbolic
landscapes has expanded steadily in the wake of the new cultural geography revolution of
the 1980s, and in recent years the study of monumental landscapes has formed an
important subsection within this area. Monuments have been analysed as vehicles for
conveying and contesting abstract notions of power, memory and identity, in particular
national identities. A reconstruction of their life histories may reveal much about
contemporary social, cultural and political systems and ideologies.

All the monuments in question were instigated and erected during the nineteenth
century, this being the period when Wellington’s career reached its apogée and he engaged
in the most renowned of his feats. The boundaries of this work have been limited both
chronologically, to a consideration of the monuments in the nineteenth century; and
geographically, to what has been described by a number of commentators as the three
‘Celtic’ nations of nineteenth-century Britain.' These circumstances will be elaborated on
in Chapter Two. The following sections of this chapter detail the historical context of the
study and establish the theoretical and conceptual frameworks and comparative studies
upon which the work will draw, within which it is situated and to which it seeks to

contribute.

1.2 Sir Arthur Wellesley, the Duke of Wellington®

Arthur Wellesley (or Wesley as his surname was then styled)’ was born in Ireland in 1769,

reputedly in or near the town of Trim, Co. Meath (although there has been some dispute as

' Such authors include David Powell, Nationhood and Identity: The British State Since 1800 (London and
New York: I.B. Tauris, 2002); Linda Colley, Britons: Forging the Nation 1707-1837 (New Haven and
London: Yale University Press, 1992); Krishan Kumar, The Making of English National Identity (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2003); Laurence Brockliss and David Eastwood, ‘Introduction: A Union of
Multiple Identities’, in Laurence Brockliss and David Eastwood (eds), 4 Union of Multiple Identities: The
British Isles, ¢.1750-c.1850 (Manchester and New York: Manchester University Press, 1997), pp. 1-8.

® Numerous biographies of the Duke have been published. Among the most renowned, informed and
comprehensive of them are two volumes by Elizabeth Longford. Much of this account draws on information
presented there. See Elizabeth Longford, Wellington: The Years of the Sword (London: Panther Books
Limited, 1972); Elizabeth Longford, Wellington: Pillar of State (St. Albans: Panther Books Limited, 1975).
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to the exact location of his birth, with Dublin being another strong contender).* A member
of the Protestant Ascendancy class, he was raised in Dublin and Dangan (the family estate
near Trim), and was educated in the diocesan primary school at Trim.” His first brush with
politics came with his appointment as aide-de-camp to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, a
position which he held from November 1787 to March 1793. He also became engaged in
local politics during this time when he was admitted as a Burgess for Trim Corporation on
29 July 1789. He continued to attend Corporation meetings regularly up until September
1793.° On 30 April 1790 he was elected MP for Trim.” He held this secat in the Irish
Parliament up until June 1795. It was around this time that he began his military career in
earnest. This was the area of his life that was to win him his greatest renown. He had
joined the British army as an ensign on 7 March 1787, but did not see his first action until
September 1794 at Flanders. Having learnt the rudiments of battle in Holland, he was
prepared for a successful campaign in India, where he served from 1797 until 1805.

After a number of victories that strengthened British power in India, Wellesley
returned to Ireland, where he took up the post of Chief Secretary in April 1807. He held
this position until his resignation in April 1809. By this time he had made his return to
military life in the Peninsular Wars. From 1808 until 1814 he led the British forces across
Portugal, Spain and France, gaining many crucial victories over the French. It was after his
defeat of the French army at Talavera in July 1809 that he was conferred with the title of
Viscount Wellington of Talavera by the British crown. Further victories culminated in
success at the Battle of Vitoria® in June 1813, which sent the French into retreat over the
Pyrenees. This paved the way for ultimate victory in the Peninsular campaign following
the Battle of Toulouse in April 1814. With victory he was elevated to the title of Duke of
Wellington on 3 May 1814. Napoleon was to rise again in early 1815, but Wellington
brought his Hundred Days period of rule to an end when he led the British and allied forces
to victory over the French in the decisive battle of the Napoleonic Wars at Waterloo on 18
June 1815.

This brought an end to Wellington’s military career in the field, but his political

career was soon to undergo a revival. He settled in England and was elected British Prime

3 It was changed from Wesley to Wellesley, a previously held version of the family name, during 1798.
Longford, Years of the Sword, p. 17.

* For a discussion of this topic see C.C. Ellison, ‘Dangan, Mornington and the Wellesleys: Notes on the Rise
and Fall of a Great Meath Estate- IV. “The Duke”-Place and Date of Birth?’, Riocht na Midhe, 4:1 (1967),
pp. 3-9.

> Richard Holmes, Wellington: The Iron Duke (London: HarperCollins Publishers, 2002), pp. 3-7.

® National Library of Ireland, Assembly Book for the Corporation of Trim 1760-1841, Pos. 8977, pp. 321-
341.

" Noel E. French (ed.), Wellington: His Irish Connections (Trim: Meath Heritage Centre, 1992), p. 16.

¥ Or “Vittoria”.
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Minister on 9 January 1828, a post he held until November 1830, and took up again briefly
during 1834. Perhaps the most decisive act of his term of office (particularly from an Irish
point of view) was the passing of the Catholic Relief Act on 13 April 1829, the
culmination of a long campaign for Catholic Emancipation. This Act granted Irish
Catholics (and those in mainland Britain) a number of freedoms previously denied them,
most notably the right to hold a seat in Parliament. Wellington fought a great deal of
opposition from many of his MPs and from the Crown in order to bring this legislation into
force. He even went so far as to fight a duel against Lord Winchilsea in defence of the
matter. This was not the first time that Wellington demonstrated pro-Catholic sentiments
either. During his time as Chief Secretary, he expressed a desire “to obliterate, as far as the
law will allow us, the distinction between Protestants and Catholics™;” and when invited to
join the Orange Order in February 1821, he declined, saying that he “(objected) to belong
to a Society from which ... a large proportion of His Majesty’s subjects must be excluded,
many of them as loyal men as exist”.'’ Yet as this statement also demonstrates, he believed
that Ireland’s rightful place was as a part of the British Empire.

He was a strong believer in the established systems of class and social order. It was
essentially his opposition to parliamentary reform which brought about the fall of his
government in 1830. Although he sought to preserve the privileged positions of the
monarchy and aristocracy, as Beaton has pointed out, many of the virtues he espoused and
practised, such as duty, diligence and thrift, endeared him to members of the middle and
working classes.'’ He continued to hold his seat in Parliament until his resignation in 1846.
He lived out his days still actively involved in public life, retaining the post of
Commander-in-Chief of the army until his death on 14 September 1852. Such was his
fame an estimated one and a half million spectators lined the streets of London on 18
November 1852 to witness his funeral,'” an event of such magnitude it had few equals in
the history of nineteenth-century Britain."?

The Duke of Wellington was a complex and ambiguous figure. His identity can be
read along a number of (seemingly contradictory) lines: both Irish and British, Protestant

and pro-Catholic, loyalist and conservative but sometimes reformist. Recent commentators

° Holmes, Wellington, p. 102.

' Elizabeth Longford, ‘Wellington and the Irish Connection’, Riocht na Midhe, 9:1 (1994-1995), p. 60.

" Belinda A. Beaton, ‘The Cult of the first Duke of Wellington’ (D.Phil. thesis, University of Oxford, 2008),
p. viil.

"2 John Wolffe, Great Deaths: Grieving, Religion, and Nationhood in Victorian and Edwardian Britain
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000), p. 44.

" For a full assessment of the funeral’s impact see Wolffe, Great Deaths, pp. 28-55.
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% and “a metonym for Britishness”.

have described him severally as “an imperial icon
His personality conjures up associations with issues of military and political power, socio-
economic divides and religious discrimination. Different memories of him have resulted in
different interpretations of his personality and its symbolic implications. Context, both
historical and geographical, has often proved a key factor in how people have understood
the figure of the Duke. His mark was stamped on the landscape of nineteenth-century
Britain in a physical sense through the addition of public monuments and statues dedicated
to his name. A consideration of those commemorations in three of the constituent countries

of Britain in the nineteenth century forms the basis of this work.

1.3 Nineteenth-Century Ireland, Scotland and Wales: Concepts of Nation and Empire

One of the key questions of relevance to this survey is that of a British identity, its
composition and its relative prevalence during the nineteenth century. This section will
therefore give a brief outline of some of the notable events in the formation of the
nineteenth-century British state and examine some of the recent scholarship relating to the
notion of a British national identity. Within this, particular reference will be made to the
experiences and treatment of Ireland, Scotland and Wales and to the role and significance
of the British Empire.

The outset of the nineteenth century marked the beginning of a new phase in the
lifespan of the British state, when in 1801 the Act of Union brought about for the first time
a formal political union of England, Scotland, Wales and Ireland. The result was the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. England and Wales were the first of these
four countries to unite, a circumstance brought about by the passing of an Act of Union in
1536, followed by a further elaboration on this Act in 1543. This period also marked an
alteration in England’s relationship with Ireland, with the country being established as a
Kingdom reserved to the English Crown in 1541 (it having previously been attributed with
the status of a lordship by the English). A series of Plantations followed during the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, when sizeable numbers of English and Scottish settlers
moved to Ireland (most successfully during the Ulster Plantation and the Cromwellian
Plantations). The Crowns of England and Scotland were united for the first time under the
reign of James I in 1603. However, a full and formal parliamentary union between the two

countries was not to follow until 1707, when Scotland joined with England and Wales to

' Miles Taylor, Wellington’s World: the Duke of Wellington and the Making of the British Empire
(Southampton: University of Southampton, 2003), p. 8.
'* Beaton, ‘The Cult of the first Duke of Wellington’, p. viii.
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form the United Kingdom of Great Britain. With the addition of Ireland in 1801, the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland was complete.

These acts served to establish a British state. However, this did not necessarily
instantly create a British nation. As Keith Cameron has pointed out, the two concepts are
not synonymous.'® A nation is not simply an ideology or form of politics, but a cultural

phenomenon.'” According to Benedict Anderson, it is

an imagined political community... It is imagined because the members of
even the smallest nation will never know most of their fellow-members,
meet them, or even hear of them, yet in the minds of each lives the image of
their communion. ... It is imagined as a community, because, regardless of
the actual inequality and exploitation that may prevail in each, the nation is
always conceived as a deep horizontal comradeship.'®

Smith defines the following fundamental features as components necessary for the
formation of a national identity: “an historic territory, or homeland; common myths and
historical memories; a common mass public culture; common legal rights and duties for all
members (and) a common economy with territorial mobility for members”." National
identity is a complex and multi-faceted concept, and such an identity cannot be quickly or
easily generated among a population by artificial means.”’

Linda Colley’s thesis posits that a true sense of British national identity originally
evolved during the eighteenth century, based primarily on a shared Protestant identity, the
conflict of war (with its associated sentiments of uniting against a universal enemy) and a
common involvement in the imperial mission.”’ One of the key concepts she outlines is
that of the ‘other’, an exterior force or civilisation such as the French or the colonial
peoples the British conquered.” This ‘other’ was seen as representing everything Britons
were not, and everything they felt threatened by, and through opposition to or by
contrasting themselves with an ‘other’, they could more easily define themselves and their
own national traits and identity. In the words of Peter Sahlins, “like ethnic or communal

identity, (national identity) is contingent and relational: it is defined by the social or

'® Keith Cameron, ‘Introduction’, in Keith Cameron (ed.), National Identity (Exeter: Intellect Books, 1999),
p. 2.
i Anthony D. Smith, National Identity (Reno: University of Nevada Press, 1991), p. vii.

'* Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism (revised
edn, London and New York: Verso, 2006, of orig. edn, 1983), pp. 6-7.

' Smith, National Identity, p. 14.

** Ibid.

2! Colley, Britons.

*2 Ibid. Other authors supporting the concept of the ‘other’ include Brockliss and Eastwood, ‘Introduction’,
pp. 1-8; Mike Crang, Cultural Geography (London and New York: Routledge, 1998).
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territorial boundaries drawn to distinguish the collective self and its implicit negation, the
other”.”

British national identity has been described as a supranational identity. According
to David McCrone, other national, local and regional identities co-existed with it, all
waxing and waning in relative strength over time.”* Laurence Brockliss and David
Eastwood shared similar sentiments.” They also highlight Ireland’s particular status within
the union. Unlike the other three countries which have remained joined to the present day,
Ireland’s membership of the United Kingdom did not persist long beyond the confines of
the nineteenth century. Persistent efforts by the Irish to break away from the union
culminated in the Anglo-Irish Treaty of 1921 which founded Ireland as an independent
state with Dominion status. The final cursory ties with the British state and Empire were
severed in the late 1940s with Ireland’s departure from the Commonwealth in 1948 and the
formal declaration of the Republic of Ireland in 1949.

Much recent debate has surrounded the issue of whether Ireland’s period of formal
integration, mostly within the nineteenth century, led to the development of a sense of
British national identity among the Irish populace. The extent to which Ireland should be
included in the history of the development of the British nation has also been a subject of
debate. Some historians such as Colley”® and Robbins*” have excluded Ireland from their
treatment of the subject almost entirely, while others such as Kearney,”® Powell” and
Kumar’® have taken a ‘four nations’ approach to the course of British history, attributing
equal consideration to the roles of England, Scotland, Wales and Ireland in shaping and
defining the British state and the nature of British identity. Ireland’s position in the British
Empire has also been the focus of a growing level of modern historiography. Some have
cast the whole nature of Ireland’s interaction with Britain in a colonial light, viewing
Ireland’s role largely as another subjugated colony in the British Empire.’’ Conversely,

other historians have pointed out the active and significant role Ireland played as agents of

 Peter Sahlins, quoted in Colley, Britons, pp. 5-6.

* David McCrone, ‘Unmasking Britannia: The Rise and Fall of British National Identity’, Nations and
Nationalism, 3:4 (1997), pp. 579-596.

 Brockliss and Eastwood, ‘Introduction’, pp. 1-8.

%8 Colley, Britons.

*7 Keith Robbins, Nineteenth-Century Britain: Integration and Diversity (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1988).

* Hugh Kearney, The British Isles: A History of Four Nations (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1989).

¥ powell, Nationhood and Identity.

3 Kumar, The Making of English National Identity.

*! See for example Terrence McDonough (ed.), Was Ireland a Colony? Economics, Politics and Culture in
Nineteenth-Century Ireland (Dublin: Irish Academic Press, 2005).
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the Empire, assisting in the defence and extension of its boundaries, the administration of
its territories, the religious conversion of natives and the populating of its many colonies.*”

One significant consequence of Ireland’s long association with Britain and her
constituent nations was the creation of a Protestant Ascendancy class in Ireland. The
Plantations and land confiscations enforced by English policy on Ireland (largely in the
mid- to late seventeenth century) had witnessed the transfer of the majority of Irish land
from native Irish and Old English Catholic hands into the ownership of the recently arrived
Protestant English and Scottish settlers. The imposition by the English of further laws
curbing Catholic rights ensured that this Protestant minority came to dominate Irish politics
and society. As commentators such as Ruane and Butler®® and Kumar®* have observed, the
chief concern of this Protestant Ascendancy class was to maintain its powerful and
privileged position in Irish life. Britain was traditionally regarded as one potential source
of such protection. Therefore it can be seen that the Catholics and Protestants of Ireland
approached the union with Britain from very different perspectives.

Though the majority of Scottish and Welsh citizens did not seek a disengagement
from the Union in the nineteenth century, Brockliss and Eastwood emphasise that the
period brought changes in how they conceived their respective national identities. Prys
Morgan argues that a Romantic vision of Welshness based on pride in Welsh history,
language, literature and landscape which prevailed at the end of the eighteenth century
gradually declined during the nineteenth to be replaced with a utilitarian and urban identity
which asserted itself strongly during the period from 1850 to 1870. The mid-nineteenth
century was a period when Wales was, for the first time, being truly integrated into Britain
politically and economically, and the resultant effect was the emergence of a new form of
Welsh identity with a strong emphasis on the prevalent trends of Anglicisation, industrial
progress, political involvement and religious non-conformity.”> A revival of Welsh
militarism around the same period with a keen response to the launch of the Volunteer

Force Movement was also perceived in some respects as a sign of an increasing desire to

32 See for example Kevin Kenny (ed.), Ireland and the British Empire (Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2004).

* Joseph Ruane and David Butler, ‘Southern Irish Protestants: An Example of De-ethnicisation?’, Nations
and Nationalism, 13:4 (2007), pp. 619-635.

** Kumar, The Making of English National Identity.

* Prys Morgan, ‘Early Victorian Wales and its crisis of identity’, in Laurence Brockliss and David Eastwood
(eds), 4 Union of Multiple Identities: The British Isles, c.1750-c¢.1850 (Manchester and New York:
Manchester University Press, 1997), pp. 93-109.
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engage more closely with a British identity,”® while the close of the century brought a
renewed interest in imperial endeavour, particularly among the south Welsh middle class.”’

In Scotland there was no need for an imperial revival: Empire had become a
lynchpin of Scotland’s unity with Britain during the eighteenth century, to such an extent
that Colley has questioned whether the Empire could be referred to as a Scottish one.™ The
union with England had offered Scotland the benefits of access to English and colonial
markets.”” They responded to the imperial opportunities enthusiastically, and continued to
contribute in disproportionately high levels to that area throughout the nineteenth
century.*” This imperial involvement in some ways helped Scots define their own national
identity: as outlined by Withers, “Scotland’s economy was ‘the Workshop of the Empire’,
the union with England was understood as ‘the imperial partnership’; and the Scots were ‘a
race of Empire builders’.”*' Scottish militarism and religious identity could both find
outlets in this realm. Scottish identity was not without its moments or periods of crisis
though. Colin Kidd has argued that the early nineteenth century witnessed fears regarding
the extent of Anglicising measures. Trends of rapid urbanisation and industrialisation were
also seen as a threat. Rising levels of Irish immigrants were becoming a concern too. By
1851 the census recorded 207,367 Irish immigrants out of a Scottish population of
2,888,742.%

The response to these circumstances saw a renewed emphasis on Scottish
Presbyterianism and the role of the Kirk. More extreme reactions included what Kidd has
described as “a tidal wave of anti-Catholicism (washing) over Scottish culture in the early
1850s”.** The independence of Scottish legal systems was strongly defended, while
Scottish medieval history and Scottish literature were extolled with figures such as Bruce,
Wallace and Burns being venerated as heroes. Yet despite this, the prevailing sentiment in
Scotland was unionist. Even proto-nationalist movements such as the National Association

for the Vindication of Scottish Rights (which emerged in 1853) did not seek repeal, but

% Paul O’Leary, ‘Arming the citizens: the Volunteer Force in nineteenth-century Wales’, in Matthew Cragoe
and Chris Williams (eds), Wales and War: Society, Politics and Religion in the Nineteenth and Twentieth
Centuries (Cardiff: University of Wales Press, 2007), pp. 63-81.

*7 John S. Ellis, ‘A pacific people- a martial race: pacifism, militarism and Welsh national identity’, in
Matthew Cragoe and Chris Williams (eds), Wales and War: Society, Politics and Religion in the Nineteenth
and Twentieth Centuries (Cardiff: University of Wales Press, 2007), p. 24.

* Colley, Britons, pp. 117-132.

% Colin Kidd, ‘Sentiment, race and revival: Scottish identities in the aftermath of Enlightenment’, in
Laurence Brockliss and David Eastwood (eds), 4 Union of Multiple Identities: The British Isles, ¢.1750-
¢.1850 (Manchester and New York: Manchester University Press, 1997), pp. 110-126.

0 Colley, Britons, D 132,

' Charles W.J. Withers, Geography, Science and National Identity: Scotland Since 1520 (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2001), p. 196.

2 Kidd, ‘Sentiment, race and revival’, p. 116.

* Ibid.
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rather sought to highlight what they saw as English indifference towards Scotland’s
condition.* For Scotland, the union with England was approached as a partnership of
equals, and they remained both Scottish and British.*’ Despite turbulence, “mid-nineteenth
century Scotland rested securely within Britain’s union of multiple identities.”*

The issue of the construction of an imperial identity and the examination of the role
of the British Empire in shaping people’s conceptions of their own national and regional
identities at home in the British Isles have been issues that have come to the fore recently
in debates on British imperialism.*” Here Andrew Thompson emphasises the diverse and
pluralistic nature of both the Empire and Britain herself. Positively asserting that the

Empire had an important and widespread impact on the peoples of Britain, he cautions

that:

the effects of empire on the structure of British society, the development of
British institutions and the shaping of British identities were complex and
(at times) contradictory. With respect to religion, class structures, women’s
position in society, or the economy ... imperialism compelled change and
restrained it, propelled progress and fortified tradition.**

As Thompson himself recognised, one important forum through which identities,
imperial, national and otherwise, could be formed and disseminated was in the cultural
landscape and through the built environment. These areas will be explored further later in

this chapter.

1.4 Ireland, Scotland and Wales in the Nineteenth Century: The Socio-Political
Context

The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland as a whole was an élite-dominated
society at the outset of the nineteenth century. The aristocracy largely directed the
workings of Parliament, providing most of the Cabinet ministers. Their political power was
built on the solid base of property ownership, most holding extensive landed estates.
Indeed the ownership of property was at that time a pre-requisite for the holding of a seat

in Parliament, it having been legislated in 1710 that a candidate for a county must possess

“ Ibid., pp. 110-126.

*Kidd, ‘Sentiment, race and revival’, p. 123; Colley, Britons, p. 373.

#Kidd, ‘Sentiment, race and revival’, p. 123.

7 John Gascoigne, ‘The Expanding Historiography of British Imperialism’, The Historical Journal, 49:2
(2006), pp. 577-592; Colley, Britons; Dana Arnold (ed.), Cultural Identities and the Aesthetics of Britishness
(Manchester: Manchester University Press, 2004); Andrew Thompson, The Empire Strikes Back? The Impact
of Imperialism on Britain from the Mid-Nineteenth Century (Harlow: Pearson Education Limited, 2005).

* Thompson, The Empire Strikes Back?, p. 5.
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an income of £600 a year, while a candidate for a borough must be in receipt of £300 a
year, both to be drawn from landed interests.*’ Aside from their political and economic
strength, the aristocracy even directed and influenced cultural and scientific activities
through the provision of patronage to preferred writers, artists, architects and innovators.”
Parliament itself was an unreformed institution, unrepresentative of the people over
which it governed in a number of respects. In the early years of the century, the House of
Commons contained 658 members, of which 489 stood for England, 24 for Wales, 45 for
Scotland and 100 for Ireland.’’ In terms of population, England and Wales held a
combined figure of 9 million residents in 1801, Scotland 1.6 million and Ireland about 5.2
million. These figures increased steadily throughout the early decades to 13.9 million, 2.4

1.°* The division between English and Welsh

million and 7.8 million respectively by 183
residents heavily favoured the English, with Wales possessing a populace of about 0.587
million in 1801, a figure which rose to approximately 0.8 million by 1821 and reached
1.163 million in 1851.>° Clearly, the people of Ireland, Scotland and Wales were
disproportionately represented in the House of Commons, with significantly fewer MPs per
capita than their English counterparts. Richard S. Tompson has cited ratios of MPs to total
population of 1:17,597 for England, 1:22,692 for Wales, 1:35,555 for Scotland and
1:52,000 for Ireland for the year 1801.%*

Within each country the geographical division of electoral areas was also in urgent
need of reform. Many newly expanded urban agglomerations such as Manchester, Leeds
and Birmingham did not have their own MP, while in decayed boroughs a small number of
voters might have the power to return an MP, the most extreme example of this being Old
Sarum where seven voters were empowered to return two MPs.”” There were no consistent
rules determining who held the right to vote. In some boroughs membership of the town

council was the determining factor, in others all freemen had the right to a vote, while in

others still the franchise was tied to particular pieces of property, giving the owner the right

* Mark Hovell, The Chartist Movement, 3" edn (edited and completed with a memoir by T.F. Tout,
Manchester: Manchester University Press, 1966), p. S.

% Norman McCord, British History 1815-1906 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1991), pp. 90-97.

' McCord, British History, p. 62.

2 Ibid., p. 78.

33 John Davies, A History of Wales (London: Allen Lane The Penguin Press, 1993), p. 319; Ieuan Gwynedd
Jones, ‘People and Protest: Wales 1815-1880°, in Trevor Herbert and Gareth Elwyn Jones (eds), People and
Protest: Wales 1815-1880 (Cardiff: University of Wales Press, 1988), p. 1; E.T. Davies, 4 New History of
Wales: Religion and Society in the Nineteenth Century (Dyfed: Christopher Davies (Publishers) Ltd, 1981),
p. 48.

** Richard S. Tompson, The Atlantic Archipelago: A Political History of the British Isles (New York and
Ontario: The Edwin Mellen Press, 1986), p. 297.

> McCord, British History, pp. 63-64.



11
to cast a vote. Bribery and intimidation of voters was common, while the need to appease
powerful aristocrats within their local area was upmost in the minds of many voters.”

The need for wide sweeping changes to political structures was finally recognised
in 1832 with the passing of the Great Reform Act. The Reform Act abolished decayed
borough constituencies and assigned greater representation to expanding urban areas.
Twenty-two new borough constituencies were assigned two MPs and another twenty were
given one.”’ The impact of the changes legislated for in the Act also varied greatly from
country to country within the United Kingdom. Scotland and Ireland were dealt with
separately from England and Wales. Changes to the Irish franchise and total number of
MPs were relatively negligible, but changes in Scotland were far more significant. Scottish
electoral areas were remodelled, eight more seats were assigned to burghs and the total
electorate was increased substantially from 5,000 to 65,000.”

Whig pro-reform speeches had indicated their desire to conciliate the middle
classes of society, a goal which they felt would be achieved by the terms of the Reform

Act.” However, according to Norman McCord,

Once the legislation was implemented, and the representative system settled
down, it became clear that the Great Reform Act had not effected any
revolutionary changes in the distribution of power. The aristocracy still held
a dominant position within society and the State; the influence of property
and rank was consolidated rather than destroyed.®

In an Act which bestowed the right to vote on owners of property exceeding a certain
value, those inevitably least served by the changes were society’s most socio-economically
vulnerable sector: the lowest orders of the working classes. During the early decades of the
nineteenth century, Radical campaigns and acts of protest had occasionally served to
highlight their plight. One of the most widespread and significant manifestations of
working-class discontent was soon to take hold: the Chartist movement.

According to J.T. Ward, Chartism was “the first great working-class political
movement in the history of the world.”®" In their policies and actions, Chartists sought to
bring about social justice.®> Though its antecedents may be traced back many years prior to

its emergence and its legacy lingered long after its dissolution, the rise and fall of Chartism
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may be dated from the founding of the Northern Star newspaper in November 1837 to the
holding of the last Chartist Convention in February 1858.°> The main peaks of activity
occurred from 1838 to ecarly 1840, around the summer of 1842 and from February to
August 1848.% One of Chartism’s primary goals was the attainment of a ‘Six Point’
programme. These six provisions stipulated that every adult male should be entitled to a
vote, voting should be by ballot, there should be 300 constituencies divided as equally as
possible on the basis of each census, Parliament should be summoned and elected on an
annual basis, candidates for election should no longer need to be property owners to
qualify for a seat and members of Parliament should be paid for their services.”

These demands were framed into a National Petition which was signed by members
of the public and submitted to Parliament on three separate occasions. The first Petition
garnered 1,280,000 signatures and was submitted for consideration on 7 May 1839.%° The
House of Commons responded with a rejection of the Petition by 235 votes to 46 on 12
July 1839.° The second National Petition raised even greater support, with a total of
3,317,702 signatures being inscribed in support of its clauses.”® Yet it was again rejected
by the House of Commons, this time by a vote of 287 to 49 on 3 May 1842.%” The third and
final National Petition was submitted in April 1848 supported by what Chartist leader
Feargus O’Connor claimed to be 5,700,000 signatures.70 However, a Commons Committee
found that the actual total was 1,975,496, of which many were clearly fake, and the
Petition was laughed out by the House of Commons.”' While this was a major blow to the
credibility of the movement, as attested by Norman McCord, “there can be no doubt that
the Chartist petitions contained the genuine signatures of hundreds of thousands of
people.””

Asa Briggs’ work on Chartism highlights the local and regional variations which
existed in the movement, with differences in local class structure, local grievances,
traditions of political leadership and mass agitation, working conditions, relations between

employers and employees and the timing and extent of local unemployment being among

those factors influencing the nature, strength and prevalence of Chartist activity in a given
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area.”” In general, there was a strong correlation between Chartism and prevailing social
and economic trends. While throughout the period there existed a core of loyal, idealistic
supporters, dedicated to the achievement of democracy and social justice, mass support for
the movement coincided with periods of extreme economic and social hardship.”*

In Scotland, the early decades of the nineteenth century were marked by trends of
rapid industrialisation and population growth accompanied by the expansion of urban areas
and the concentration of large numbers of people within the boundaries of those growing
towns and cities. These trends were especially prevalent around the coalfields of central
Scotland.” In the wake of the conclusion of the Napoleonic Wars, economic slumps and
periods of slack trade were common. The resultant unemployment and wage reductions
had especially negative consequences for the populace of the newly expanded industrial
towns and cities.”® Scottish poor laws did little to alleviate the distress of the needy.”’
Glasgow and Paisley were the worst affected areas. Starvation and poor living conditions
led to outbreaks of disease with cholera and typhus fever striking tens of thousands of

people in Glasgow during the 1830s.”® According to Alexander Wilson,

The discontent which arose from the shock of industrialisation and
urbanisation on the social economy of Scotland was aggravated by growing
awareness of distress and discomfort on the part of large sections of the
people, with the result that periods of large-scale unemployment provided a
mass basis for ... Radical agitations.”

These Radical agitations were prevalent around the years 1816 to 1817, 1819 to 1820,
1830 to 1832, 1837 to 1842 and 1847 to 1848.*° The latter two time brackets encompass
the era of the Scottish Chartist movement.

In the early days of Scottish Chartism, leadership was based in Edinburgh.
However, following the adoption of resolutions rejecting and condemning the use of
physical force at a public meeting at Calton Hill on 5 December 1838, the Edinburgh
leaders slipped from grace and in the first half of 1839 Glasgow emerged as the new centre

of power and leadership for Scottish Chartism.*’ Glasgow’s significance as a Chartist

7 Asa Briggs, ‘The Local Background of Chartism’, in Asa Briggs (ed.), Chartist Studies (reprint, London:
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stronghold extended even beyond the boundaries of Scotland itself, as “for almost the
entire Chartist period, the agitation was more strongly organised in Glasgow than in Leeds,
Manchester or any other large Chartist centre.” One indicator of the strength and relative
prevalence of Scottish Chartism in various regions is given by the number of signees to the
first National Petition of 1839. Here Edinburgh provided 16,686 signatures, approximately
10 per cent of the city’s total population in 1841.* Glasgow, meanwhile, supplied 80,000,
approximately 29 per cent of that city’s 1841 population.*® Beyond such basic and
straightforward indications of support, Chartism exerted a much wider influence on the
lives of many Scots. At the height of its powers around 1840, the movement was
associated with leisure pursuits and religious practice through the organisation of social
events such as dances and concerts and the founding of Chartist temperance associations
and Christian Chartist Churches, of which there were at least 20 across Scotland at the
outset of 1841.%

Nineteenth-century Wales shared in contemporary Scottish (and English) trends of
rapid industrialisation, population growth and urbanisation. Such trends were particularly
apparent in the mining and manufactory districts of the north and south of the country.
Blacnau Ffestiniog in Merioneth represented a notable centre of growth in the north,*®
while in the south the counties of Glamorgan and Monmouthshire expanded in population
from 70,879 and 45,568 respectively in 1801 to 231,849 and 157,418 each by 1851.*” As in
Scotland, poor economic and social conditions gave rise to various protest movements in
the first half of the century.® The immediate post-Napoleonic Wars period witnessed a
proliferation of workers’ strikes and riots. Such events occurred on a yearly basis at
various locations around the country from 1816 to 1827.* From 1822 to the mid-1830s a
secret organisation known as the Scotch Cattle held considerable sway among the colliers
of Monmouthshire and Breconshire.”’ According to John Davies, the Cattle were “a

reaction to the unrestricted power of the employers and to the uncertainty of employment
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in the coalfield.”' Both employers and employees were subject to threats and attack from
the Cattle. Employers were attacked in protest against the working conditions they
imposed while employees were subject to similar treatment if they opposed or ignored
protest actions decided upon by the Cattle. By this design they sought to maintain unity
among the workers.””

The late 1830s witnessed the emergence of two new subversive movements: the
Rebecca Riots and Chartism. According to David Williams, “the connection between
Chartism and the Rebecca movement is close for both sprang from the same underlying
causes.””” Rebecca was a rural uprising, based largely in south-west Wales. The pressures
of poor harvests combined with the onerous demands placed on them by rents, tithes, poor
rates, county rates and turnpike tolls drove farmers from the region to dress up as women
and destroy toll-gates in a ritual act symbolic of their grievances and discontent. These
riots occurred primarily during 1839 and from 1842 to 1843.%

The first Chartist demonstration in Wales took place at Newtown in mid-Wales on
10 October 1838 and was attended by 3,000 to 5,000 supporters.g5 The south-Wales
coalfield emerged as a major centre of Welsh Chartism during the months that followed.
The National Petition of 1839 garnered 18,884 signatures in Glamorgan,96 while in
Monmouthshire advocates of physical force gathered in November of that year to partake
in what David J.V. Jones has described as “the most serious insurrectionary movement in
nineteenth-century Britain.””” This was the Newport Rising of 3 and 4 November 1839.
Here 7,000 to 8,000 Chartist supporters from the region, many of them armed, banded
together and marched through the night to the town of Newport.”® Upon their arrival in the
town a skirmish broke out between the Chartists and the municipal authorities, during
which a number of men were killed and many more were wounded. The true intention of
the Chartists on this occasion has been a matter of some debate among historians. Despite
Chartist leader Zephaniah Williams” writings outlining a plan for a nationwide working-
class revolt aimed at overthrowing the government,” David Williams argues that the

events which actually transpired at Newport are indicative of a desire merely to enact a
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“monster demonstration”.'” Regardless of intent, the incident represented the peak of
militancy in Welsh Chartism and “the biggest single act of political violence in (the

59101

Chartist) years” = throughout the British Isles.

Reactions to the Rising witnessed condemnation of all forms of radicalism and of

192 yet Chartism in Wales was far from defeated. The National

the use of physical force.
Petitions of 1842 and 1848 contained more Welsh names than that of 1839 and Chartist
meetings were held in the country as late as the 1850s.'” However, a shift in the general
mentality of the people and in their approach to expressing social and political discontent
was underway. According to leuan Gwynedd Jones, “of great significance in the
development of Welsh society during (the nineteenth century) was the diminution after the
1850s both in intensity, frequency and geographical spread of (disorderly and violent)

104
¢ Jones

forms of protest and the shift to more peaceful and constitutional forms.
attributes this shift to developments in politics and religion. He argues that “the moral and
cultural values of religion made for debate rather than conflict, for consensus rather than
confrontation, and for respect for legality and the constitution in the pursuit of political
ends. Thus, religion reinforced the old (Chartist) drive for constitutional reform.”'*

Religion played an extremely important role in the social life of nineteenth-century
Wales. The first half of the century witnessed a remarkable growth in adherence to non-
conformist denominations. It is estimated that between 1801 and 1851 the building of a
Welsh chapel (i.e., a non-conformist place of worship) was completed every eight days.'*
In 1770 only a few districts in the country contained a majority of non-conformist
worshippers, while by 1851 eight out of ten Welsh people who attended a religious service
did so in non-conformist chapels.'’” Estimates based on the Religious Census of 30 March
1851 suggest that at least 480,000 people attended a place of worship that day, of which
approximately 379,200 went to non-conformist chapels.'” The main non-conformist
denominations in Wales at that time in numerical terms were Calvinistic Methodists,
Independents, Baptists and Wesleyans.'"

A strong correlation between class and religion developed during the nineteenth

century. According to E.T. Davies, “in spite of ... marginal exceptions, it would still be

"% Williams, ‘Chartism in Wales’, p. 241.

"' McCord, British History, p. 150.

12 Davies, 4 History of Wales, pp. 377-378; Jones, ‘Scotch Cattle and Chartism’, p. 148.
19 Davies, 4 History of Wales, p. 378.

"% Jones, ‘People and Protest’, p. 5.

"% Ibid., p. 6.

"% Davies, A History of Wales, pp. 359, 423-427.

"7 Ibid., p. 319.

"% Ibid., p. 427.

' Ibid.



17
true that the social division between landlord and tenant in rural Wales and between
industrialist and employee in the iron-coal areas was rigid, and to these class divisions
must be added a religious division.”"'"” The majority of great landlords and industrialists
were Anglican, while the majority of their tenants and employees adhered to non-

' This association of Anglicanism with the élite undoubtedly

conformist religions."'
influenced Ieuan Gwynedd Jones in forming his assessment that “the massive growth of
(Nonconformity) in Wales was itself the most characteristic protest movement of the

*'" During the first half of the century, non-conformity opposed most radical

time.
movements and rarely took an interest in social issues unless they threatened its own quest
for freedom of action and equality with the established church.'"” However, according to
Ieuan Gwynedd Jones, “by the 1860s the chapels of most of the denominations had
become potential political centres devoted to teaching peaceful ways of protest, relying on
the pulpit and platform and schoolroom, supporting the press and looking towards
parliament for redress of grievances of all kinds.”''* Non-conformists became keen

supporters of the Liberal party,”5

a party which also drew the backing of many former
Chartists.''® The two groups combined to assist in the election of the first non-conformist
Liberal MP, Henry Richard, in 1868.'"7 Other notable features of non-conformity were a

strong connection with the Welsh language,''®

the provision of basic education through the
Sunday School system and its role as a social centre, offering opportunities for literary and
musical entertainment to the ordinary people. 1

In the early decades of the nineteenth century, Ireland shared in the increasing
population trend of its neighbouring countries in mainland Britain. However, this increase
was not, for the most part, matched by comparable trends of rapid industrialisation and
urbanisation. By 1841 Ireland was still predominately a rural and agricultural society with

seven out of every eight people living in rural areas or towns of less than 2,000 inhabitants.

Almost three-quarters of all families were either entirely or primarily dependent on
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120" Approximately 80 per cent of the population were Roman Catholic,'?' yet

agriculture.
the Protestant Church of Ireland was the established church of the country. Politically,
socially and economically Protestants were often to be found occupying powerful and
privileged positions while Catholics were placed under many restrictions. This was a cause
of considerable discontent among the populace of Ireland and much popular protest during
the nineteenth century focused on addressing this imbalance. As the century advanced,
significant progress was made in achieving this goal through the passing of two pieces of
parliamentary legislation: the Catholic Relief Act 1829, which granted Catholic
Emancipation, and the Irish Church Act 1869, which disestablished the Church of Ireland.

A major watershed in Irish history occurred around the middle of the century in the
form of the Great Famine, an event triggered by successive failures of the potato crop in
the years 1845 to 1849. Approximately 1 million Irish citizens died,'** while a further 2.1
million emigrated between the years 1845 and 1855.'% The early decades of the century
had already witnessed significant Irish emigration to England, Scotland and Wales: this
trend now reached new heights with 0.2 to 0.3 million moving to mainland Britain between
1845 and 1855."* As previously mentioned, Scotland had 207,367 Irish-born residents in
1851, while Wales had acquired 20,000 by the same year.'*® It was during the Famine
years that the Irish Chartist movement also reached its peak. Chartism in Ireland was thinly
supported in comparison to the strength of the movement in Scotland, Wales and England.
It also took a distinct form which saw it become closely linked with the more extreme and
violent proponents of Irish separatist nationalism.'*’

The first Irish Chartist organisation, the Dublin Chartist Association, was founded
in 1839. It collapsed a few months after its establishment, but the movement was revived
again in August 1841 with the formation of the Irish Universal Suffrage Association
(IUSA). The TUSA declared their aims to be the achievement of the People’s Charter and
Repeal of the Union. They were committed to moral force means and appealed to the

reason of the people. However, their criticism of Daniel O’Connell and his methods

aroused the ire of the Repeal Association and the Catholic Church. Membership of the
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IUSA peaked at a few thousand while one of their public meetings in November 1843
drew about 3,000 attendees.'”® The TUSA fell into a period of dormancy from 1844 to
1848.

In 1848, Irish Chartism took a new turn which brought it closer to the methods of
physical force through the establishment of an alliance with some of the leaders of the
nationalist Young Irelander association. On 29 July 1848, the Young Irelanders staged an
armed rising at Ballingarry, Co. Tipperary. The rising was a failure but some of the rebels
managed to evade arrest and were later involved in the founding of the Irish Republican
Brotherhood in Dublin on 17 March 1858, a group which subsequently lead its own rising
in March 1867. However, Patrick O’Higgins, “the most influential leader of Irish
Chartism”,'*” was arrested two days before the rising for possession of arms and 1848
brought an end to Irish Chartism. According to Takashi Koseki, “it can be safely said that
the Irish Chartists did not have great influence over the Irish people ... (but) they did much
to have the principle of universal suffrage supported by many leading Young
Irelanders.”"**

Another social organisation common to Ireland, Scotland and Wales during the
nineteenth century was the Freemasons. Little has been written on the role played by
Freemasonry in the political, social and economic history of these countries, though T.
Desmond Williams has asserted that its influence in at least the first of these spheres was
considerable.”" A secret society which evolved from guilds of working stonemasons to
embrace speculative masons within its ranks, Freemasons employed ritual and symbolism
in the performance of their activities and were restrictive in who they admitted to their
numbers. According to Terence de Vere White, “in the British Isles ... the Order has

55132

always had a strong aristocratic bias. Donal McCartney further alludes to the power of
this élite grouping which was intimately connected with both church and state at the
highest levels: “In Britain ... Freemasonry almost from its foundation in the early
eighteenth century has had the favour and support of the royal family and of bishops of the

Established Church. It was, therefore, one of the great upholders of the establishment in
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bl 33 4
133 Freemasonry in Ireland has

Church and state, and was in turn protected by the state.
been associated with the Orange Order, whose members took inspiration from Masonry,
organising themselves into lodges as Masons did and adopting Masonic titles, practices
and oaths of secrecy. However, Terence de Vere White cautions strongly against inferring

close connections or ideological links between Freemasonry and Orangeism:

(As) Catholics were specifically excluded from its ranks, a great many
Masons must have been Orangemen as well. But the purposes of the two
institutions were wholly different. Masons existed for the sake of Masonry;
the Orange Order was specifically directed towards the suppression of
Catholics and the maintenance of Protestant ascendancy as established by
the victory of the Williamite forces at the Battle of the Boyne. Among the
aristocracy in Britain, especially in Scotland, there were many in the early
days of Freemasonry to whom such events as the Twelfth of July procession
would have been deeply repugnant. ... Not every Englishman, much less
every Scotsman, was a Williamite.'**

Nineteenth-century Freemasons traditionally excluded women from membership of
their ranks, a gender-based discrimination replicated in many areas of nineteenth-century
society. However, when attempting to assess the impact of gender in determining the roles
and ways of life assumed by nineteenth-century citizens of the United Kingdom,
researchers have found it to be intimately linked with issues of class. According to Dorothy

K.G. Thompson,

The nineteenth century saw the development of an ideology of separate
spheres of activity for the sexes — public for men and private for women.
The public world of politics, the market and the workplace was the location
of rough, competitive male activities, while the private world of home and
family encapsulated the Christian virtues and the morality of personal
relationships. The belief that this was a necessary division was held by
many women as well as men..."*

Yet in reality this public-private division was often traversed by women, many of whom
played significant roles in both politics and the workplace, albeit roles consistent with their
social standing. For example, working-class women took jobs in factories and mines as
well as in domestic service and laundry work, the largest employers of women during the

century.*® Their impact in the textile sector was particularly notable. During 1838 women
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comprised almost 70 per cent of workers in Irish spinning mills."”” In the political sphere
they were strongly involved in the Chartist movement, especially in its early years.
Hundreds of female Chartists associations were founded and Chartist women set up
Chartist Sunday Schools to provide for the education of their children. Roughly one-third
of all signatures to the National Petition of 1839 were those of women.'** A small minority
of women even gave Chartist lectures and chaired or spoke at mixed-sex Chartist
meetings. '’

Among élite women, work other than household duties tended to take the form of
assisting in running the family business or estate and philanthropic or charitable

140

pursuits. " In the political realm dowagers or widows could wield considerable influence

through the control of patronage and political interests that were attached to the ownership

"1 As attested by Dorothy K.G. Thompson, “political power for most of the
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of their estate.
nineteenth century resided more with the distributors of patronage than in the electors.
Through the organisation of social events upper-class women could also forge and nurture
key alliances among male politicians. While the Great Reform Act of 1832 legally defined
voters in England and Wales as male,'” from approximately 1869 onwards, female
ratepayers could influence electoral outcomes in a direct sense via the establishment of
their right to vote in local elections for councillors, school board members and poor law
guardians.'** As this last example illustrates, time and space also impacted on the role and
position of women in society. Temporal shifts could bring changes in legislation and
mentalities while each local, regional and national milieu offered its own particular set of
circumstances. Kathryn Gleadle highlights the agency of geography in women’s
experience in her discussion of the role of national identity in shaping women’s activities,
outlining how women became heavily involved in both Irish Unionist and nationalist
movements.'*

Within and across each class, gender-based power relations were at work.

According to Jutta Schwarzkopf,
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Women, unlike men, experience suppressive conditions of power and
domination not only according to their position in the productive process:
for them power and domination also become concrete in their relations with
men. These relations can be classified as patriarchal. They represent a
particular male-dominated organisation of relations between men and
women, in the process of which gender differences are produced and
defined."*®

In matters of remuneration for work, political rights and legal status women were
frequently placed in a subordinate position to their male counterparts and could be subject
to extremely exploitative conditions, while tradition and prejudice could also limit the
range of occupations and educational provision open to them. Such circumstances have led
Dorothy K.G. Thompson to assert that “women in nineteenth century Britain were treated
as second class citizens.”'*’ Yet Thompson herself also cautions against such
generalisations,'*® which may obscure the complexities of women’s experiences. An
upper-class woman might technically wield more political influence than a working-class
man, while power existed in different forms. Schwarzkopf argues that in the private sphere
of home and family women could exert moral influence, “this vestige of their power”.]49
She also contends that “women, just like men, interact with their environment, and in this
sense they are agents of their own history™."”"

One other development in the social life of nineteenth-century Ireland, Scotland
and Wales of particular relevance to this study is the substantial expansion in and

popularisation of the tourism industry in the latter half of the period. At the outset of the

century, tourism did exist, but it was an élite activity:

The term ‘tourist’ was originally applied in the seventeenth century to those
who made a tour, in Britain or on the Continent, following an established
schedule to see the sights of antiquity and scenery. This tourism was
cultural in motivation and confined to the elite with money and time to
spare. But over time, tourism was to change in numbers, broaden in
motivation, and as a term come to cover not just upper-class visitors on a
leisurely tour, but a much broader constituency. "’

The growth of mass tourism and its diversification to embrace those of lower socio-

economic standing was fuelled in no small part by the expansion of the railway network.
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The relationship between the railways and tourism was mutual one. According to Alastair
J. Durie, “railways fanned tourism through promotion and the provision of facilities. They
also fed off it, some lines, particularly in North (Britain), more than others.”'*> A number
of lines and stations were opened largely with a view to facilitating potential tourists, while
railways companies promoted tours, excursions and low-priced days away.'>
The passing of the Regulation of Railways Act (or Gladstone Act) of 1844 made it
compulsory for every railway company to run at least one train a day in each direction
along the full length of a line for which the fare would be no higher than a penny a mile.
The carriages had to be protected from the weather and furnished with seats. A minimum
average speed of 12 miles per hour was also stipulated.'** These provisions paved the way
for an enormous expansion in third-class travel around the middle of the century, an
increase which was maintained throughout the remainder of the century. This boom saw
third-class rail journeys in Britain rise from 6.9 million, or 29 per cent of all rail traffic, in
the year ended June 1843, to 29 million, or more than 50 per cent of all rail traffic, in the
year ended June 1848.'>
Railway connections developed in Ireland, Scotland and Wales at different rates.
Stuart Hylton identifies a period of “railway mania” in Britain from approximately 1824 to
1851,'°% at the end of which he states that “large parts of the national network were in
place, or in prospect, but there were still significant gaps. Most of Wales and large parts of
Scotland were still without rail services. ... The railways in Scotland were not yet
connected to those in England. Much had been achieved, but there was still much to be
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done.”"”” Cormac O Grada and R.V. Comerford attest that Ireland also participated to some

extent in this period of “railway mania”,'*® but Comerford asserts that the years 1850 to

13 with corresponding

1870 witnessed ““a dramatic countrywide expansion of the railways
increases in the number of passengers travelling via rail to over 14 million per annum in

1870 (more than double the 1850 total).](’O Comerford goes on to state that a “new,

"2 Durie, Scotland for the Holidays, p. 60.

"3 Ibid., pp. 151-155.

"** Stuart Hylton, The Grand Experiment - The Birth of the Railway Age: 1820-45 (Hersham, Surrey: Ian
Allan Publishing, 2007), pp. 93, 122-123.

"3 Ibid., p. 95.
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Ireland, Volume V: Ireland under the Union, I, 1801-70 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1989), p. 374.
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cheaper, and easier type of tourism (was) made possible by the railways.”'®" In Wales,
John Davies cites 1840 to 1870 as being a period of major railway development in the
country,'® a development which he links to the birth of a new industry in the country: “it
was the railways, in the period 1850-75, which gave rise to tourism as an industry”.'®
Alastair J. Durie’s work on the history of Scottish tourism discusses how railway
expansion and tourism growth became closely connected and accelerated together in
Scotland from the late 1830s onwards.'®*

Thus the growth of tourism and its connection to railway expansion may in broad
terms be taken as a common feature of life in mid- to late nineteenth-century Ireland,
Scotland and Wales. Its role in the contemporary society of these countries might be
interpreted in a manner that illuminates issues of class and identity. The opening up of
tourism to the lower socio-economic strata of society constituted a radical transformation
of a once élite domain. This change was facilitated by parliamentary legislation passed in a
political climate that was still dominated by those same élites, but that was coming under
increasing pressure from popular movements from below such as Chartism. Therefore
tourism’s popularisation could be viewed as one example of the effects of shifting social
ideologies and mentalities during the period. Examination of the subjects and destinations
explored by people partaking in this increasingly popular activity offers the opportunity to
further explore the ramifications of class divisions and to divine underlying social values
and beliefs.

Katherine Haldane Grenier argues that tourism in Scotland was an activity strongly
connected with the expression and definition of national, regional and local identity

concepts. Within this, she interprets it as a means through which Britishness was affirmed:

English tourists’ trips to Scotland confirmed their sense of local
identification, but ... because visitors found that the image of Scotland
contributed usefully to their own sense of the kind of nation they wished to
be, journeys north also help(ed) remind that Great Britain was a joint
project. ... Meanwhile, by touring their own country, as many did, Scots
declared their own uniqueness and sense of national pride, which was not
diminished by commitment to a wider Union.'®

"' Comerford, ‘Ireland 1850-70", p. 377.

' Davies, 4 History of Wales, pp. 407-409.

' Ibid., p. 409.
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195 Katherine Haldane Grenier, Tourism and Identity in Scotland, 1770-1914: Creating Caledonia (Aldershot
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Tourism in Wales and Ireland must surely have offered similar potential for the expression
and definition of national and local identities and interaction with the concept of a British

identity.

1.5 Historical and Cultural Geography

It has been an intention of this study to utilise an interdisciplinary approach, with
inspiration being drawn from works in a number of disparate fields, among them history of
art and architecture, history and politics. The chief grounding, however, has been in the
realms of historical and cultural geography. According to Robin A. Butlin, historical

geography may be defined as:

The study of the geographies of past times, involving the imaginative
reconstruction of a wide range of phenomena and processes central to our
geographical understanding of the dynamism of human affairs, such as
change in the evaluation and uses of human and natural resources, in the
form and functions of human settlements and built environments, in the
advances in the amount and forms of geographical knowledge, and in the
exercising of power and control over territories and peoples.]66

The establishment and recognition of historical geography as a distinct scholarly discipline
has been a relatively recent phenomenon, traceable in its contemporary appearance to
developments and debates engaged upon in the universities, academic geographical
associations and scholarly publications of Europe and North America in the 1920s and
1930s.'” However, the use of the concept and term “historical geography” is apparent in
many earlier nineteenth-century studies of classical civilization in ancient Greece and
Rome, and further back still in the scriptural or biblical geographies of the Old and New
Testaments written in the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries.'® The topics,
theories and methodologies of concern to and employed by historical geographers have
remained in a continual state of flux over the years, changing in line with broader paradigm
shifts in the discipline of geography generally. Among these have been the quantitative
revolution of the 1950s to 1970s, which favoured scientific methods of analysis employing
models, theories and statistical techniques; the incorporation of Marxist and feminist
perspectives (the former focusing on the geographies of capitalism and emphasising the

value of Marxist theories and frameworks in forming interpretations of the past, the latter
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stressing the importance of considering female perspectives in reconstructing and writing
historical geographies); and more recently the rise of postmodernism, with its recognition
of the multiplicity of meanings inherent in a text or object and the infinite number of
different interpretations that an audience may bring to bear on that text or object, as well as
its emphasis on issues such as representation, identity and power.'®’

Cultural geography has undergone a similar process of evolution and change.
Perhaps the greatest source of debate in this discipline has been the challenging of the
methods and perspectives of “traditional” cultural geography by devotees of an emergent
“new” cultural geography during the 1980s and 1990s.'” A topic prevalent throughout this

time, however, has been the study of landscape, and it is this area which is of particular

relevance to this study.
1.6 Landscape

The origins of the term ‘landscape’ can be traced back to Renaissance times, when it
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emerged to articulate the relationship between people and their environment. " Over the

years, landscape interpretation has been associated with a number of different disciplines

172

such as art history, archaeology and anthropology. '~ Within the field of geography, studies
of landscape as a physical entity shaped by human and natural forces defined early
approaches to its investigation.'”> This approach was largely empirically based, and
dominated during the Berkeley School of the inter-war period.'” However, research
tended to ignore or downplay symbolic interpretations of the landscape.'” This imbalance

was redressed with the emergence of a new cultural geography in the aftermath of the
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Blackwell Publishers, 2004), pp. 11-23.
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quantitative revolution of the 1960s.'” According to Yvonne Whelan, “the thrust of the
new cultural geography has been to show how landscape forms an integral, dynamic part
of social, cultural and political systems™.'”” This new approach to the study of geography
saw an increased emphasis on unravelling the symbolic aspects of landscape in order to
elucidate prevailing social, cultural and political systems. Such analyses may also cast light
on contemporary ideologies. Human landscapes are cultural products,'” and therefore are
reflective of the culture that has produced them, its values, beliefs and ideologies.'”

But landscape does not merely reflect culture; it is also constitutive of reality

itself. 1%

According to Seymour, this means that it must be “understood as enmeshed within
the processes which shape how the world is organised, experienced and understood, rather
than read as its end product”.'®" The shaping of a landscape expresses certain ideologies
that are then perpetuated and supported through that same landscape.'™ Landscapes are,
therefore, repositories of meaning; an analysis of a landscape can reveal much about
notions of power, class, race, religion, gender and national identity that prevail within the
society that inhabits it. As Karen Schmelzkopf has shown in her study of a religious
community formed in coastal New Jersey, it is traditionally those who wield power and
control who have the opportunity to inscribe the landscape with their own ideologies.'™
But these dominant ideologies can also be contested within the same symbolic landscape
that expresses them.'®* Through a process of reshaping or overwriting, the voice of the
‘other’, the voice of those who have been excluded or subjugated, can also be articulated

and recorded.'™ Thus a dialogue of inclusion and exclusion, power and resistance can

become inscribed onto the cultural landscape.
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Donald Meinig asserts that all landscapes may be regarded as symbolic and each

may be approached as a code to be deciphered.'™ In order to unravel the meanings
associated with landscape, geographers have developed various methods for decoding it.
One of these methods, put forward by Trevor Barnes and James Duncan, is the treatment
of a landscape as a text to be read, from which a range of meanings can then be interpreted,

'87 An alternative approach that puts a greater emphasis on

as one would with a literary text.
the visual nature of landscape involves the application of the concepts of iconography and
iconology to a study of the landscape.'®® Traditionally employed in the study of art history,
iconography refers to the identification of conventional, consciously inscribed symbols in a
painting or sculpture, while iconology involves the interpretation of these symbols to
uncover a deeper stratum of meaning indicative of the underlying principles and attitudes
that shaped the society in which the work of art was formed."™ In the iconographic method
of landscape interpretation, as first introduced by Stephen Daniels and Denis Cosgrove, a
whole landscape can be substituted for the work of art and the concepts of iconography and
iconology employed to unravel the attitudes and principles of the society that shaped it.'””
The borrowing of methodologies from the various disciplines of art and literature is
illustrative of the multidisciplinary approach which Alan Baker argues must be employed
in a geographic study of the landscape.'”’

Landscapes are complex, containing multiple (sometimes conflicting) meanings'”
and subject to a range of different interpretations.'”> The meanings bound up in a landscape
are not fixed and immutable; they are subject to change over time. They may be
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accumulated, contested, erased, reshaped and overwritten; ~ they are, as attested by Carl

Sauer, “in (a) continuous process of development or of dissolution and replacement”.'”
The manner in which a person will understand and interact with the landscape is also

dependant on their social, historical, economic and political context, and upon such factors
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as their gender, race, age and religion."”® Thus it can be seen that time and context are key
considerations when forming an interpretation of the landscape.

Attempts to form an interpretation of a landscape also raise issues concerned with
power, memory, identity and heritage, and it is to a closer examination of some of these

issues that we will now turn.

1.7 Power, Memory, Identity and Heritage

There are many different terms in which identity may be defined: gender, class, religious,
ethnic, familial, local, regional and national are but a few of these.'”” According to Barbara
Bender, “landscape ... is part of the way in which identities are created and disputed,
whether as individual, group, or nation-state”.'”® Memory, both collective and individual,
is crucial to the formation of an identity.'”” The past may be mapped onto the landscape
through the creation of sites of memory and heritage. By linking a group to a sense of
shared inheritance, these sites can contribute to the formation and cultivation of various
identity constructs.””” But heritage also constitutes a selective memorialization of past
events.””’ According to Robert Shannan Peckham, “heritage as a form of ‘inheritance’
necessarily involves disinheriting recalcitrant elements and imposing authoritarian readings
on the past”.202 Thus notions of heritage are inextricably linked with those of power and
control.

03

Memories are not necessarily representative of reality either.”” However, as

Lowenthal argues, “a false recollection can be as durable and potent as a true one,
especially if it sustains a self-image”.*** Memory is neither fixed nor immutable. The

remembered past is subject to revision.’”> According to Lowenthal, “events ... (are
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reinterpreted) in the light of subsequent experience and present need”.”’® Therefore it is
“historically conditioned, changing colour and shape according to the emergencies of the

moment”. >’

Memory may also be a mobilizing force in the present, since “the present is
experienced in contexts much influenced by different memories of the past, and that
memory may be a means to social and political action”.?”® It is also of a highly individual
nature and our context- social, cultural, religious, economic, political and historical- will
impact significantly on how we interpret the landscape around us.

Those in power may employ history, memory and heritage in a selective fashion in
order to form and propagate specific identity concepts, usually ones that legitimate their
hold on authority.””” But as Withers has argued, dominant memory is not universally held;
it may be resisted through the cultivation of other, different remembered pasts.”'’
Similarly, élite-imposed identity concepts may also be opposed and contested by the less
powerful in society.”'" Place can act as the crucible in which constructs of power, memory,
identity and heritage find form and interact with one another. Thus an examination of the
symbolic landscape can reveal much about these concepts within our society. Public

monuments are one element of the symbolic landscape and it is to a consideration of these

that we now turn.
1.8 Monuments

According to Martin Auster, “public monuments are of special interest as focal points of
meaning in the landscape”.’'? Studies of monuments have spanned many different
disciplines: history, architecture, archaeology, landscape design, anthropology, sociology
and geography are among those that have attempted to unravel their mysteries. Monuments
may be regarded as sites of cultural heritage.”'’ They are also symbolic entities consciously
inserted into the landscape in order to convey particular messages and thereby cultivate
specific notions of power, memory and identity. Consequently, studies of monuments have
increasingly been employed by geographers as a means to examine the evolution of these

concepts in the cultural landscape.
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In his 1997 article, Martin Auster deals with the foundations of this premise as he
examines the potential of a monument to act as a repository of meaning. Bringing an
interdisciplinary approach to bear in his treatment of the subject, he proposes utilising the
literary concept of allegory as a device through which the potential meanings of a
monument may be uncovered. According to Auster, both monuments and allegories often
use concrete visual forms to convey moral meanings.”'* Taking a single monument, the
Drummond memorial in New South Wales, as an example, he demonstrates how an
allegorical interpretation can unearth multiple layers of meaning even within the most
abstract of monuments.”"’
Building on this notion of a monument as being imbued with layers of meaning,
other authors have attempted to unravel meaning at particular monumental sites. Brian S.
Osborne focuses on the George Etienne Cartier monument in Montréal to demonstrate how
the meanings attached to a monument can alter as notions of empire, naticn and civil
society change around it.*'® Osborne splits the life of the monument into four phases, from
its conception in 1910 up to the present day, tracing how its symbolic meaning has
fluctuated repeatedly in line with historical events and societal changes during the period,
effectively demonstrating that “symbolic spaces are not static but are dynamic sites of
meaning””'” in which élite memory can be subverted and displaced.
Despite the durability of their physical form, meaning as preserved in monuments
may be transient; subject to loss, alteration and destruction. James E. Young argues that a
nation traditionally cultivates a glorious memory of the past in its monuments in order to
justify its right to rule.”'® But these efforts are ultimately futile since the passage of time
decontextualises a monument’s original meaning and thus renders it archaic and irrelevant
when viewed in subsequent years.””” He also argues that all memorials are of an essentially
participatory nature; sites of memory depend on passersby to initiate their memory: “the
site alone cannot remember, ... it is the projection of memory by visitors into a space that
makes it a memorial.”**
Richard Peet’s study of the Daniel Shays’ Memorial in Petersham, Massachusetts

focuses on the monument as a medium through which power may be articulated and
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perpetuated in the landscape.m According to Peet, “by recreating landscapes, filling them
with signs carrying ideological messages, images are formed of past and future ‘realities’,
patterns of meaning created and changed and, thereby, control exerted over the everyday
behaviour of the people”.””* Thus the Daniel Shays’ Memorial was used to promote a
particular reading of history that legitimised the ideals and reinforced the power of the
¢lites who erected it.

David Gordon and Brian Osborne illustrate the role a monument can serve in
constructing a national identity in their investigation of the National War Memorial in
Confederation Square, Ottawa, Canada. They contend that “monumental sculpture has long
served as an appropriate device for rendering allegorical statements of national values and
national chronicles”,**® and that “if effective, public monuments were consensus builders.
They were focal points for identifying with a shared past, representing an agreed upon
national chronicle, and served as a record of heroic accomplishments, acts, sacrifices and
achievements.”***

Among the facets of a monument explored by David Atkinson and Denis
Cosgrove’s work on the Vittorio Emanuele II monument in Rome is its ability to promote

23 Subtexts of both imperial power and national identity

and embody an imperial identity.
building were detected by Laragh Larsen in her study of the monuments of Kenya’s capital
city Nairobi over a period of almost 100 years as the context shifted from British colonial

administration to independent rule. **°
1.9 Monumental and Associated Studies in Ireland, Scotland, Wales and Britain

Monumental studies have also been undertaken in the countries focused on by this thesis.
In an Irish context, Yvonne Whelan has produced several articles on specific groups of
monuments in Dublin city. Casting Ireland’s relationship with Britain in a colonial light,
but ambivalently so, her 2001 article portrays Dublin during the nineteenth and twentieth

centuries as a city of contested space where some monuments were erected to express
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loyalty to the British Empire, while others were erected to communicate a spirit of
opposition to imperial rule.”*” Using case studies of particular monuments such as Nelson’s
Pillar and the Daniel O’Connell memorial as examples, she argues that by 1922, “the
symbolic fabric of the capital had come to embody and reflect the struggle for superiority,
victory and ultimately power, that persisted between Britain and one of its kingdoms,
Ireland”.*** While British administration in Dublin wished to convey a picture of union and
loyalty, a strongly nationalist Dublin Corporation was attempting to stamp the city’s
landscape with “a tangible sense of Irish national identity”.”*” Thus turn-of-the-century
Dublin was left in “something of a schizophrenic position”,”" one resolved by the
achievement of independence after 1922.

A second article by Whelan in 2002 takes four statues erected in Dublin to
commemorate British monarchs, all of which were subsequently removed or blown up
after Ireland had gained independence in 1922. Observing Ireland’s political situation
following the Act of Union and Catholic Emancipation, she argues that Ireland was “an
integrated periphery of the Imperial State”,*' but “in many ways ... it retained colonial
status.”?*? By the turn of the century, “the monumental landscape was dominated by
monarchical figures which, in their symbolic sub-text, created a cultural landscape that
expressed links with the broader British Empire”.** They appropriated the public space
and “played an important role in the tangible construction of imperial power”.*** Yet as the
political context in Ireland changed over the years, the meaning attached to the monuments
became increasingly contentious. Rather than serving as sites of loyalty to the Empire, they
increasingly became sites of protest against imperial control, culminating in their removal
in the formative years of the Republic when Ireland was attempting to forge and
consolidate a distinct national identity.**

Nuala Johnson brings out another interesting aspect to the study of monuments: that
of their depiction of gender roles.”*® She describes how the female form was often used

allegorically in monuments to “(represent) concepts such as justice, liberty, purity and the
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nation”,”*” but these female allegorical figures were paradoxical in that “what they
personify (was) usually different to the position held by women in society (at the time)”.>*®
Aside from considerations of gender identity, the main focus of her article is 1798
monuments and their role in “constructing a heroic analysis of the past”.**’ Unlike
Whelan’s work on urban iconography where her subjects are all concentrated within the

240 Johnson’s monuments encompass a broader scale,

environs of a single city (Dublin),
taking in numerous towns and villages, mostly in the south-east of the country. Johnson
argues that these republican monuments, the first of which was unveiled in 1898, formed a
symbolic landscape that stood in opposition to unionist monuments elsewhere and “(acted)
as a counter-hegemony to Unionist Ireland”.**' Johnson further elaborates on the role of
monuments in forging a national identity in her 1995 article.** Here she points to the
erection of the Parnell monument on O’Connell Street as a key step in the formation and
articulation of an Irish national identity.

In Scotland, Charles Withers’ study of three monuments in Highland Scotland also
focuses on the mapping of an élite memory of the past onto the landscape through a
process of memorialization.”* But as Withers shows, élite memory may be challenged
through the advancement of alternative versions of the past given in local and popular
memory and remembered traditions. A later study by Wither<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>