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Summary of Contents

This thesis explores the background to the evictions on the Glinsk Creggs estate of Allan and Margaret Pollok in County Galway in the 1850s, and the course of the evictions in the years 1853-1856. It also examines the aftermath of the evictions and how the area was used as an exemplar of clearance in the decades that followed by men such as John Fitzgibbon, Matt Harris and Charles Stewart Parnell. The treatment of the Pollok family in local folklore and memory of the eviction is also examined. Other issues explored include the role of local leaders such as the parish priest and land agent and the role played by local authority figures such as the local resident magistrate and local constabulary members. Coverage of the evictions was extensive and press attitudes at local, national and international level are examined. The place of the Pollok evictions in the historiography of Irish evictions is also explored and the dismissal of the Pollok evictions in the historiography is also queried and the issue of caretaker evictions is discussed in relation to this issue.
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1. Introduction

‘Let us consider the effect of the evictions upon the evicted people. To what were they to turn? The sentence that drives them from the land, to what doom does it consign them? It is – the deprivation of the means of life. Terrible – terrible when we remember the multitudes that have been so driven out!’[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Isaac Butt, Land tenure in Ireland: a plea for the Celtic race, (Dublin 1866), p. 35.] 


The forty year period from 1869 to 1909 saw a revolution in land ownership in Ireland and key to this upheaval was a series of acts of parliament that promoted a peasant proprietorship, stretching from the Act of Disestablishment to the land act promoted by Chief Secretary Augustine Birrell. The inclusion of a land distribution clause in the Act of Disestablishment signalled awareness among the higher levels of public life in Westminster in the late 1860s that change in land tenure legislation was overdue in Ireland. Those who tilled or toiled on the soil needed greater security of tenure for themselves and their families.
This political awareness took over two decades to bubble to the surface. It was events in the period from 1847 to 1869, allied to outside factors such as a short-lived spell of unity in the Independent Irish Party in the 1850s, and the growing Irish middle class appetite for newspapers, that ensured that the call for greater security of land tenure gathered momentum. This momentum was felt not just in rural Ireland, but among the burgeoning middle classes, including shopkeepers all across Ireland, and eventually on a national and international stage where the cause of land distribution in Ireland was taken up by men such as W.E. Gladstone, for whom it became a focal point in his political career. Writing to Cardinal Manning in relation to the 1870 Land Act, Gladstone said it was designed to prevent the landlord ‘from using the terrible weapon of undue and unjust eviction by so framing the handle that it shall cut his hands with the sharp edge of pecuniary damages.’[footnoteRef:2] [2:  R.D. Collison Black, Economic thought and the Irish question 1817-1870, (London, 1960), 
  p. 69.] 

	Famine, indebtedness, legal wrangling and an extremely weighty burden of poor law rates incentivised the clearance of estates in Famine and post-Famine Ireland. For those who endured and survived the Famine, the prospect of further clearances upset the rural equilibrium, and created a terror among tenants that they could be victims of capricious evictions, whether by a vindictive steward, as part of a clearance, or through an inability to clear a hanging gale (a practice of giving new tenants a six months grace period on rent payments, which meant that tenants were constantly operating in rent arrears). The scars of these evictions ran deep and created a psychological terror that is clear in the writing of men such as Michael Davitt who witnessed the eviction of his family in 1850.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Laurence Marley, Michael Davitt: Freelance Radical and Frondeur (Dublin, 2007), p. 16.] 

Attitudes to evictions in Ireland have changed significantly in the past century and a half. There was no public interest in evictions in the 1850s, nobody to witness the huge number of evictions taking place all across Connacht and beyond. However, as the children who witnessed these evictions grew up, interest in the injustice of evictions increased. Those who experienced eviction could provide powerful testimony in terms of the distress and anguish it caused. Michael Davitt is the epitome of this. In Jottings in Solitary, he recalled his own family’s eviction, the household furniture flung about the road, the thatch taking fire and his parents’ obvious distress.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  Michael Davitt, Carla King (Ed.), Jottings in Solitary (Dublin, 2003), p. 6.] 

For many decades the debate in terms of historiography centred on a dispute over the number of tenants evicted. Thomas Meaghar told the Cowper Commission in 1886 that 900,000 families had been evicted during the previous fifty years.[footnoteRef:5] Michael Davitt in 1904 said 190,000 families or 950,000 people were dispossessed.[footnoteRef:6] Five years later A.M. O’Sullivan used the complete lexicon in his The Story of Ireland, ‘The ring of the crowbar, the crash of the falling roof tree, the shriek of the evicted, flung on the roadside to die, resounded all over the island’.[footnoteRef:7] [5:  Tim P. O’Neill, ‘Famine Evictions’, in Carla King (Ed.) Famine, land and culture in Ireland 
   (Dublin, 2000), p. 29.]  [6:  Ibid.]  [7:  A.M. O’Sullivan, The Story of Ireland, (Dublin, 1909), pp. 564-8.] 

	The debate on eviction numbers continued to rage during the twentieth century. W. E. Vaughan estimated that a quarter of a million people were evicted in the period from 1846 to 1854; in 2000 Tim P. O’Neill concluded that almost 580,000 people were evicted between 1846 and 1854.[footnoteRef:8] The debate on the level of evictions was completely overtaken by the work of Barbara Lewis Solow in the early 1970s.[footnoteRef:9] Her ground-breaking work The Land Question and the Irish Economy 1870 – 1903, exploded the prevailing orthodoxy in terms of the level of evictions in post-Famine Ireland. She correctly questioned the level of evictions in nineteenth century Ireland, pointing to the high number of caretaker evictions and cases where tenants were allowed to remain in their homes. Her theories were largely accepted and the prevailing historiography for many years has accepted her thesis. [8:  Ibid., p. 31.]  [9:  Solow, Barbara Lewis, The land question and the Irish economy 1870 – 1903 (Massachusetts, 
   1971).] 

Increasingly, historians are ceasing their search for the definitive number of evictions in any given period. Writers such as L. Perry Curtis and Carla King are acknowledging that while exact numbers are very difficult to ascertain, given the huge variance in eviction types, the terror that these evictions engendered in the population was to have long-term consequences for political life in Ireland.[footnoteRef:10] It was this terror experienced by tenants large and small that ensured that the issue of land tenure gained political momentum and reached a stage where Gladstone decided upon the need to sharpen the blade of legal censure as a weapon against capricious evictions.  [10:  L.P. Curtis, The Depiction of Eviction in Ireland 1845 – 1910 (Dublin, 2011); Carla King (Ed.), 
    Famine, land and culture in Ireland (Dublin, 2000).] 

Solow not alone queried the level of evictions in Ireland but she also asked the question if Gladstone’s efforts were a ‘remedy for a non-existent disease’ to quote James S. Donnelly in a review of her work.[footnoteRef:11] Caretaker tenancies were a significant element of the Pollok evictions and thus this thesis will test Solow’s thesis and query if the acceptance of Solow’s thesis by Irish historians for four decades was misplaced. In terms of Irish historiography, this thesis will demonstrate the need for further examination of caretaker tenancies and suggest that Gladstone was not an advocate of the treatment of non-existent diseases. [11:  James S. Donnelly Jr., Review of ‘The Land Question and the Irish Economy, 1870-1903’ by 
    Barbara Solow, in Studia Hibernica, No. 13 (1973), pp. 185-190.] 

In terms of the wider questions of land and land reform, this thesis advocates an approach that concentrates more on the collective experience of the poor classes rather than from the perspective of the landed classes.
As the Famine came to a close and the new decade of the 1850s dawned, tenants in the Glinsk and Creggs areas of north-east Galway would undoubtedly have felt that the new decade would be easier than the cataclysm they had just endured, but events nationally and internationally were to present them with an unprecedented set of difficulties. The indebtedness that the Famine caused for the landlord classes prompted the establishment of the Encumbered Estates Court. The court was designed to offer a simple solution for heavily indebted landlords to have their estates sold and their debts disentangled and dealt with. One of the first names to be entered into the rolls of the Encumbered Estates Court was that of Julia Matilda Burke, daughter of the late Sir John Burke of Glinsk who had died in 1845. It was not the Famine that ruined the Burkes’ fortunes, although it probably exacerbated existing problems. Their finances were hugely complex and the family was compromised financially for decades before the introduction of the Encumbered Estates Court, but the introduction of this new legal vehicle represented a very welcome opportunity to deal with the financial quagmire in which they found themselves. Complex legal matters had to be determined in advance of the sale, and these delayed the sale by approximately three years, with the news reports of the sale first being carried in December 1853.[footnoteRef:12] [12:  Judgement in case of Dowell v Burke and Others, (National Library of Ireland, M5484).] 

	Scottish ‘Improver’ Allan Pollok was attracted to Ireland by the availability of cheap land through the Encumbered Estates Court and supported by a vast fortune earned by his uncles in their shipping business, he and his wife Margaret purchased approximately 28,000 acres of land in east Galway.[footnoteRef:13] ‘Improvers’ were advanced farmers who used the most scientific methods to maximise production. Advanced engineering methods were employed along with the most scientific application of fertiliser and crop rotation involving turnips and clover. Scottish farmers had been to the fore in harnessing scientific advances and the arrival on Irish shores of families such as the Polloks signalled a new era in Irish farming.  [13:  The surname ‘Pollok’ was spelt thus by the family in the 1850s and this is the spelling of the 
     name used throughout this thesis. Many commentators also used the spelling ‘Pollock’, which 
     has created confusion. See discussion on spelling in Chapter 3, p. 184.] 

The estate was divided almost equally between the Lismany estate, south of Ballinasloe, which was where the Polloks later lived, and the Glinsk Creggs estate further north along the county boundary with Roscommon. Both estates contained large portions of untenanted land and were ripe for the type of improvement that scientifically advanced men such as Pollok could bring about. While he instituted his plans without much difficulty on the Lismany estate, he was to encounter significant resistance on the Glinsk Creggs estate.
	His actions were debated in parliament and in newspaper columns at local and national level. Key elements of the debate centred on Pollok’s plan to evict all tenants and turn them into labourers. Commentators debated the long-term outcome for the tenants and opinions were particularly polarised.
	Approximately 1,000 families received notices to quit their holding following Pollok’s arrival. Some were eventually evicted, while others were allowed to stay on in their tenancies. A portion of those who remained were renting their home in a caretaker capacity and others transferred to the status of labourer. Given the prevalence of clearances during the Famine years and the penchant for consolidation, opportunities for the outgoing tenants to secure new tenancies were few.
This thesis sets out to explore the course of the evictions carried out by Allan and Margaret Pollok on the Glinsk Creggs portion of their estate, the resistance offered by the tenants and the wider community and query what became of the evicted tenants. It will also examine the prevailing social conditions on the estate at the time of Pollok’s arrival and query why, when there was very little community resistance to his plans in Ballinasloe, was there a complete contrast in terms of community reaction to his plans in the Glinsk Creggs area? Other issues to be analysed include how and why the area came to be used as an exemplar of clearance; the ability of tenant right leaders to harness latent radical sentiment and the difference in the numbers of tenants evicted and those deemed to have been ‘turned out’ of their tenancies.
This study is not a comparative study of prevailing social, economic, agricultural or political conditions in Scotland and Ireland. While no comparisons are entered into, the mindset of the Scottish ‘Improver’ is examined as it shaped Pollok’s experience prior to his arrival in Ireland and informed his attitudes to clearances and scientific advancement.
Issues relating to the memory of the evictions are investigated. The Pollok evictions did not remain particularly strong in the memory of the people in the local area. This may be due to the fact that many of those left in occupancy on the estate had sidestepped eviction, whereas the evicted, by the nature of their dispersal, were scattered around the region. The preference for communities to smooth over divisive periods is another possible explanation for this lack of remembrance. 
Attitudes towards Pollok and his project were polarised. Many of those who held power at a county or regional level approved of the transformation he wrought on the productivity of the soil and marvelled at the scientific advancements he introduced. Among poorer people there was resentment that one extremely wealthy man with a penchant for what was termed ‘improving’, could turn the lives of one thousand families upside down at a time when they were trying to re-establish their lives following the cataclysm of the Famine.

*

Given the scale and timing of the Pollok evictions, it is somewhat surprising that the subject has not been studied in detail heretofore. The lack of primary sources in relation to the events, in terms of contemporaneous newspaper reports or testimony from the evicted tenants, was obviously a factor in dissuading prospective students. By the time the Plan of Campaign was underway in the 1880s, evictions were seen as the epitome of the disastrous land tenure situation in Ireland, a problem that required legislative remedy. But in east Galway in the 1850s eviction was simply an unpalatable fact of life. Hundreds of communities were scattered in the decade from 1846 to 1856, their sundering the result of disease, starvation, eviction, emigration and clearance. While the ‘Emergency Men’ of the 1880s were followed assiduously by the press and the evictions recorded in detail, there was no such press interest in covering the multitude of evictions all across the country in the mid-1850s.[footnoteRef:14] The Freeman’s Journal had seen fit to send a correspondent to cover evictions in the nearby townland of Ballinlass, Newbridge, a few years earlier, but there appears to have been no press correspondent present as hundreds of families in the Glinsk and Creggs areas were evicted.[footnoteRef:15] The sole report relates to the eviction of the agent on the estate.[footnoteRef:16] This may in part result from the fact that the evictions were a hugely drawn-out affair, from the first purchase of the Burke estate in December 1853 to the eviction of over 70 tenants in Glinsk in the summer of 1855 and the eventual eviction of the tenants on a large portion of the estate in late 1856. However, the fact that many of the evictions were caretaker evictions could have reduced their dramatic impact in terms of news gathering. Although eye-witness accounts were not collected, the influential pro-tenant local newspapers did mount a lively debate on the merits of the projects planned by men such as Allan Pollok. [14:  Curtis, The Depiction of Eviction, p. 19.]  [15:  S. Redmond, Landlordism in Ireland: Letters on the eviction of the Gerrard tenantry, (Dublin 
   1846).]  [16:  Roscommon Journal, 6 September 1856.] 

The difficulties that faced nineteenth century landlords have been explored in great detail as historians used a top-down approach to explain the reversal in the agrarian power structure. The declining fortunes of the Burkes and other families who later sold their lands to Allan Pollok and his wife Margaret need to be put in context and to this end, the work of W.E. Vaughan, Paul Bew, Theodore Hoppen and Terence Dooley have proven invaluable.[footnoteRef:17] Case studies of other landed families in nineteenth century Ireland proved a useful standard against which to compare events in Glinsk and Creggs.[footnoteRef:18] Farming is the economic activity which dominates this study and Raymond Crotty’s work was invaluable in terms of elucidating the changing circumstances of Irish agriculture post-1815 and the responses that ensued.[footnoteRef:19] [17:  See W.E. Vaughan, A new history of Ireland V: Ireland under the union 1 1801 – 70 (Oxford, 
   1989),  Landlords and Tenants in Mid-Victorian Ireland (Oxford, 1994), ‘Landlords and Tenants 
   in Ireland 1848 – 1904’, Studies in Irish Economic and Social History, (Dublin 1984); Paul Bew, 
   Land and the national question in Ireland 1858 – 1882 (Dublin, 1978); Theodore Hoppen, 
   Ireland since 1800, (London, 1999); Terence Dooley, The Land for the People: The land 
   question in independent Ireland, (Dublin, 2004), The decline of the big house in Ireland: A study 
   of Irish landed families 1860 – 1960, (Dublin, 2001).]  [18:  See Desmond Norton, Landlords, tenants, famine: The business of an Irish Land Agency in the 
   1840s (Dublin, 2006); W. Bence Jones, The life’s work in Ireland of a landlord  who tried to do 
   his duty (Dublin, 1880); A.P.W. Malcomson, Virtues of a wicked earl: The life and legend of 
   William Sydney Clements, 3rd Earl of Leitrim (1806-78), (Cornwall, 2009); Gerard  J. Lyne, The 
   Lansdowne Estate in Kerry under W.S. Trench 1849-72 (Dublin, 2001).]  [19:  Raymond D. Crotty, Irish Agricultural Production: its volume and structure (Cork, 1966).] 

	The community-wide response offered by tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area is one of the more interesting aspects of the current study and the work of Samuel Clark and James Donnelly helped in assessing to what extent the localised struggle was consistent with the national pattern.[footnoteRef:20] Works by Fergus Campbell, Michael Huggins, R.V. Comerford, Padraig G. Lane and Brian Griffin were also important in this respect.[footnoteRef:21] [20:  See Samuel Clark, ‘The importance of agrarian classes: Agrarian class structure and collective 
    action in nineteenth century Ireland’, The British Journal of Sociology (1978), ‘The social 
    composition of the Land League’, Irish Historical Studies (Dublin, 1971), Social origins of the 
    Irish land war, (Princeton, 1979); Samuel Clark, James. S. Donnelly (Eds), Irish peasants: 
    Violence and political unrest 1780 – 1914 (Dublin, 1983); James S. Donnelly Jr., ‘The 
    Whiteboy Movement, 1761-5’, Irish Historical Studies, Vol. 21 (1978-9), pp. 20-54.]  [21:  See Fergus Campbell, Land and revolution: Nationalist politics in the west of Ireland 1891 –
    1921, (Oxford, 2005); Michael Huggins, Social conflict in Pre-Famine Ireland: The case of 
    County Roscommon (Dublin, 2007); R.V. Comerford, ‘Patriotism as Pastime: The Appeal of 
    Fenianism in the Mid-1860s, Irish Historical Studies, Vol. 22 (1981) pp. 239-50; Padraig G. 
    Lane, ‘Agricultural labourers and rural violence 1850 – 1914’, Studia Hibernica, No. 27 (1993), 
    pp. 77-87; ‘Some Galway and Mayo Landlords of the Mid-Nineteenth Century’, Journal of the 
    Galway Archaeological and Historical Society, Vol. 45 (1993), pp. 70-89; Brian Griffin, The 
    I.R.B. in Connacht and Leinster 1858 – 1878, MA Thesis (Maynooth, 1983).] 

	Irish tenant issues had a peculiar political advantage in the early 1850s given the power held in parliament by the Independent Irish Party. Understanding this party and the characters of the various players involved was key to understanding how and why tenants in rural north-east Galway sought to have their grievances aired in a national and international forum. The work of Steven R. Knowlton, B.M. Walker and J.J. Whyte was consulted in this respect.[footnoteRef:22] [22:  See Steven R. Knowlton, Popular politics and the Irish Catholic Church: The rise and fall of the 
    Independent Irish Party, 1850 – 1859, (New York, 1991); B.M. Walker, Parliamentary election 
    results in Ireland 1801 – 1922 (Dublin, 1978); J.H. Whyte, ‘The influence of the Catholic 
    Clergy on Elections in Nineteenth-Century Ireland’, The English Historical Review (1960).] 

	In assessing social conditions in north-east Galway in the 1850s, a wide variety of secondary sources was examined. The work of Marie Louise Legg, Ciara Breathnach and Catherine Lawless proved illuminating in terms of the provincial press; social conditions were explored in the writings of John O’Connor, John Cunningham and Maureen Langan Egan, while the work of Mary E. Cawley shone a light on the subject of settlement patterns in the region in the early nineteenth century.[footnoteRef:23] [23:  See Marie-Louise Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism: The Irish Provincial Press, 1850 
    – 1892 (Dublin, 1999); Ciara Breathnach and Catherine Lawless (Eds), Visual, Material and 
   Print Cultures in Nineteenth-Century Ireland, (Dublin, 2010); John O’Connor, The workhouses 
   of Ireland: The fate of Ireland’s poor (Dublin, 1995); John Cunningham, ‘A town tormented by 
   the sea’: Galway 1790 – 1914 (Dublin, 2004); Maureen Langan Egan, Galway women in the 
   nineteenth century (Dublin, 1999); Mary E. Cawley, ‘Aspects of continuity and change in 
   nineteenth century rural settlement patterns: Findings from County Roscommon’, Studia 
   Hibernica (Dublin 1982/83).] 

The Polloks, both Arthur and his nephew Allan, were products of their own culture and to that end the family’s roots in Scotland were examined. Books such as Thomas Devine’s The Scottish Nation, which examines the Scottish ‘Improvers’, helped illuminate the mindset of the progressive Scottish farmer of the early 1850s.[footnoteRef:24] Devine’s writing threw light on the moral code of Pollok, who was imbued with a strong belief in the Presbyterian ethic in terms of self-discipline and hard work. He had an appreciation for the beneficial application of science in various facets of life, including agriculture. The Pollok project would not have been possible in Ireland without vast funds and the nature, extent and origin of those funds is fully elucidated in John Rankin’s, A History of our Firm, which looks at the various incarnations of the international shipping firm Pollok, Gilmour & Co.[footnoteRef:25] [24:  T.M. Devine, The Scottish Nation 1700 – 2000 (London, 1999); see also The great highland 
   famine: Hunger, emigration and the Scottish Highlands in the nineteenth century (Edinburgh, 
   1988), also ‘Social Stability and Agrarian Change in the Eastern Lowlands of Scotland, 1810 – 
   1840’, Social History, Vol. 3, No. 3 (October, 1978), pp. 331-346; ‘Temporary Migration and 
   the Scottish Highlands in the Nineteenth Century’, The Economic History Review, Vol. 32 No. 3 
   (August, 1979), pp. 344-359; T.M. Devine (Ed.), Improvement and Enlightenment (Edinburgh 
   1989);  Frank Fergus, James McConnel (Eds.), Ireland and Scotland in the Nineteenth Century 
   (Dublin, 2009).]  [25:  John Rankin, A History of our Firm: being some account of the firm of Pollok, Gilmour and Co. 
    and its offshoots and connections 1804 – 1920, (2nd Ed., Liverpool, 1921).] 

	While the Pollok evictions hit the headlines in the mid-1850s, it was to be the 1880s before the events in Creggs were again recalled, particularly by Parnell, who unwittingly but fittingly made Creggs the venue of his last public address in Ireland.[footnoteRef:26] As the various land acts took effect and tenants became owners of the soil, the tenants of the Pollok estate were particularly vocal and active in the period from 1910 to 1913 and eventually the estate was sold and much of the land divided between former tenants on the estate. Local newspapers were a most valuable source in terms of tracing the various events surrounding the sale of the estate and the difficulties that tenants encountered. [26:  Tuam Herald, 3 October 1891.] 

	The Pollok evictions represent little more than a footnote in many accounts of evictions in Ireland due largely to the fact that caretaker evictions were not considered evictions as such. Commentators, such as Barbara Lewis Solow and W.E. Vaughan, appear to have discounted the Pollok evictions as evictions of any note because many of the families stayed on in their homes after being dispossessed of their land.[footnoteRef:27] This interpretation has been responsible for the lack of investigation into the Pollok evictions and deserves careful consideration in terms of the study being undertaken. The dismissal of caretaker evictions by Solow and the importance placed on her argument must be queried in light of the events on the Pollok estate in the mid-1850s. This is a central element of the thesis as Solow’s diminution of caretaker evictions has gone largely unchallenged to date. [27:  See Barbara Lewis Solow, The land question and the Irish economy 1870 – 1903, 
   (Massachusetts, 1971) and Vaughan, Landlords and Tenants in Mid-Victorian Ireland, p. 27.] 

The nature of the caretaker agreements undertaken by former tenants on the Pollok estate, who stayed on and how long they remained, must be examined to determine whether the evicted tenants remained in the local area, and whether this was in a capacity of labourer or tenant. In order to compare and contrast the Pollok evictions with those of a more high-profile nature, it was necessary to investigate others such as the evictions on the townland of Ballykilcline near Strokestown, county Roscommon, the Partry evictions in county Mayo, evictions on the Adair estate in Derryveagh, county Donegal and the course taken by William Scully of Ballycohey, county Tipperary.[footnoteRef:28] The issue of Scottish people replacing Irish tenants is explored in Andrew Newby’s Ireland, Radicalism and the Scottish Highlands.[footnoteRef:29] Other sources on the subject of evictions included Tim P. O’Neill’s essay on Famine evictions in Famine, land and culture in Ireland, Peter Duffy on The Killing of Major Denis Mahon and more recently, the work of L.P. Curtis on the pictorial representation of evictions and Tom Crehan’s book on the Ballinlass evictions on the estate of Marcella Gerrard.[footnoteRef:30] [28:  See Robert James Scally, The End of Hidden Ireland: Rebellion, Famine, & Emigration (New 
    York, 2005); Gerard Moran, The Mayo evictions of 1860, (Dublin, 1986); ‘William Scully and 
    Ballycohey – a fresh look’, Tipperary Historical Journal, (1992); W.E. Vaughan, Sin, sheep 
    and Scotsmen: John George Adair and the Derryveagh eviction 1861, (Belfast, 1983).]  [29:  Andrew Newby, Ireland, Radicalism and the Scottish Highlands (Edinburgh 2007).]  [30:  See Davitt Jottings in Solitary; The fall of feudalism in Ireland or the story of the Land League 
    revolution (London, 1904); Tim P. O’Neill, ‘Famine Evictions’; Peter Duffy, The Killing of 
    Major Denis Mahon (New York, 2007); L P. Curtis Jnr., The depiction of eviction in Ireland 
    1845 – 1910, B. Casey (Ed.) Defying the law of the Land: Agrarian radicals in Irish history 
    (Dublin, 2013); Tom Crehan, Marcella Gerrard’s Galway estate, 1820-70 ‘Awful Extermination 
    of Tenantry’ (Dublin, 2013). See also David Synott, ‘Marcella Gerrard’s Estate’, Journal of the 
    Galway Archaeological and Historical Society, Vol. 57 (2005), pp. 38-64.] 

	A study of the Pollok estate was undertaken by Padraig Lane in the early 1970s as part of a thesis which examined Pollok’s attempt at commercial farming in Ireland after the Famine and this work proved particularly valuable in terms of unearthing sources for a study of the estate and the evictions. It was revealing in terms of the wealth of information available in the Chief Secretary Office Registered Papers held in the National Archives.[footnoteRef:31] Not alone did it point to valuable sources, it also provided a good overview of Pollok’s overall project and a balanced and thoughtful examination of his plans as well as the resistance encountered. Other work by Lane and L.P. Curtis on the subject of the Encumbered Estates Court was also consulted and found to be insightful.[footnoteRef:32] [31:  Padraic Lane, ‘An attempt at commercial farming in Ireland after the famine’, Studies, 1972, pp. 
    54-66. See also Patrick Gabriel Lane, The social impact of the Encumbered Estates Court on 
    Counties Galway and Mayo: 1848-1858, M.A. thesis, (University College Dublin, 1972).]  [32:  Padraig G. Lane, ‘Purchasers of land in counties Galway and Mayo in the Encumbered Estates 
    Court 1849 – 1858’, Journal of Galway Archaeological and Historical Society, (1991); 
    ‘The general impact of the Encumbered Estates Act of 1849 on counties Galway and Mayo, 
    Journal of Galway Archaeological and Historical Society (1972); L.P. Curtis, ‘Incumbered 
    wealth: Landed indebtedness in post-famine Ireland’, American Historical Review, 85 (1980).] 

	In examining the resistance offered it was necessary to focus on the peculiar post-Famine Catholicism that existed in many regions prior to the introduction of the strictures and embellishments so beloved of the ultramontane Cullen and his colleagues. The work of authors such as Emmet Larkin, E.R. Norman, S.J. Connolly and Desmond Bowen was illuminating in this respect.[footnoteRef:33] [33:  See Emmet Larkin, ‘Church and State in Ireland in the nineteenth century’, Church History 
    (Cambridge 1962) which contains an exposition on attempts to regulate the behaviour of priests 
    in Elphin Diocese; ‘The devotional revolution in Ireland 1850 – 1875’, The American Historical 
    Review (1972), The making of the Roman Catholic Church in Ireland, 1850 – 1860, (Chapel 
    Hill, 1980), The Roman Catholic Church and the Plan of Campaign 1886-1888 (Cork, 1978); 
    ‘Church, State and Nation in Modern Ireland’, The American Historical Review, Vol. 80, No. 5 
    (1975), pp. 1244-76; E.R. Norman, The Catholic Church and Ireland in the Age of Rebellion 
    1859 – 1873 (London, 1965); S. J. Connolly, Priests and people in pre-Famine Ireland 1780 – 
    1845 (New York, 1982), which lifts the veil on the Catholic church in rural Ireland before 
    Cullen had an opportunity to institute his changes, and provides insights on the increasing social 
    distance between priests and people in Cullen’s Ireland; Desmond Bowen, Paul Cardinal 
    Cullen and the shaping of modern Irish Catholicism (Dublin, 1983); Peadar Mac Suibhne, Paul 
    Cullen and his contemporaries, Vols. II,  III, IV (Kildare, 1962, 1965, 1974); Oliver 
    MacDonagh, ‘The politicization of the Irish Catholic Bishops 1800 – 1850’, The Historical 
    Journal (London, 1975); J.A. Murphy, ‘The support of the Catholic clergy in Ireland 1750 – 
    1850’, Irish Historical Studies (Dublin, 1965); Donal A. Kerr, Donal A. Peel, priests and 
    politics: Sir Robert Peel’s administration and the Roman Catholic Church in Ireland 1841 – 
    1846, Oxford Historical Monographs, (Oxford, 1982); Michael P. Carroll, ‘Rethinking popular 
    Catholicism in pre-famine Ireland’, Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion, Vol. 34, No. 3, 
    (1995) pp. 354-365; Corish, Patrick J., ‘Cardinal Cullen and Archbishop MacHale’, Irish 
    Ecclesiastical Record, fifth series, Vol. XLI, (1959), pp. 393-408 and Gerard Moran, Radical 
    Irish Priests 1660 – 1970, (Dublin, 1998).] 

	Local history volumes were also considered, both in terms of the Glinsk Creggs and the Ballinasloe areas and these provided valuable background information on the families involved and the situations that pertained in the local region in terms of education, emigration, agitation and local worship patterns.[footnoteRef:34] [34:  For Creggs Glinsk area see Glenamaddy Arts and Historical Society Journal, Vol. 11, (1993); 
    R.A.M. Harris, B. Emer O’Keeffe, Donald M. Jacobs (Eds), The Search for Missing Friends: 
    Irish immigrant advertisements placed in the Boston Pilot, Vols. I – VII (Boston, 1989 – 1999); 
    Creggs N.S. Scholars (Creggs, 2002); Martin Ward, History in Glinsk (Glinsk, 2002); William 
    Keaveney, The land for the people: Robert Henry Johnstone and the United Irish League 
    (Dublin, 2007). For Ballinasloe region and south Galway see J. S. Flynn, Ballymacward: the 
    story of an east Galway parish (Dublin, 1991); Joe Molloy (Ed.), The parish of Clontuskert: 
    glimpses into its past (Ballinasloe, 2009); P. K. Egan, The parish of Ballinasloe (Dublin, 1960); 
    Tadhg Mac Lochlainn, Ballinasloe, inniu agus inné: A story of a community over the past 200 
    years (Galway, 1971); Gorman, Thomas, Stanley, Cathal, Lyons-Hynes, Marian, Roche, 
    Desmond, McEneany, Seamus (Eds), Clanricard country and the land campaign, 
    (Galway, 2003).] 

The most valuable primary sources consulted were the perambulation and valuation books, census records, newspaper accounts and letters between the Constabulary officers, magistrates and the Chief Secretary’s Office. In using such sources there is a danger that the viewpoint could be overly state-centred, and Ranajit Guha has noted the dangers of state-centred historiography, which condemns certain sectors of the population to political and historical insignificance.[footnoteRef:35] Maps also proved very valuable, as the course of the evictions can be traced in a very crude manner by comparing the Ordnance Survey maps first surveyed circa 1837 with the maps accompanying Griffith’s Valuation and later Ordnance Survey maps of the late 1890s.[footnoteRef:36] [35:  Ranajit Guha, ‘On some aspects of the historiography of colonial India’, in R. Guha and G. 
    Spivak (Eds), Selected Subaltern Studies (Oxford, 1988), pp. 37-44, as quoted by Heather Laird, 
    ‘Decentring the Irish Land War: women, politics and the private sphere’, in Fergus Campbell,
    and Tony Varley, (Eds.), Land Questions in Modern Ireland (Manchester, 2013), p. 175.]  [36:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, 6inch1, RN038, GY007, surveyed 1837-38.
    www.osi.ie, accessed May 4, 2009; Ordnance Survey Ireland, 
    6inch1, GY019, GY032, surveyed 1838, www.osi.ie, accessed May 4, 2009.] 

	Much of the folk memory of the Pollok evictions in the Glinsk and Creggs area has been eroded or erased in the ensuing century and a half. However, there are a number of references to the evictions in the folklore collected in local national schools in the 1930s, with a significant portion of this highlighting the good wages paid by Pollok.[footnoteRef:37] Other elements of folklore unearthed included a song printed in a local newspaper in 1909 and references to evicted tenants collected by folklore collector James Delaney.[footnoteRef:38] The folklore vacuum left by the removal of so many families is discussed in greater detail in Chapter 6. In terms of an eyewitness account of evictions, Michael Davitt’s experiences as set out in Jottings in Solitary and The fall of feudalism or the story of the Land League revolution merited consultation. [37:  National Folklore Collection, Schools’ Manuscripts Collection, Ballincurry NS, Co. Galway, 
    NFCS, lml. 15, ll. 356-7; Sonnagh NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16,  ll. 4, 7; Creggs NS, Co. 
    Galway, NFCS, lml. 15, ll. 37, 66-7, 70-1, 106-7, 140-41, 149-50, 155-7, 169, 170-1, 185-7, 
    224- 5, 261; Gortnadieve NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16 ll. 76-7, 128-9; Toberroe NS, Co. 
    Galway lml. 16, ll. 194-9, 222-3, 798-9; Kilcroan NS, NFCS, Co. Galway lml. 16, ll. 385-7; 
    Kilbegnet NS, NFCS, Co. Roscommon, lml. 261-2, ll. 30-1; Drimatemple Girls NS, Co. 
    Roscommon, NFCS, lml. 260-1, ll. 290-3.]  [38:  Connacht Champion, 3 April 1909; folklore collected by James Delaney, Folklore Collector, in 
    1960 from Michael Healy, aged 81, of Clooneen, Athleague, NFC, lml. 1574, ll. 247, 252-3.] 

Testimony to the Parnell Commission from John Kelly of Athleague and also John Madden and Michael Foley, tenants on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate, represent the only memoranda of evicted tenants and their families, but these were written at a remove of almost a quarter of a century and for a specific purpose.[footnoteRef:39] The lack of evidence from the perspective of the tenants is a great lacuna in the story, but given the high levels of illiteracy and the lack of safe, dry repositories for such material, and also the fact that the tenants and their families were fully consumed with the rigours of everyday living in the 1850s, it is little wonder that no testimonies survive. Only a small number of instances survive where lore of the evictions was passed down from generation to generation. Contemporaneous reports on the nearby Gerrard evictions were useful in providing a comparison from the same era and the same region.[footnoteRef:40] [39:  Queen v Parnell, Briefs I, 1880, ILB 343.]  [40:  S. Redmond, Landlordism in Ireland: Letters on the eviction of the Gerrard tenantry.] 

	The valuation books were in many respects the most valuable source for the study of the evictions in the Glinsk Creggs area. Because of the delay caused by the various court cases, the tenants who were later to be evicted were listed on the valuation books for Glinsk and Creggs, although they left the area within one or two years. Their removal is represented by large Xs through entire pages of the valuation books, replaced with a new statement stating that all the land was in Pollok’s hands and listing the number of labourers’ cottages in place.[footnoteRef:41] Thus, the valuation books give a good indication of which townlands were cleared and how many tenants left. However, it is not always possible to discern if they left of their own accord before the eviction. The valuation books also fail to elucidate the eviction of over 70 families in Glinsk in May 1855. Given the absence of estate records, this valuation book evidence is crucial in terms of determining how many tenants were evicted and also checking the veracity of statements made by other contemporaries relating to the evictions. [41:  Cancelled Valuation Books for County Galway (National Archives of Ireland, Cancelled 
    Valuation Books, Co. Galway).] 

	Perambulation books were essentially notebooks used by the valuers involved in Griffith’s Valuation, which contained initial jottings and comments in relation to the areas being valued. The perambulations for the Ballinasloe estate were consulted, while those for the Glinsk Creggs estate were not available. The perambulation books (as opposed to the valuation books), proved more valuable for the Ballinasloe portion of the estate as the evictions on the Ballinasloe portion pre-dated those in the Glinsk Creggs area.[footnoteRef:42] [42:  Perambulation books for County Galway ( National Archives of Ireland, Perambulation Books, 
    County Galway).] 

	The diligence of local Ballygar-based constable Bernard Cummins in recounting the detailed preparations for the evictions is another crucial part of the story. It gives an insight into the huge difficulties faced by local constabulary, especially as Cummins had presided over other high-profile evictions, such as those in Kilcoosh, Newbridge, on the Gerrard estate, a few years earlier.[footnoteRef:43] His correspondence with superiors represents a detailed account of how the evictions proceeded, including the preparations to be put in place and the nature of the resistance encountered. As a policeman in Ballygar working for the authorities tasked with implementing the evictions, Cummins was placed in an invidious position. His correspondence suggests a man who sympathised with the plight of the tenants but was determined to carry out his job properly, while endeavouring to ensure that the men under his command were not placed in any unnecessary danger during the course of the evictions. [43:  Eviction report from Bernard Cummins, Sub-Inspector, Ballygar to Inspector General 
    Brownrigg, Constabulary Office, Dublin, 12 November 1853 (National Archives of Ireland, 
    CSORP, 10232/1853).] 

	His neighbour, local resident magistrate Denis Kelly, was not slow in taking up the pen to vent his fury to the authorities in Dublin and his long missives are very revealing, from his fretting over the repercussions that could ensue because of a lame mare, to his misgivings over Catholic members of the constabulary and his mistrust of his fellow magistrate Ffrench.[footnoteRef:44] As magistrate, Kelly aimed to maintain peace in the area and he appears to regularly exaggerate the dangers posed by the evictions to ensure the necessary resources were put in place. As a landlord, Kelly could have feared that events in Glinsk and Creggs would embolden his own tenants in nearby Ballygar. [44:  Letter from Denis H. Kelly to Thomas Larcom, 24 September 1855 (National Library of 
    Ireland, Larcom Papers, MS 7577).] 

	At one juncture, Arthur Pollok wrote to Secretary of State, Sir George Gray, seeking legislative change to make the eviction process easier.[footnoteRef:45] Both Pollok’s letter and the replies of Larcom and his legal advisor are significant in that they illuminate the attitudes prevailing at the highest level in Ireland to the Polloks and their plans. [45:  Letter from Arthur Pollok to Sir George Grey, Secretary of State, 17 January 1856 (National 
    Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

	Given the size and nature of the estate, the lack of papers from the Burke and Pollok estates is a great loss. What does survive are Arthur Pollok’s letter to Sir George Grey and also the text of Allan Pollok’s defence in Parliament, which was reproduced in full in the Western Star.[footnoteRef:46] Manuscripts from a lengthy court case which outlined the economic decline of the Burke family were revealing, although they gave little evidence as to conditions at local level in the Glinsk estate at the time of the sale.[footnoteRef:47] While the lack of estate papers make a study considerably more difficult, it ensures that the focus remains on the experience of the much more numerous poorer classes who were to shape the political agenda in future decades as the franchise expanded.  [46:  Western Star, 31 May 1856.]  [47:  Judgement in case of Dowell v Burke and Others (National Library of Ireland, M5484).] 

	The fact that the evictions were discussed in parliament was crucial in terms of bringing the account to a wider audience and that initial debate in parliament elicited much comment from journalists throughout the United Kingdom. The speeches given in parliament are also interesting as they cast light on the various positions adopted by M.P.s, including County Galway M.P. Thomas Bellew.[footnoteRef:48] Parliamentary papers also proved illuminating in terms of the relationship between those in office in Ireland. Mr Patrick McMahon, M.P. for County Wexford, in a 1858 speech disparaging the performance of Horsman as Chief Secretary for Ireland, noted that Colonel French, M.P. for Roscommon, had spoken in the House of the state of affairs in Ireland when Horsman was there: ‘The common description of the Government of Ireland when he (Mr Horsman) was there, was Carlisle did the dancing, Horsman the hunting and Larcom the business’.[footnoteRef:49] [48:  Hansard 3, HC, cxli, 1707-18 (29 April 1856).]  [49:  Hansard 3, HC, cl, 1458-60 (3 June 1858).] 

Parliamentary debate prompted many column inches at national and international levels, but the issue of the evictions was also hotly disputed in local newspapers. The 1850s saw a huge rise in the number of newspapers available in Connacht. In 1850 there were 65 newspapers being published nationally, by 1865 this had risen to 103, thanks in part to a change in the taxation system.[footnoteRef:50] The main Dublin-based newspapers of the era were the pro-tenant The Nation (est. 1842 and revived 1849), The Freeman’s Journal (est. 1763), which reflected moderate nationalist opinion and the Unionist publication Daily Express (est. 1851), while The Times (est. 1785) was the most important London-based newspaper of that era for coverage of the events in Glinsk and Creggs.[footnoteRef:51] Reports from the Freeman’s Journal were regularly reprinted in local newspapers and it was, at this juncture, the most important influence on attitudes of the burgeoning tenant middle class. Since 1850, the paper was wholly owned by Sir John Gray, a Protestant who supported Repeal, the Tenant League and in the 1860s was an advocate of disestablishment of the Church of Ireland.[footnoteRef:52] [50:  Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, p. 30.]  [51:  Felix M. Larkin, ‘“A Great Daily Organ”: The Freeman’s Journal, 1763-1924’, History Ireland, 
    Vol. 14, No. 3 (May-June, 2006), p. 44.]  [52:  Ibid.] 

	Closer to the Glinsk Creggs area, the most important newspapers in county Galway were the Galway Vindicator (est. 1841), the Tuam Herald (est. 1837) and the Ballinasloe-based Western Star (est. 1845).[footnoteRef:53] The Galway Vindicator was known for defending Catholic interests, but the Catholics it was interested in defending were more likely the middle classes and in particular the Galway town-based business classes; the Tuam Herald adopted a strong stance on the need for greater security of tenure for tenants. The Galway Mercury (est. 1844) was pro-tenant right, while the Galway Express (est. 1853) was a defender of Protestant interests, including landlord interests.[footnoteRef:54] The Western Star was an advocate of the improving landlord and described itself as ‘friendly to the Church of England but no enemy to conscientious dissent’.[footnoteRef:55] It was owned by Thomas French and in 1853 the ownership changed to Robert Hood Smythe, a former agent on the Goldsmith estate in Co. Kerry and a great enthusiast of the farming model advocated by Allan Pollok.[footnoteRef:56] [53:  Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, pp. 196-219.]  [54:  Ibid., p. 195-8.]  [55:  Ibid., p. 219.]  [56:  Western Star, 25 August 1855; Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, p. 219.] 

	In Roscommon the most popular newspaper was the pro-Liberal Roscommon Weekly Messenger (est. 1848), which advocated changes to the land tenure system.[footnoteRef:57] The pro-Conservative Boyle-based Roscommon and Leitrim Gazette (est. 1822) would not have penetrated much into the area. The Roscommon town-based and pro-tenant Roscommon Journal (est. 1828) was the paper closest to the events in Glinsk and Creggs and was probably, along with the Tuam Herald, the most widely read paper in the area.[footnoteRef:58] [57:  Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, p. 212.]  [58:  Ibid., pp. 211-212.] 

Newspapers also proved a valuable source of background material in terms of the major parties involved in the story of the Pollok evictions in the Glinsk Creggs area, including the Kelly family of Curraghbeg, whose rise and fall can be traced through the reports on the meetings of Glenamaddy Board of Guardians, the minutes of which have not survived. Such reports also contained valuable information on numbers in the workhouse, what areas they came from and conditions in the newly-opened workhouse in Glenamaddy.
	During the course of the Pollok evictions, Pollok sought to convey to the public that impoverished tenants of a few acres of land would be more comfortable as regular wage-earning labourers, the success or otherwise of his plans can be traced in the census records.[footnoteRef:59] [59:  Census of Ireland 1841, County Galway; Census of Ireland 1851, County Galway; Census of 
    Ireland 1861, County Galway; Census of Ireland 1871, County Galway; Census of Ireland 1881, 
    County Galway.] 

Secondary sources relating to the Pollok evictions often raise more questions than answers and as a result primary sources proved the most valuable for this study. Both primary and secondary sources are mediated, set in a nuanced context and aimed at a particular audience. All sources have to be assessed in light of the author’s purpose, whether it is John Kelly writing a memorandum for the Parnell Commission in 1880 or Michael Davitt writing about landlords from the perspective of someone who had suffered the psychological trauma of watching his family being evicted as a young child. Thus, while the secondary sources help trace the importance of the Pollok evictions through the rise of nationalism in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, to elicit the authentic account of what actually happened in the 1850s it was necessary to revert fully to contemporaneous accounts.

*

While the name of Allan Pollok was pilloried by nineteenth century tenant leaders such as Parnell and Matt Harris, the awareness of the evictions carried out by him appears to have faded with the passage of time.[footnoteRef:60] Evictions in Ballinlass, Partry, Ballycohey and Derryveagh have been fully explored, thanks in part to their extensive press coverage at the time. Evictions of the 1880s attracted an international audience and were the subject of many paintings and photographs. Although they were debated in The Times and in parliament, press coverage of the Pollok evictions was less extensive, partly as a result of their drawn-out nature, but the significance of the evictions has also been obscured in the intervening period by the magnificence of the farm steadings that Pollok went on to create and the high farming methods he employed. Not alone did the memory of the evictions fade somewhat but they were also dismissed by some historians who pointed to the fact that many of those evicted were allowed to remain as caretakers. This investigation of Pollok evictions will be a useful measure against which to compare the attitude taken to date by historians on the subject of caretaker agreements and arrangements. [60:  The Times, 16 October 1879; Roscommon Messenger 26 September 1891; Eviction report from 
    Bernard Cummins, Sub-Inspector, Ballygar to Inspector General 
    Brownrigg, Constabulary Office, Dublin, 12 November 1853 (National Archives of Ireland, 
    CSORP, 10232/1853).
 Letter from Denis H. Kelly to Thomas Larcom, 24 September 1855 (National Library of 
    Ireland, Larcom Papers, MS 7577).
 Letter from Arthur Pollok to Sir George Grey, Secretary of State, 17 January 1856 (National 
    Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

Some elements of the evictions carried out by Allan and Margaret Pollok appear to have been largely misunderstood to date. Following their arrival in east Galway, approximately 1,000 families received notice to quit their holdings. Within three years 530 families were evicted from the Glinsk Creggs estate and just fewer than 250 were removed from the former West estate, as well as others from small estates in south Galway purchased by the Polloks. A further 220 families, who were initially threatened with notices to quit, were left in occupancy, albeit on poorer marginal land which Pollok spurned as being of no value to his project.
	The outgoing tenants were placed in a difficult position, trying to secure tenancies at a time when consolidation was the order of the day. The imbalance between supply and demand most likely resulted in increased rents. Those tenants who remained in the country were predominantly spread throughout north Galway and mid and south Roscommon. Because of the difficulty in tracing them, it is not possible to establish if any of those went on to become leaders in the tenant right movement. The physical upheaval and the psychological trauma of evictions were enunciated by men such as Michael Davitt, but while accounts of the evictions in Glinsk and Creggs were passed down through families in some cases, they remained largely unspoken of. For those evicted, whether they spoke openly about the evictions or not, security of tenure was to be a fundamental question in coming years.
	While the scale of the Pollok evictions is significant, the timing is also important. These evictions are exceptional in terms of being a mass clearance where the nature of the clearance is documented in the valuation books, albeit not very clearly. Although only a few years elapsed between the Famine and the beginning of the Pollok eviction process, there is evidence to suggest that tenants were able to coalesce and offer resistance to the clearance plans. Another important element is the presence of the Independent Irish Party, which provided a voice in parliament for the tenants. Although the loosely-assembled Party was later to flounder, it provided an international forum at a crucial juncture for the tenants in Glinsk and Creggs to air their grievances.
	Given the large clearance initially envisaged by Pollok, it is little wonder that his name became a by-word at national level for the evicting landlord and the term enjoyed a shorthand currency among tenant right advocates during the next two decades. It also helped promote the stereotype of the incoming Encumbered Estate landlord as a hard-nosed Scottish businessman with a penchant for clearances, which is discussed in more depth in chapter six.
Many eviction studies have failed to mention those carried out by the Polloks, while others such as Barbara Lewis Solow in her 1971 study The Land Question and the Irish Economy 1870-1903 dismissed the Pollok evictions, pointing to the fact that tenants were readmitted as caretakers. She states that, of the 1,849 families evicted in 1855, 525 were readmitted, while the following year 1,108 families were evicted and 230 readmitted. Solow appears to make little distinction between instances where families were dispossessed of their holding and house and those where people were simply dispossessed of their holding. Where the records indicate a family as having been readmitted, possibly just to a house, Solow does not count this as an eviction. But it was the holding and not the house that provided the livelihood and was crucial to the economic wellbeing of a family.
	In 1856 Thomas Larcom, Under-Secretary of State for Ireland, when asked by Edward Horsman, Chief Secretary for Ireland, if the Pollok evictions in Glinsk and Creggs were in fact evictions, because the people involved had been allowed to stay on in their cabins, confirmed that they were de facto evictions.[footnoteRef:61] W.E. Vaughan in Landlords and Tenants in Mid-Victorian Ireland stated that the Pollok evictions were controversial because they challenged notions about the proper management of estate and debate surrounded his attempts to convert the tenants to labourers. However, he adds, ‘The valuation books and the census returns show roughly what happened on the estate: holdings disappeared, but the people remained’.[footnoteRef:62] I disagree with Vaughan in this regard and believe that both the holdings and the people disappeared. But it must be conceded to Vaughan that this did not occur immediately. It should be noted that many of the families on the estate by 1880 were brought in by Pollok to work as herds, gamekeepers, ploughmen and other specialised occupations, the skills for which were not to be found in the area. Thus, while the population dropped significantly, the figure for displacement of the original population was actually higher. [61:  Letter from T.A. Larcom to Edward Horsman, 24 May 1856 (National Library of Ireland, 
    Larcom Papers, MS 7577).]  [62:  Vaughan, Landlords and Tenants in Mid-Victorian Ireland,  p. 27.] 

	This study of the Pollok evictions is an opportunity to test Solow’s thesis, to determine the fate of those allowed back into their homes and to question the dismissal of caretaker evictions by both Solow and Vaughan. There are two elements to Solow’s thesis, firstly her acceptance of the home, as opposed to the land holding, as the central point of the tenancy and secondly her belief that caretaker tenants enjoyed an uninterrupted occupancy after what she deemed to be a technical eviction.
	Physical eviction from a holding had long-lasting psychological impacts for all involved and thus came to be the epitome of eviction. It was these types of evictions that provided the heart-wrenching scenes of eviction in Ireland. Caretaker evictions were a much more muted style of eviction and were of much less interest to newspapers in terms of reporting evictions. The lack of shocking pictures of desolation and misery not alone dissuaded the newspaper editors from allocating resources for reporters; it also appears to have dampened the interest of historians in intervening decades.
The fate of those readmitted as caretakers varied widely, from the tenants readmitted to the Trinity College estates in county Kerry, for whom it appears that the eviction was little more than a hiccup in their tenure, to the Pollok evictions, where re-admittance provided temporary respite and continuance in the home often depended on the ability of adult children to earn enough to ensure that their parents could remain in place.[footnoteRef:63] Family finances remained stable once labouring work was available, but if that was no longer available, be it through the completion of a building project or the increasing availability of farm machinery, families were plunged once more into a precarious financial position. The failure of the police records to record whether people were readmitted to their house or holding or both is a major weakness in those records.  [63:  Vaughan, Landlords and Tenants in Ireland 1848-1904, p. 16; Report of the 
    Commissioners appointed to inquire into Trinity College, Dublin, Estates, 1905, Vol. 27, Sub 
    Vol. 1, p. 24.] 

An examination of the material collected as part of this study reveals the importance of the estate agent in a region, even prior to the introduction of the high farming methods employed by men such as Pollok. Michael Kelly, as agent on the Burke estate, had a pivotal role in local society. He was the local representative on the Glenamaddy Board of Guardians. Through his position as agent, he had negotiated advantageous leases for himself and held almost 1,000 acres of land, although it was not always his name that appeared on the lease.[footnoteRef:64] During the years of the Famine, he was to the fore, along with the local priests, in endeavouring to shield local people from its worst ravages and it was to this duo of agent and priest that the community turned again when the danger of eviction presented. While the lack of a resident landlord may have exposed the tenants, it gave much greater freedom to the agent, as he became the final arbiter in local disputes. [64:  Western Star, 21 April 1855.] 

The hyperbole of the nationalist writers of the late nineteenth century on the subject of evictions was correctly questioned by Barbara Solow in the 1970s, but the intervening four decades since Solow’s work have shown that perhaps it is time to readjust the pendulum of historiography back towards the centre. Reviewing her own work Solow recently described her 1970 study as an empirical example of Marx’s theory of primitive accumulation, based on the opposition of two versions of property rights, communal (feudalism) and primitive (capitalism).[footnoteRef:65] While the study of the Pollok evictions focuses on a particular estate, the struggle played out on the estate reflects a conflict that had been waged all across Europe. The exaggeration and highly emotive language of the nineteenth century Irish commentators, many of whom it must be borne in mind, suffered the psychological trauma of witnessing heart-breaking scenes of eviction, is perhaps too far to one extreme of the spectrum, while the statistical data compiled by Solow is perhaps too far to the other extreme. This study of the Pollok evictions reveals that the story is more nuanced; there is a world of difference between an eviction where a tenant is reinstated to both home and tenancy and one where the tenant is simply allowed to remain renting the home. Yet there is some truth in her assertion that ‘The Irish land question turns out to be not a story of rapacious capitalist landlord and their exploited tenant victims but a struggle between two conceptions of property.’[footnoteRef:66]  [65:  Barbara L. Solow, ‘The Irish land question in a wider context’, in Campbell and Varley, 
   (Eds.), Land Questions in Modern Ireland, p. 73.]  [66:  Ibid., p. 76.] 

L. Perry Curtis, as part of his insightful study, The Depiction of Eviction in Ireland 1845-1910, warned against an over-emphasis on data and pointed instead to the power of myth, memory and emotion. He also recognised that evictions that were perceived as unfair were the spur for the ‘growing conviction among Irish Catholics that the land belonged to “the people” and should therefore be restored to them.’[footnoteRef:67] The Pollok evictions of the 1850s were perceived as unfair at the time by the local community, which mounted a vocal and extensive campaign of opposition and, although the community was dispersed in the ensuing decades, they retained a belief that this land should be restored to them, something which came about for many of the families involved five decades after the tumultuous events of the 1850s. [67:  L. Perry Curtis, The Depiction of Eviction in Ireland 1845 – 1910, p. 2.] 



2. Background to evictions

The issue of evictions and the resultant need for legislation to improve security of tenure for tenants dominated the agrarian debate in the west of Ireland in the mid- to late-1850s. Evictions such as those carried out by the Polloks and Mrs Blake in Dartfield were debated in great detail by observers throughout Connacht and it is somewhat unusual that the Creggs, Dartfield and Ballinlass evictions were linked by the presence of female evicting landlords.[footnoteRef:68] [68:  For reports on Dartfield evictions, see Western Star, 10, 17, 24 November 1855, 5, 19 January 
    1856, 23 February 1856, 29 March 1856, 3 May 1856, 22 November 1856.] 

	Eviction all across Ireland shared many common threads, and to fully understand the experience of the tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area, it is necessary to examine the conditions that pertained on the ground, the nature of land holding in the area, the different circumstances of large and small tenants and the housing and social conditions in the region. The leadership provided by local people during the Famine, which ended four years previously, is examined with a view to ascertaining whether the same people were called upon again to lead the local populace in a time of crisis.
The stimulus that drove the Pollok family to purchase land in the west of Ireland also needs to be examined, as does the scientific and educational background of those involved and the beliefs that underpinned the Polloks’ certainty in the morality of their Irish project. Prior to their arrival on the scene in the Glinsk Creggs area, the Polloks had put a significant agricultural project into place on the portion of their estate south of Ballinasloe and the reaction to this also deserves to be queried.

The Glinsk Creggs area
The Glinsk Creggs area is located in the extreme north east of county Galway, alongside the border with county Roscommon, in a triangle from Ballymoe on the county boundary, to Ballygar, which is further south and Glenamaddy to the west. The Burke estate in the barony of Ballymoe in north east Galway encompassed much of the civil and religious parishes of Ballynakill and Kilbegnet in the Glinsk and Creggs areas respectively. 
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Map 1. Map showing location of Glinsk and Creggs in north east Galway.
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Map 2. Map showing the north east Galway area and the border with County Roscommon.
The epicentre of the estate was Glinsk Castle but the fact that the Burkes ceased to reside in the Castle, probably in the late eighteenth or early nineteenth century, resulted in a decline in importance of the Castle.[footnoteRef:69] Joseph Burke, brother of Baronet John Burke, went to live at Fairfield House in Creggs and eventually the focus of the estate switched to the Creggs area, with the Castle in Glinsk by that stage derelict and falling into disrepair and the largest houses inhabited by the gentry now being in the Creggs area. Part of the Burke estate was sold to Allen Dowell in 1813. Allen Dowell’s family hailed from County Roscommon members and the family had connections in the nearby Castlecoote or Creemully area. Dowell, after amassing a fortune through the sherry business in Spain, returned to his native Ireland and built an impressive home at Skehard, Creggs, which was completed in 1840. [69:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, GY007, surveyed 1838 describes Glinsk Castle as being in ruins.] 

	In the civil parish of Kilbegnet most of the land now situate in county Galway was part of either the Burke or Dowell estates (see appendix 8). The land in what is now County Roscommon was dominated by John Sheil and St. George Caulfield, who owned much of the adjoining civil parish of Donamon. Significant landowners in the civil parish of Ballynakill included John Cheevers of Killyan, James C. Kenny, Sir Hugh Gough and John MacHale, Catholic Archbishop of Tuam since 1834, titular owner of diocesan lands.
	The death of John Burke, the 11th Baronet Burke of Glinsk in 1845 saw his brother, Joseph Burke, then living at Fairfield, succeed to the title and this further cemented the adjoining Fairfield and Skehard townlands as the epicentre of the estate. The Burke estate was administered by the Court of Chancery for approximately thirty years before the eventual sale in the Encumbered Estates Court.
	The estate featured one village, Creggs, located nine miles south east of Roscommon, while Glinsk Castle is approximately five miles south of Ballymoe and nine miles north east of Glenamaddy. A correspondent for The Journal of Agriculture noted, ‘The little village of Creggs was a miserable place when it came into Mr Pollock’s possession’.[footnoteRef:70] The river Suck formed part of the boundary of the estate and was an important thoroughfare, especially in the supply of goods to Glinsk Castle. [70:  The Journal of Agriculture (London, 1866), p. 15.] 

Administrative problems were posed by the fact that Glinsk was forty five miles away from the administrative seat of the county in Galway, and the estate was split in relation to police jurisdictions, with Glinsk in the west riding of the county and Creggs in the east riding. Events on the Glinsk Creggs estate were only in the peripheral vision of newspapers based in the town of Galway and while the Tuam Herald was a strong advocate of tenant right, it was often the Roscommon-based Roscommon Journal that provided the best reports on happenings on the estate, such as the eviction of the agent.[footnoteRef:71] Tenants were administratively in County Galway but many were socially closer to events in County Roscommon, as evidenced by the impact the evictions had on tenant right leaders such as Castlerea-based businessman John Fitzgibbon, who was a regular visitor to tenant right meetings in Creggs in later decades. The administrative boundaries created research difficulties in terms of lack of interest from Galway-based newspapers in events in Glinsk and Creggs; Roscommon-based newspapers were unable to attend the assizes in Galway and eviction parties had to be organised in two police jurisdictions and this helped obscure the timeline of eviction. [71:  Roscommon Journal, 6 September 1856.] 

	Land in the area was of mixed quality with the best land in Glinsk lying in the 1,000-acre demesne around Glinsk Castle while in the Creggs area, the superior land was in the area between the village and Skehard, dominated by the three houses of Milford, Skehard and Fairfield. Land of poorer quality was to be found on the slopes of Mount Mary.
	Roads in the region were considered to be of good quality. One correspondent commented, ‘Mr Pollok’s large estates are, of course, well situated in this respect, although in some parts he has had new lines of road to construct for his own convenience. The public roads, however, even in that remote part of Ireland, are numerous, and in excellent order.’[footnoteRef:72] Developments in transport were making large parts of Ireland more accessible but in the Glinsk Creggs area, the nearest canal was in Ballinasloe, over twenty miles away. This opened in 1828; but was of little use to the Glinsk area although linkages with the river Suck improved access to Glinsk by water. Rail was to prove more important and the nearest station to Glinsk and Creggs during the 1850s was located in Ballinasloe with the relevant section of the Westport line, including stations in Castlerea (ten miles from Glinsk), Donamon (seven miles) and Ballymoe (four miles), opening in the early 1860s.[footnoteRef:73] [72:  The Journal of Agriculture, p. 16.]  [73:  Cunningham, ‘A town tormented by the sea’: Galway 1790-1914, p. 24.] 

	The economic boom created by the Napoleonic wars reverberated as far as the Glinsk and Creggs areas. Like other areas of the country, the rising prices heightened confidence, people married younger, optimistic of a bright future. This confidence is displayed in the comments of a labourer from the Ballinasloe region to the Poor Law Commission, ‘If I had a blanket to cover her, I would marry the woman I loved; and if I could get potatoes enough to put into my children’s mouths, I would be as happy and content as any man, and think myself as happy off as Lord Dunlo.’[footnoteRef:74] By the late 1830s this situation was changing, with the average age of marriage increasing. Changed market conditions meant that tillage farming without capital was no longer profitable in Britain and the changes wrought by this were stretching westwards towards Ireland.[footnoteRef:75] Raymond Crotty noted that the Famine may have hastened the trend towards clearing people to make way for livestock, but only along lines already established. Kevin Whelan notes that the aftermath of the Napoleonic Wars brought a sharp depression, agricultural prices halved, the herring deserted the west coast, the linen industry was decimated by factory-based spinning and weaving and there was a succession of wet summers and bad harvests.[footnoteRef:76] Donald E. Jordan notes that the drop in grain prices and the collapse of the linen industry in County Mayo exposed the vulnerability of the population.[footnoteRef:77] [74:  K. H. Connell, The population of Ireland 1750-1845, p. 80, as quoted in Patrick K. Egan, The 
    Parish of Ballinasloe, p. 170.]  [75:  Crotty, pp. 40-1.]  [76:  Kevin Whelan, ‘Settlement patterns in the West of Ireland in the pre-Famine period’, in Timothy 
    Collins, (Ed.), Decoding the Landscape (2nd edition, 1997, Galway), p. 70.]  [77:  Donald E. Jordan, Land and Popular Politics in Ireland: County Mayo from the Plantation to 
    the Land War, (Cambridge, 1994), p. 73.] 

Unsurprisingly, farming was the predominant occupation in Glinsk and Creggs, employing a quarter of the population in both areas. Almost 1,000 women and ninety men were employed in textile production with lesser numbers employed in areas such as provision of accommodation. The census also noted two female and one male health practitioners in the area. There were six constabulary members located in Creggs, with similar numbers in Glenamaddy, Ballymoe, Williamstown and Ballygar.[footnoteRef:78] According to the Returns of Agricultural Produce in Ireland, 1847, grass, oats, potatoes and turnips were the main crops sown in the Glinsk area, with wheat, barley and rye represented to a lesser extent.[footnoteRef:79]  [78:  Census of Ireland 1841, County Galway, pp. 374-375.]  [79:  Returns of agricultural produce in Ireland, 1847, ‘Agricultural returns for the year 1847, County 
    of Galway’, Vol. 57, 1847-48, p. 40.] 

	A glance at the housing stock reveals important differences between the Glinsk and Creggs areas and suggests that the non-interventionist nature of the Court of Chancery had resulted in few improvements in housing stock in the Glinsk area. The census of 1841 shows two first class houses in Kilbegnet and none of this standard in Glinsk. The same census shows that, of the inhabited houses in Kilbegnet, first class houses made up 0.2 per cent of the stock, second class houses made up 4.1 per cent of the total, third class 70.9 per cent and fourth class, or mud cabins, making up the remaining 24.8 per cent. Conversely, in Glinsk, second class houses represented 1 per cent; third classes 10 per cent and 89 per cent of the houses in the area were fourth class mud cabins, or 702 of the 790 houses.[footnoteRef:80] Kevin Whelan states that housing could be provided cheaply using local materials – stones for walls, tempered clay for floors, ‘wreck’ timber for rafters and oats, bent grass or reed for thatch.[footnoteRef:81] [80:  Census of Ireland 1841, County Galway, Barony of Ballymoe, pp. 374-375.]  [81:  Kevin Whelan, ‘The modern landscape: from plantation to present’, in F. H. A. Aalen, Kevin 
    Whelan & Geraldine Stout (Eds.), Atlas of the Irish Rural Landscape, Cork, 1997, p. 82.] 

According to a correspondent for The Journal of Agriculture, the female population on Polloks’ Glinsk and Creggs estate were a lazy lot, 

The women do not seem to understand house-work, even of the most simple kind, and prefer sitting all day with their toes in the ashes, rather than bestir themselves to keep their houses or themselves and their children, “redd-up” and clean. Of cooking they know little or nothing and hence increased wages do not always result in an improved dietary for their hard-working husbands.[footnoteRef:82] [82:  The Journal of Agriculture (London, 1866), p. 12.] 


The poor quality housing and prevalence of rundale strips in the Glinsk area suggest that poverty was endemic in the area. Mary Cawley in her study of settlement patterns in county Roscommon noted that the distribution of clachans coincided with the least well-managed estates where the practice of rundale was prevalent.[footnoteRef:83] Whelan notes that the use of the word clachan is now contentious as its linguistic basis has been destroyed and in this study the term ‘village’ is used to denote the cluster of houses in the marginal areas where rundale was practised.[footnoteRef:84] A perusal of the Ordnance Survey maps as surveyed in the late 1830s shows a large number of nucleated settlements in the Glinsk area in townlands such as Moneen and Ballincurry whereas maps for the Dowell estate show no such nucleated settlements in townlands such as Gorteenfada and Cuilnacappy, suggesting that the Dowell estate was managed much more actively than the Burke estate.[footnoteRef:85] Whelan also notes that the most dense population was contained on the poorer soils, ‘Ganntanas talaimh, tiubh na daoine’.[footnoteRef:86] [83:  Mary E. Cawley, ‘Aspects of continuity and change in nineteenth century rural settlement 
    patterns: Findings from County Roscommon’, Studia Hibernica (Dublin 1982/83), p. 115.]  [84:  Whelan, ‘Settlement patterns in the West of Ireland in the pre-Famine period’, p. 63.]  [85:  See Ordnance Survey Ireland, Co. Galway, 6 inch CE1, RN 38, GY007 for Ballincurry and 
    Moneen on the Burke Estate in Glinsk and Co. Galway 6 inch CE1 GY 019, GY020 and GY 
    032 for the townlands of Gorteenfada and Cuilnacappy on the Dowell estate in Creggs.]  [86:  Whelan, ‘The Modern Landscape’, p. 85, ‘Ganntanas talaimh, tiubh na daoine’ translates as ‘the 
    poorer the soil, the more dense the population’, reflecting the increasing predilection for the 
    concentration of smaller tenancies away from the best cattle-raising land.] 
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Map  3. Map showing the ‘village’ of Ballincurry in the townland of Ballincurry, Glinsk.[footnoteRef:87] [87:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, Co. Galway, 6 inch CE1, RN 38, GY007, surveyed 1838.] 
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Map 4. Map showing townland of Gorteenfada, Creggs, on the Dowell estate, with no evidence of ‘village’ type settlement.[footnoteRef:88] [88:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, Co. Galway 6 inch CE1 GY 019, GY020, GY032, surveyed 1838.] 


Farming in the area at the time was of a primitive nature with hand tools dominating, as cottiers and smaller tenants did not have the resources to invest in machinery. The area is contained in a region of Ireland where cattle fattening competed with small farms and this is confirmed by maps of the area, which show larger fields in upland areas surrounded by minute fields in areas of poorer quality lands.[footnoteRef:89] The narrow strips of land and the fact that tenancies were held by ‘companies’ of tenants suggest that some form of rundale was still being practised in the area, whereby groups of tenants rented an area such as a townland and divided the land among them. The cluster of houses was surrounded by tiny fields which contained vegetable gardens.[footnoteRef:90] Rundale was not an ancient settlement pattern, but rather a reaction to increasing land hunger and these poor quality lands were most likely colonised in the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries by those evicted from adjoining more desirable regions.[footnoteRef:91] Outside that was an area or infield used for growing crops, and this land was redistributed from time to time to ensure fairness.[footnoteRef:92] The poorer quality lands outside this were either farmed communally with tenants allocated a Gaelic measure or ‘collop’ to define the amount of stock they could have on the pasturage, or if the outfield lands spread into mountain pastures, cattle could be moved there in summer, attended by young people who lived in temporary huts.[footnoteRef:93] This ‘booley’ system was important for butter making and lent its name to the townland of Boleythomas/Ballythomas in the area of Sliabh Mhuire or Mount Mary. [89:  Whelan, ‘The Modern Landscape’, p. 70.]  [90:  Ibid., p. 80.]  [91:  Whelan, ‘Settlement Patterns in the West of Ireland’, p. 60 -62.]  [92:  Whelan, ‘The Modern Landscape’, p. 80.]  [93:  Jordan, Land and popular Politics in Ireland p. 55; Whelan, ‘The Modern 
    Landscape’, p. 80.] 

Whelan points out that rather than being an outdated system, rundale was ‘a sophisticated response to specific ecological and social problems’ which maximised the carrying capacity of a particular environment during a time of population expansion.[footnoteRef:94] Jordan points to the importance of rundale in conditions of increasing population, ‘in a period of rapidly increasing population, the rundale system provided easy access to the land for the growing number of farm families’.[footnoteRef:95] In the mid-1840s Jordan notes that 58 per cent of land in County Mayo was held in joint tenancies.[footnoteRef:96] Whelan adds that co-operative management and agreed land use were a necessary adjustment where capital was limited but labour was unrestricted.[footnoteRef:97] By the mid-nineteenth century, poor tenants had become increasingly dependent on the potato. Oats was a cash crop used to pay rent, cows were beyond their means and the difficulty in storing potatoes meant that it was logical to eat the potatoes and sell the oats. Part of the problem of the lack of storability of the potato was solved by what Whelan terms an ‘efficient ecological hoover’, the pig.[footnoteRef:98] [94:  Whelan, ‘The Modern Landscape’, p. 81.]  [95:  Jordan, Land and popular Politics in Ireland p. 56.]  [96:  Ibid., p. 57.]  [97:  Whelan, ‘The Modern Landscape’, pp. 80-81.]  [98:  Ibid., pp. 87-88.] 

The rundale system also provided a communal identity. If one townland was leased by a company of tenants, this was the ‘village’. Larger townlands could be comprised of two or three ‘villages’, as pertained in the adjoining parish of Newbridge.[footnoteRef:99] Robert James Scally in his study on evictions in Ballykilcline near Strokestown in County Roscommon, notes that the townland of Ballykilcline contained three smaller settlements or ‘bailia’ and in Glinsk, the townlands of Ballincurry and Keelogues East both contained three smaller ‘bailia’ or divisions.[footnoteRef:100] [99:  Crehan, p. 29.]  [100:  Robert James Scally, The End of Hidden Ireland: Rebellion, Famine & Emigration (New York, 
    1995), pp. 10, 21.] 

The lease for the ‘village’ was taken by a head tenant and he in turn often let to three or four others. In some cases the head tenant left during the Famine, creating a post-Famine picture of large numbers of very poor tenants.[footnoteRef:101] Whelan notes, ‘The rundale villages acted as a type of mobile pioneer fringe; the spade and the spud conquered the contours as the limits of cultivation rose’.[footnoteRef:102] On the Glinsk Creggs estate, the townland of Ballincurry is a good example of this cultivation of the fringe, the upland areas were divided into larger fields while the poorer lands nearer Lough Loung feature the ‘villages’ of ‘Ballincurry’ and ‘Curranagh’. Similarly in the Mount Mary area, the adjoining townlands of Camderry, Boleythomas and Tallavnamraher all feature ‘villages’ of the same name.[footnoteRef:103] [101:  Whelan, ‘Settlement patterns in the West of Ireland’, p. 72.]  [102:  Ibid., p. 69.]  [103:  For Ballincurry, see GY007, surveyed 1837-38; for Camderry, Boleythomas and 
    Tallavnamraher, see GY019, GY032, surveyed 1838.] 
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Map 5. ‘Village’ of Ballythomas in townland of Ballythomas in the Slievemurray/Mount Mary area of Creggs[footnoteRef:104] [104:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, map GY019, GY032, surveyed 1838.] 


There are references that appear to suggest that the Glinsk Creggs area had a reputation for lawlessness, but there is scant evidence of any major incidents taking place. The song ‘Ned Mór Ó Lochain’ recalls a man with relatives in the Mount Mary area who was hanged in 1820 for Ribbon activities.[footnoteRef:105] Returns in relation to unlawful activities in the mid-1840s reveal robbery of arms in Kilmacrickard, Glinsk and an aggravated assault at Rosmoylan, Creggs, involving four men, designed to prevent the taking of land.[footnoteRef:106] Local magistrate Denis Kelly, in correspondence with Dublin Castle stated, ‘The conduct of the peasantry in that neighbourhood having been of late very lawless and riotous.’[footnoteRef:107] A letter from the local Relief Committee stated, ‘people are becoming very lawless indeed’ and attacks on the sheep of neighbouring farmers were noted.[footnoteRef:108] The reputation for lawlessness could have resulted from the fact the area was very remote, no important routes passed through the Glinsk or Mount Mary areas, both were remote from the town of Galway, the seat of power in the county and the involvement of police or magistrates in the daily lives of the poorer classes would have been minimal. [105:  Bairbre ní Fhloinn, ‘D’imigh an ghaeilge agus tháinig an tae’, in Padraig Ó Healai et al (Ed.), 
     Téada Dúchais: Aistí in ómós don Ollamh Breandán Ó Madagáin (Indreabhán, Co. Galway, 
     2002), pp. 233-234.]  [106:  House of Commons, Return of assaults, incendiary fires, robbery of arms, administration of 
     unlawful oaths, threatening letters, malicious injuries to property and firing into dwellings 
     1845-1846, Vol. 35.]  [107:  Letter from Clanricarde to John Pitt Kennedy, 5 February 1846 (National Archives, Relief 
     Papers, RLFC 3/1/491), quoted in John Joe Conwell, A Galway Landlord during the Great 
     Famine, (Dublin, 2003), p. 20.]  [108:  Letter from Joseph Burke to Relief Office, 28 October 1846 (National Archives, Relief Papers 
     RLFC 3/2/11/8), quoted in Martin Ward, History in Glinsk (Glinsk, 2002), p. 146. ] 

Conflict arose from a variety of issues: strangers coming into an area and displacing local labourers, family disputes, rising commodity prices, but Michael Huggins in his study of social conflict in County Roscommon notes that as land was the prerequisite for the subsistence farming which sustained the poorer classes of tenants, it was changes to the mechanisms under which land was held that most often provoked social conflict.[footnoteRef:109] Where organised resistance to change was undertaken, the whiteboy or thresher movement was often to the fore in organising the community action. According to Huggins, clergy were not involved in the period before O’Connell’s movement and in fact they were more often found delivering critical sermons on whiteboy activities and were ejected from chapel and assaulted on occasion as a result of such homilies.[footnoteRef:110] Leadership of these tenant movements came from within the ranks of the tenants. In the mid-1840s, Charles Tully, owner of the Roscommon Journal, admonished disgraceful conduct of the peasantry but warned that there would be repercussions from the poor if there were widespread evictions to make way for graziers.[footnoteRef:111] [109:  Huggins, p. 129.]  [110:  Ibid., p. 74, 115.]  [111:  Roscommon Journal, 20 March 1845, in Huggins, p. 116.] 

One notable tenant leader was Michael John Burke of Cloonygormican in the Oran area, which formed part of Glinsk parish. Burke was indicted in 1845 for digging up the lands of Denis Mahon and also with sending him a threatening notice ‘to take the poor into consideration so far as to allow them the Stonepark for potato ground at a fair valuation’ and ending the notice with the words ‘God save the Queen’. During the course of the court case, jurors heard that one sod of the lands was turned in daylight by Burke as a crowd of one thousand people looked on from the roads and streets. When questioned later that day by the police, Burke made fun of the constable’s reading skills and admitted writing the notice and was reported as saying ‘Prisoner said he was not going to do any harm but to lay out that land for conacre for the poor’. His care for the poor earned him seven years transportation. Burke styled himself Captain and called meetings attended by up to 300 people and prescribed amounts to be paid for rent.[footnoteRef:112] Thirty years earlier local magistrate John Willis had reported nightly meeting of men in white shirt uniforms taking place in Oran, where men were sworn to obey Captain Thresher’s laws. [footnoteRef:113] [112:  Roscommon Journal, 12 July 1845; Outrage Report, (National Archives of Ireland, Outrage 
     Report, 16805/1845) in Huggins, p. 153.]  [113:  Huggins, p. 110.] 

Distraints were regularly the subject of clashes, as the whiteboys sought to impose their version of customary law. Huggins notes that the breaking open of pounds to release distrained livestock, attacks on process servers, destruction of processes and rescue of seized property continued for many years, often in daylight.[footnoteRef:114] In Fuerty parish, which adjoins Creggs, a group of men locked up a sheriff’s bailiff in May 1837 and took away property that had been seized.[footnoteRef:115] [114:  Ibid., p. 132.]  [115:  Sparling to Miller, 5 June 1837, (National Archives of Ireland, Outrage Report, 65/1837) in 
     Huggins, p. 130.] 

Alexis de Tocqueville, commenting on the justice system in Ireland opined, ‘in Ireland nearly all justice is extra-legal’, while E.J. Hobsbawm described the whiteboys thus, ‘the social bandit is the very opposite of the criminal, in the public mind. He represents morality.’[footnoteRef:116] Huggins sums it up saying ‘the evidence from Co. Roscommon is of a pervasive sense of solidarity that militated against co-operation with the state when it acted against those perceived as defending the rural poor’. Much of the activities of the whiteboys related to what Huggins terms ‘resistance to unwelcome change’.[footnoteRef:117] [116:  Emmet Larkin, Alexis de Tocqueville’s journey in Ireland, p. 21; E.J Hobsbawm, ‘Social 
     banditry’ in H. Landsberger (Ed.), Rural Protest (London, 1974), p. 143, in Huggins, p. 125.]  [117:  Huggins, p. 140.] 

	Migration and emigration were common in both Glinsk and Creggs by the 1840s. Almost one in every eight persons (12 per cent) of the population of county Galway emigrated between 1851 and 1855, most of whom went to the US via Liverpool.[footnoteRef:118] ‘The Search for Missing Friends’ column in The Boston Pilot refers to six townlands in Glinsk and two in Creggs from which emigrants were sought and the areas of America mentioned ranged from Newfoundland to Idaho and Vermont to New Orleans.[footnoteRef:119] Apart from the US, countless thousands others emigrated to Canada and England and Ottawa and Wolverhampton are also mentioned in The Boston Pilot as places where emigrants from Glinsk and Creggs passed through. [118:  Cunningham, p. 173.]  [119:  Ruth Ann M. Harris, B. Emer O’Keeffe, Donald M. Jacobs (Eds), The search for missing 
     friends: Irish immigrant advertisements placed in the Boston Pilot, Vols. I-VII.] 

	Attendance at local schools provided children with an introduction to the English language as well as literacy and numeracy, invaluable tools for the prospective emigrants as they vied for jobs in America and England. Irish was the vernacular in the Glinsk Creggs area as late as the 1880s; a school inspector who visited Gortnadeeve NS noted that most inhabitants ‘cannot speak English’.[footnoteRef:120] The census of 1841 showed that in Glinsk over 70 per cent of the population could not read or write, less than 6 per cent of women could read only and over 10 per cent could read and write. In Creggs 68 per cent of the population were illiterate, 7 per cent could read only and 9 per cent could read and write. In Creggs village the literacy levels were much higher, as the literacy and numeracy required for work in local shops would have been higher than the norms prevailing in the countryside.[footnoteRef:121] [120:  Creggs N.S., Scholars, p. 72 (2002).]  [121:  Report of the Commissioners appointed to take the Census of Ireland for the year 1841, pp. 
     374-375.] 

	Samuel Lewis in his Topographical Dictionary noted five hedge schools in Glinsk, with an average roll of approximately 70 pupils.[footnoteRef:122] He also reported a public school in Crosswell with about 100 pupils, which was principally supported by Mr Edmund Dowell. The Commission for Public Instruction also noted five schools in Glinsk, with an average of just over 60 pupils in each, whose contributions maintained the school. Four of the five featured Roman Catholic catechism instruction daily.[footnoteRef:123] In 1835 the Commissioners of Public Instruction in Ireland had noted five Roman Catholic schools, four of which were hedge schools, in the Creggs area.[footnoteRef:124] The Parliamentary Gazetteer of Ireland of 1845 noted five daily schools in the Creggs area, one with £10 a year and a house from Mr Dowell.[footnoteRef:125] This school had 214 boys and ninety girls on the books.[footnoteRef:126] Mr Dowell was also patron of schools in Gortnadeeve (est. 1844) and Friaryland (est. 1832).[footnoteRef:127] The provision of education was another advantage of having a resident landlord living in the local area. When Creggs NS was established in 1852 it was under the patronage of the local parish priest of Kilbegnet, Fr Coffey. [122:  Samuel Lewis, Topographical Dictionary of Ireland, Vol. I, BAL, (London, 1840), p. 157.]  [123:  Commissioners of Public Instruction in Ireland, Diocese of Elphin, Benefice of Donamon, 
     Report, 1st and 2nd, Vol. 2, (London, 1835), pp. 27-28.]  [124:  Commissioners of Public Instruction in Ireland, Province of Tuam, Benefice of Athleague, 
     Report, 1st and 2nd, Vol. 2, (London, 1835), p. 20.]  [125:  Mr. Dowell was described in Department of Education papers as a layman from Castlecoote. 
     Creggs N.S., Scholars, p. 72.]  [126:  The Parliamentary Gazetteer of Ireland 1844-55, Vol. II, D-M.]  [127:  Scholars, p. 42.] 

	Religion was an important social component in the lives of people in the region. The local chapel was a nexus of community interaction, bringing people together on Sundays and holy days. Public meetings were often held in chapel yards.[footnoteRef:128] The vast majority of the population of the Glinsk Creggs area was Roman Catholic. The 1749 census of the Diocese of Elphin showed that Protestants were to be found in only six of the 395 households recorded.[footnoteRef:129] The area was split in terms of policing districts but was also split in terms of Roman Catholic administration areas. Glinsk was headquarters of a parish of Ballynakill, Kilcroan and Clooneygormican. The townland of Ballynakill in Glinsk had been an important centre of worship for centuries and a chapel had been built nearby in the early 1840s.[footnoteRef:130] The parish stretched from Ballinakill (Glinsk) to Kilcroan (Ballymoe) and Clooneygormican (Oran). Kilbegnet (Creggs) was joined in a Roman Catholic parish with Donamon.[footnoteRef:131] Thus, at this juncture, parish priests were located in both Glinsk and Creggs.  [128:  Clark, Social Origins of the Land War, p. 58.]  [129:  Legg, Census of Elphin 1749, (Dublin, 2004).]  [130:  Martin Ward, History in Glinsk, (Glinsk, Co. Galway, 2002), p. 80.]  [131:  Lewis, p.157.] 

Rev. John O’Beirne began to build the church in Kilbegnet only to see his work destroyed in the Big Wind of 1839.[footnoteRef:132] Dispirited by this blow, he retired and was replaced by Andrew Egan who became parish priest later that year, serving until his death in 1849. Egan was replaced by Fr M. Coffey who served in Kilbegnet until 1855 when he was succeeded by Rev. William Mulrenin, who was Parish Priest for over twenty five years until his death. [132:  Francis Beirne, History of the Diocese of Elphin, (Dublin, 2000), p. 85.] 

	The Parliamentary Gazetteer of Ireland 1844-45 reported 5,008 Roman Catholics in the Creggs parish and five Protestants, with an attendance of 1,500 in the Roman Catholic Chapel. This was broadly in line with Mass attendance figures across the country as young people did not go to Mass until they were in their mid-teens and many women remained at home minding children or elderly people.[footnoteRef:133] [133:  The Parliamentary Gazetteer of Ireland 1844-45, Vol. II, D-M.] 

	Forms of religious worship in the area included Mass, as well as parish visitation, stations and patterns, including one at Kilcolumb, Glinsk. By the early 1850s, the attitude of the hierarchy was undergoing a change and the new clerical regime, headed by Cardinal Paul Cullen, frowned upon both stations and patterns as occasions of unseemly and unregulated contact between priests and people of both sexes and an opportunity for consuming alcohol and the debauchery which they believed regularly ensued.
	In relation to the Established Church, Ballynakill was part of the Union of Donamon while Creggs was part of the Union of Athleague. Tithes amounted to £138, 9s 3d.[footnoteRef:134] Evangelical societies were active in east Galway, including Ballygar and Philip Bull notes that the activities of such societies often ‘had the effect of further accentuating for the peasantry a sense of attack on their culture and institutions’.[footnoteRef:135] The tension created by the arrival of the evangelicals is reflected in local newspaper reports of polemical songs about ‘soupers’ being countered by songs praising converts and criticising priestly influence.[footnoteRef:136] It is also reflected in the songs penned by Canon Casey, the ‘Bard of the Suck’, including the temperance poem ‘Paddy Blake’s sojourn among the Soupers’, penned by the priest whose first appointment was to Ballygar following his ordination in 1857. Following Casey’s death the Roscommon Journal reported how he had countered the proselytising of local magistrate Denis Kelly, ‘The famous Denis Kelly was then a force in the land and the only bulwark against his persecuting and proselytizing knavery were the priests of the parish, in resisting proselytism and protecting his flock.’[footnoteRef:137] [134:  Lewis, Vol. I, BAL, (London, 1840), p. 157.]  [135:  Philip Bull, Land, Politics and Nationalism: A study of the Irish Land Question, p. 25.]  [136:  Western Star, 1 July 1854.]  [137:  Roscommon Journal, 27 February 1909.] 

	The Famine had caused much starvation, misery and disease in both the Glinsk and Creggs areas. Nationally, the class system on the eve of the Famine was divided into strata including landed gentry, gentlemen, clergy, landholders and cottiers. However, with no resident gentry on the Burke portion of the estate, the lower classes were at a greater risk than elsewhere and it would appear that vast numbers of cottiers starved or died from famine-related disease in Glinsk and Creggs.
	The Glinsk area was served by the Ballymoe Relief Committee during the Famine while the Creggs area was served by the Creggs Relief Committee. Important individuals in relation to the Creggs area included Resident Magistrate Denis H. Kelly from Castlekelly, Ballygar, landlord Edmund Dowell of Castlecoote, who owned Skehard House and Dowell’s estate, Andrew Egan PP, Kilbegnet and Michael Kelly from Curraghbeg, Creggs, agent on the Burke and Dowell estates, who was secretary of the Kilbegnet Relief Committee. By 1845 Denis Kelly was reporting distress on the Creggs side of Mount Mary, ‘yet the other side of that ridge, the prospect is really frightful, the people quite dispirited and a large portion of the potatoes left in the ground, as they find that the only way that they can make use of them is when freshly dug’.[footnoteRef:138] Landlord Edmund Dowell set out the position on the estate at the close of 1845, [138:  Letter from Denis H. Kelly to Sir T. Freemantle, 3 December 1845 (National Archive, Relief 
     Papers RLFC 2/Z/17064).] 


the time is not distant when the people will be without their usual and often only means of subsistence. The adjoining parish of Ballinakill – where the Burke property principally lies – is in a worse condition. This unfortunate property has now been 30 years under a receiver in the Court of Chancery. The population spreading over many miles and very dense, and very poor, and I very much fear that unless employment is given to this large population … we shall have both famine and its usual attendant fever visiting us.

At the same time, Rev. Andrew Egan reported, 

The state of the potato crop in these parishes is truly deplorable and melancholy to think of it as it is my firm belief that in general the one tenth potato is not sound or the one third of them eatable and it is also my firm conviction there will not be a potato fit for use in these densely inhabited parishes on the first day of February next.[footnoteRef:139] [139:  Letter from Denis H. Kelly to Sir T. Freemantle, enclosing letters from Edmund Dowell and 
     Rev. Andrew Egan, 3 December 1845 (National Archives, Relief Papers, RLFC, 2/Z/17064).] 


There were few members in the Creggs area to attend Poor Relief Committee meetings. At a meeting of Kilbegnet Poor Relief Committee in late April 1846, only five members were present: Sir Joseph Burke in the Chair, Edmund Dowell, Rev. Thomas Crawford, Rev. Andrew Egan PP and Michael Kelly.[footnoteRef:140] Newspaper reports suggest extreme distress in the Glinsk Creggs area. The Ballinasloe Advertiser reported, ‘Much distress exists in the district extending between Mount Mary and Glinsk in this county. Very many families have not had potatoes for some weeks past.’[footnoteRef:141] Blight struck on 30 July 1846, spelling utter destruction for many poor families. James Kelly, Secretary of Ballymoe Relief Committee stated, ‘The early and luxuriant plots gave way a month since, the stalks becoming withered and the roots blackened … the whole country presents an awful appearance of Divine Visitation’.[footnoteRef:142] Typhus set in, with seven deaths reported in July 1846 and a further 24 people ill. [140:  Letter from Kilbegnet Relief Committee to Relief Office, 29 April 1846 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, Relief Papers, RLFC 3/1/2313).]  [141:  Article from the Ballinasloe Advertiser reprinted in Nation, 16 May 1846.]  [142:  Letter from James Kelly, Ballymoe Relief Committee to Relief Commission, 7 August 1846 
     (National Archives of Ireland, Relief Papers, RLFC 3/1/5290).] 

	Relief efforts in both Glinsk and Creggs were greatly hampered by the lack of resident landowners and the non-interventionist nature of the Court of Chancery. In south Galway, people in the vicinity of Portumna were somewhat shielded from the worst effects of Famine by the generosity of Clanricarde and the political power he wielded, which resulted in the establishment of corn depots in towns such as Loughrea and Portumna.[footnoteRef:143] Further afield, tenants in Mayo were shielded by the efforts of Sir Robert Blosse Lynch, Sir Compton Donville and tenants on George Henry Moore’s estate benefited greatly when his horse Coranna won the Chester Cup in 1846.[footnoteRef:144] A letter from Kilbegnet Relief Committee to the Relief Office in Dublin in August 1846 contained only three signatures, Bernard Dowell, Andrew Egan PP and Michael Kelly. In November Joseph Burke wrote to the Relief Office suggesting that names be added to the Creggs Committee as a quorum was not always present for the dispatch of business.[footnoteRef:145] [143:  John Joseph Conwell, Ulick John de Burgh, First Marquis of Clanricarde, Cabinet Minister 
     (1846-52) and his County Galway Estate during the Famine, MA thesis, National University of 
     Ireland, (Maynooth, 2002), pp. 21-25.]  [144:  John Crawley et al, Atlas of the Great Irish Famine 1845-52 (Cork, 2012), p. 288.]  [145:  Letter from Joseph Burke, Kilbegnet Relief Committee to Lord Lieutenant, 5 January 1847 
     (National Archives of Ireland, Relief Papers, RLFC 3/2/11/8).] 

	Patrick O’Conor, Chairman of Ballymoe Relief Committee, reported in November 1846 that vegetables, corn and fowl were being stolen and sheep slaughtered and carried away at night.[footnoteRef:146] The last victim of the Famine in Creggs may have been none other than the parish priest who had been a regular attendee at meetings of Kilbegnet Poor Relief Committee. On Saturday, 27 January 1849, the Tuam Herald reported the death of Rev. Andrew Egan, PP, a few days previously of fever ‘caught in the discharge of his sacred duties’.[footnoteRef:147] [146:  Letter from Patrick O’Conor, Ballymoe Relief Committee to Relief Office, 23 November 1846 
     (National Archives of Ireland, Relief Papers, RLFC 3/2/25/25).]  [147:  Tuam Herald, 27 January 1849.] 

The ravages of the Famine had introduced people in the Glinsk and Creggs area to the poor relief system and the nature of the relief on offer meant that for many poor families, their sole focus was staying above the level of want that would result in admittance to the workhouse. The Famine and the poor relief legislation which ensued rendered small tenant farmers an encumbrance on property and encouraged large-scale eviction, especially in the counties where rundale was most prevalent, Galway, Clare and Mayo.[footnoteRef:148] [148:  Whelan, ‘The Modern Landscape’, p. 90.] 

The new workhouse in Glenamaddy opened in 1853. It was difficult to gain entry, tough to survive there and hard to leave. A report on a meeting of its Board of Guardians contained in the Roscommon Journal of January 1853 painted a grim picture of prospective inmates as they waited to gain entry to the new workhouse,

The constant rain, pouring in torrents on the poor wretches, and their state of nudity, excited the commiseration of every one who witnessed them; and it redounds much to the humanity of the Guardians to say that they afforded every facility they could and admitted every applicant that presented themselves, not alone that, but they procured a fire in an adjoining office where they would be sheltered and warmed.[footnoteRef:149] [149:  Roscommon Journal, 22 January 1853.] 


The paper reported that the workhouse in Glenamaddy was complete and fit for receiving inmates. However, because the Poor Law Commissioners failed to send someone to take over the building, the would-be inmates had to be turned away and had to make the long walk to Castlerea,

Who could have witnessed the squalid misery of the pauper applicants on Wednesday last, subject to the [ravages] of the storm, obliged to remain in the streets, waiting to be called, and who after obtaining their Tickets were obliged to walk some sixteen or seventeen miles to Castlerea Workhouse, wading through floods some four and five feet deep before they could obtain shelter or relief. And we wonder if one half the starved creatures ever completed their journey alive.[footnoteRef:150] [150:  Ibid.] 


Lack of wearing apparel was a big issue, and prevented many people from emigrating. In August 1853 Michael Reilly, one of the Glenamaddy Guardians, reported that he went through the house and over half the inmates would leave at once if they had suitable clothing.[footnoteRef:151] Three months earlier, in May 1853, the Roscommon Journal had reported huge numbers emigrating and a huge volume of remittances from America. It reported that there was not an able-bodied pauper in the workhouse in Roscommon and also reported that paupers were refused admittance to Glenamaddy workhouse as it appeared their aim was to get clothes to bring with them to England.[footnoteRef:152]  [151:  Tuam Herald, 13 August 1853.]  [152:  Roscommon Journal, 7 May, 21 May 1853.] 

Conditions in the workhouse were particularly trying for women and children. In April 1853, five women were sent from Glenamaddy workhouse to Galway gaol for insubordination and refractory conduct. One of those women died there and Mr John William Browne of Mount Kelly, who was the only guardian that consistently raised issues of physical violence, took up the case,[footnoteRef:153] [153:  Tuam Herald, 23 April 1853.] 


Mr Browne said that a most searching inquiry should be instituted into the death of this poor woman, who, when sent out of this in the depth of most severe weather was in a delicate state, had a young child at her breast and was altogether unable to bear the fatigues of the long journey to Galway
.
He said that their conduct could have been dealt with by way of the workhouse regulations and admonished the Board members for their reprehensible conduct. 
A year later the Tuam Herald noted that several boys aged 15 and over were brought up by the master for robbing the bread store and the Board directed them to be whipped.[footnoteRef:154] In November 1853, J. W. Browne said that two small children had complained to him that they were severely beaten for bringing stories to his residence at Mount Kelly. When he remonstrated with the matron she gave a disrespectful answer.[footnoteRef:155] The harsh workhouse regime was a spectre that loomed over the multitude of people that lived in poor conditions in both the Glinsk and Creggs areas and may in part explain the determined resistance that the tenants offered when faced with eviction. [154:  Ibid., 30 April 1853.]  [155:  Ibid., 5 November 1853.] 

	Also in November 1853 a report on a meeting of Glenamaddy Board of Guardians noted that Michael Kelly, agent on the Burke estate, had objected to the setting of the rate on the basis that they were too high and tried unsuccessfully to negotiate a reduction in the rates from 4s to 3s 3d for Glinsk and 3s 5d to 2s 4d for Creggs.[footnoteRef:156] The fact that both these areas had the highest rates in the union suggests that they were home to the highest levels of destitution prior to Pollok’s arrival on the scene. [156:  Ibid., 5 November, 26 November, 1853.] 

By the end of 1853, as tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area moved further away from the years of hunger, they were still negatively impacted upon by the effects of the Famine. Neighbours and friends were dead from starvation and disease. Sustenance had to be carefully protected if one’s own family was not to perish. Those who had survived had a very narrow escape and as each post-Famine season passed, they must have grown a little more secure in the belief that their family was safe.

Local leaders
As agent on the Burke and Dowell estates, Michael Kelly of Curraghbeg was in a privileged position. It is unclear if the family were employed as agents for the Burkes when Dowell purchased a portion of the estate and continued to act as agent or if Michael Kelly became agent on the Dowell estate in the years immediately prior to the sale. 
The Kelly family may have been associated with land agency for generations. It was not uncommon for certain families to be associated with land agency, for example three members of the Trench family were agents in Ulster, Munster and Leinster.[footnoteRef:157] Michael Kelly’s origins are obscure. He had built a fairly substantial house at Curraghbeg, Creggs, Co. Galway. There are no references to him having a privileged background or to his being connected in any way with local minor gentry and with the common nature of the name, it is impossible to ensure that any ties relate to the right family. His later alliance with the Roman Catholic parish priest and also his apparent admiration for Daniel O’Connell suggests that he was Roman Catholic and this is further reinforced by his complaints to Glenamaddy Board of Guardians that a Protestant teacher had been appointed to teach Catholic children.[footnoteRef:158] [157:  Mary Delaney, William Steuart Trench and his management of the Digby Estate, King’s 
     County 1857-71 (Dublin, 2012), p. 10.]  [158:  Nation, 12 August 1865; Tuam Herald, 21 October 1854.] 

In his role as secretary to the Kilbegnet Relief Committee during the Famine, he displayed a degree of literacy which suggests that he had a relatively good education and the oratorical skills displayed at meetings of Glenamaddy Board of Guardians would suggest that his skills in terms of oratory surpassed those of literacy. Complimentary references in relation to Daniel O’Connell and the Young Irelanders would suggest that he was born in the decade before 1820.[footnoteRef:159] [159:  Nation, 12 August 1865.] 

	During the Famine he was a vocal representative for the poorer classes in the locality and also represented their interests in his role as guardian on Glenamaddy Board of Guardians. He consistently sought to have the poor rates for the Creggs area reduced and the lack of payment of rates in the Creggs area was raised at meetings of the local Board.[footnoteRef:160] The rate-paying tenants were among the richer tenants on the estate, but Kelly referred to some rate-paying tenants being in a ‘wretched’ state.[footnoteRef:161] [160:  Roscommon Journal, 20 March 1852.]  [161:  Tuam Herald, 30 April 1853.] 

He held 333 acres of land on the Burke and Dowell estates, a portion of which was in yearly tenancies with the remainder on a ten year lease from Allen Dowell dated 1848. The land was located in three townlands, Cuilnacappy (103 acres), adjacent to his home at Curraghbeg (forty four acres) and 186 acres in Gortnadieve West. It was also alleged (by an anonymous writer of a letter to the Editor) that he held another 800 acres of land although it was not his name that appeared on the rental in relation to this land. At the time of the sale, 1,073 acres of the Burke and Dowell estates was untenanted land and it could be that the agent held this land. 148 acres of this untenanted land was bog in the townland of Funshin, leaving just over 900 acres for farming. If the facts as alleged by the anonymous letter to the editor are true, then it would appear that Michael Kelly was the major beneficiary of the large tracts of land left vacant.[footnoteRef:162] [162:  Cancelled Valuation Books (National Archives of Ireland, Cancelled Valuation Books, County 
     Galway).] 

This prospect of a land agent also holding a considerable tenancy was not unique to Kelly. Robert D’Arcy, who was agent for Clanricarde, held over 1,600 acres in the Loughrea area, some of which was leased from the earl of Clonbrock.[footnoteRef:163] Similar to the position that pertained in the Glinsk Creggs area, accounts of conditions on the estate suggest that most occupiers were tenants-at-will and subletting was extensive.[footnoteRef:164] [163:  Conwell, p. 52.]  [164:  Devon commission, minutes of evidence, part II, H.C. [616], xx, pp. 556-73, in Conwell, Ulick 
     John de Burgh, First Marquis of Clanricarde, MA thesis, NUI Maynooth, p. 53.] 

The nature of land agency was changing in the 1850s and Kelly may have represented the old school of agent, those who were rooted in the local community and who had little or no formal education in terms of the science of agriculture. James Godkin, writing in 1870, noted, 

The political economists (all the new school of land-agents are rigid political economists), taught by their prophet Malthus, ascribed the famine and every other social evil to surplus population, and to the incurably lazy and thriftless habits of the Celtic race. According to them the potato blight had only hastened an inevitable catastrophe. Therefore they set to work with all their agencies and all their might to get rid of the too prolific race, and to supplant the native cultivators by British settlers and wealthy graziers.[footnoteRef:165] [165:  James Godkin, The land war in Ireland, a history for the times, (London, 1870), p. 388.] 


The fact that Kelly did not belong to the new scientific-minded type of land agent is underlined by the apparent subdivision of holdings on the estate and the existence of land holding patterns suggestive of rundale. The attitude of the emerging scientific steward to subdivision is evidenced in a letter from William Steuart Trench to his employer Lord Digby.[footnoteRef:166] His proposed solution was ‘making a clean sweep of the ancient tenantry and replacing them with those from another country and another creed, whilst the old inhabitants have been forced to emigrate elsewhere’.[footnoteRef:167] [166:  William Steuart Trench to Lord Digby, Annual Report, 1857, Digby private collection, 
     (Minterne, Dorset) p. 41 in Mary Delaney, p. 19.]  [167:  Ibid., p. 40 in Mary Delaney, p. 20.] 

In April 1852 Kelly was elected vice chairman of Glenamaddy Board of Guardians. At that meeting the Commissioners refused a request that the Creggs rate of 6s 1d be paid in instalments, which had been a resolution of the Board prompted by Kelly.[footnoteRef:168] Also at that meeting a discussion took place on a communication from Urlingford Board about a memorial to the Queen on behalf of Smith O’Brien and other political exiles. The adoption of the memorial was sought but William O’Brien, Inspector of the Commissioners, begged the guardians not to allow the introduction of any political or sectarian matters into the board. A proposal to adopt was seconded by Michael Kelly, who said,  [168:  Tuam Herald, 24 April 1852.] 


I think no such consideration as that Mr O’Brien mentions should prevent our expressing our opinions on the question, and also endeavouring, as far as we could, to procure the pardon of those illustrious exiles, who, when they periled their lives and liberties for the people of this country, made no distinction between poor law guardians and other men.[footnoteRef:169] [169:  Ibid.] 


His comments may have been an attempt to frustrate William O’Brien, Inspector of the Commissioners, following a previous dispute between the two men, but the reference to the ‘illustrious exiles’ suggests that Kelly was a supporter of the Young Irelanders and their insurrection of 1848.
	His identification with the tenants, as opposed to landlord interests, was further underlined in early 1853 when a dispute erupted after Kelly upbraided Galway luminaries such as Thomas Redington for having arrears owing to the Union.[footnoteRef:170] His criticism of Redington and lauding of Smith O’Brien suggests that Kelly was a supporter of the Tenant League, and the actions of the Young Irelanders and would have preferred Gavan Duffy over Redington in the election in New Ross the previous year.[footnoteRef:171] Upbraiding Redington, who owned land in Kilkerrin in the Glenamaddy district, was also somewhat courageous given that Redington was a former Under Secretary for Ireland, the first Catholic to hold that position.[footnoteRef:172] Redington, who had been knighted for his efforts in Ireland during the Famine, attended in person at the next meeting in Glenamaddy to defend his character, pointing out that the sum involved was a trifling 4d, which was an oversight on his part.[footnoteRef:173] The Tuam Herald reported, [170:  Roscommon Journal, 30 April 1853.]  [171:  Joseph Murphy, The Redingtons of Clarinbridge: Leading Catholic Landlords in the Nineteenth 
     Century (Dublin, 1999), p. v, 201, 202.]  [172:  Joseph Murphy, p. 72.]  [173:  Ibid., p. 191; Tuam Herald, 30 April 1853.] 


Mr Michael Kelly said that he was the member of the Board that arraigned Sir Thomas Redington for not having paid his rates … he felt at a loss to conceive why the wretched, half-starved ratepayer would have his pot, his blanket, or his little stone of meal sold for rates, and such person as Sir. T. Reddington, Mrs Handcock, Sir G. Shea, Mr Blacker, and several others permitted to escape... Almost every farthing outstanding as now due to the Union, is owing by that class, while the struggling poor tenant is compelled to pay.[footnoteRef:174] [174:  Tuam Herald, 30 April 1853.] 


His repeated identification with the ‘poor tenant’ suggests early politicisation by the Young Irelanders and thus Kelly may have been influenced by the writings of James Fintan Lalor, who Davitt described as the ‘real Irish revolutionary mind in the ’48 period’.[footnoteRef:175] Writing on land tenure, Lalor described landlords as an alien class and stated,  [175:  Michael Davitt, Fall of Feudalism in Ireland, (London, 1904), p. 58.] 


The principle I state, and mean to stand upon, is this, that the entire ownership of Ireland, moral and material, up to the sun and down to the centre, is vested of right in the people of Ireland; that they, and none but they are the land-owners and law-makers of this island; that all laws are null and void not made by them, and all titles to land invalid not conferred or confirmed by them; and that this full right of ownership may and ought to be asserted and enforced by any and all means which God has put in the power of man.[footnoteRef:176] [176:  A.C. Hepburn (Ed.), The Conflict of Nationality in Modern Ireland (London, 1980), pp. 16-17, 
     as cited by Gearóid Ó Tuathaigh, ‘Irish land questions in the state of the Union’, in Campbell 
     and Varley (Eds.), p. 3; James Fintan Lalor, ‘The rights of Ireland’, printed in the Irish Felon, 
     24 June 1848, in The Faith of a Felon, (Dublin, 1900).] 


Within a decade of Lalor’s musings, Kelly was faced with a decision as to whether tenants on the estate managed by him should use ‘all means’ to assert their rights to the land they held. The lofty ambitions of Lalor and the extent to which Kelly was prepared to follow through on those ideals were to be tested to the maximum extent.[footnoteRef:177] [177:  Jordan, ‘The Irish National League and the “Unwritten Law”: Rural Protest and Nation-
     Building in Ireland 1882-1890’, Past & Present, No. 158 (February, 1998), pp. 151.] 

	The clergy had played a significant role in terms of local leadership during the Famine and did so again when parishioners were faced with difficulties in the early 1850s. Fr. Coffey was the Parish Priest in Kilbegnet in the early years of the 1850s and he was replaced by Fr. William Mulrenin in 1855.
Born in 1805 at Cloonsuck, Castlerea, Mulrenin previously served as a curate in the area and in 1845 had been among the numerous clergy who subscribed to the Repeal rent. Other subscribers included Glinsk parish priest Fr Harrington, Andrew Egan, PP Kilbegnet and a curate from Kilbegnet.[footnoteRef:178] He was ordained in Tuam by Archbishop John MacHale for the diocese of Galway, of which Dr George Browne was then Bishop. Bishop Browne’s father was a middleman and farmer who operated a 400-acre farm and was the largest tenant on Denis Mahon’s farm and from the late 1840s the farm was operated by the Bishop’s brother Martin.[footnoteRef:179] Fr Mulrenin transferred to his native diocese and after being curate in several parishes, was appointed Parish Priest of Kilbegnet in 1855.[footnoteRef:180] [178:  Creggs NS, NFCS, lml. 4, l. 106; Nation, 8 March 1845; Roscommon Messenger, 7 June 1884.]  [179:  Duffy, p. 66.]  [180:  Roscommon Messenger, 7 June 1884.] 

Mulrenin appears to have been more in the mould of MacHale’s vision of a priest in the west of Ireland than that of Cardinal Cullen who, by the time of the drawing up of the petition in the Creggs area, had made his views on clerical involvement in politics abundantly clear. Cullen had arrived in Ireland in May 1850 and months later called a synod in Thurles. The objective of the synod appears to have been overlooked by many priests and in March 1853 he held a further synod in Dublin, which had three propositions to better regulate the involvement of clergy in politics: firstly it prohibited all political discussions or meetings in churches; secondly it forbade denunciation by name in the churches on pain of suspension and; thirdly, it exhorted priests to abstain from attending purely political meetings and discussing secular matters.[footnoteRef:181] Of course, Mulrenin was somewhat shielded from Cullen by the twin bulwarks provided by Bishop George Browne in Elphin and his superior Archbishop MacHale in Tuam.  [181:  Larkin, The making of the Roman Catholic Church in Ireland, 1850-1860, p. xxi, 197.] 


The Ballinasloe area
In making the decision to invest the vast fortune at his disposal, Allan Pollok took a number of strategic farming matters into consideration, including land availability, type and quality, opportunities for drainage, transport channels, the ease with which materials could be brought to the location and the quality of tradesmen available in the region. He may also have been attracted to the Ballinasloe area because of an existing culture of improvement in the region.
The Ballinasloe District Agricultural Society was leading the way in County Galway by introducing a culture of improvement on the larger estates. Edward Bullen, Secretary of the Royal Agricultural Society of Ireland, stated that the Ballinasloe Agricultural Improvement Society ‘had made Ballinasloe the nucleus of more energy, activity, and zeal than perhaps any other part of Ireland.’[footnoteRef:182] Those involved in the Society included the Earl of Clancarty, Baron Clonbrock, the Marquis of Clanricarde and Ballygar-based landlord and magistrate, Denis Kelly. In December 1850, the Western Star reported on the tenth annual report of the Managing Committee of the Society, ‘Before the Society was instituted, farm husbandry in this district was in the most backward condition; the culture of the turnip crop was a thing almost unknown; and science, as a requisite to the practice of farming, altogether disregarded’.[footnoteRef:183]  [182:  Tuam Herald, 1 October 1842 as quoted in Cathal Smith, ‘Apostles of Agricultural Reform: 
     The Ballinasloe Agricultural Improvement Society in an era of High Farming and Famine, 
     1840-1850’, Journal of Galway Archaeological and Historical Society, Vol. 64 (2012), p. 130.]  [183:  Western Star, 21 December 1850.] 

	The Western Star regularly commented on the immense numbers leaving the Ballinasloe area to emigrate. In January 1851 it noted that 200 people had passed through the town in the previous fortnight on their way out of the country. Most were making their way to Liverpool to take ships to America.[footnoteRef:184] [184:  Ibid., 18 January 1851.] 

Two men dominated the landed scene surrounding Ballinasloe in the mid-nineteenth century, the third Earl of Clancarty, William Le Poer Trench (1803-1872) and Robert Dillon, the third Baron Clonbrock (1807-1893).
Clancarty’s seat was the imposing Garbally Park, the six gated entrances of which dominated the town of Ballinasloe, while Robert Dillon lived at Clonbrock House, Ahascragh, nine miles outside the town. The two families, of Trench and Dillon respectively, dominated life in Ballinasloe, but there were significant differences between the two men. Clancarty was an evangelising Protestant who regularly interfered in the lives of his tenants, having strict rules about education, land and animal husbandry, cleanliness and other everyday matters. Clancarty carried out evictions in the town of Ballinasloe in January 1851, and brooked no obstacles in his zeal to improve both his estate and the people thereon.[footnoteRef:185] No subletting was allowed on Clancarty’s estate and cottiers were not to be found on his lands. Similar strict rules were in force in the town of Ballinasloe.[footnoteRef:186] [185:  Western Star, 25 January 1851.]  [186:  Brian J. Casey, Land, politics and religion on the Clancarty estate, east Galway 1851 - 1914, 
     Unpublished Ph.D. thesis, NUI, Maynooth (2011).] 

	Clancarty’s zeal was particularly evident in terms of scientific advancements in farming. Speaking at the Ballinasloe Agricultural Society dinner in October 1852, he stated, 

The difference between England and this country is that in England farming is a profession to which education and knowledge are essential, here it is the occupation of every clown who has a family to provide for and succeeds in obtaining possession of a farm against competition, as probably as little qualified as himself for the management of it.[footnoteRef:187] [187:  Western Star, 6 October 1852.] 


As with other towns across the west of Ireland, poverty was endemic in Ballinasloe in the early 1850s. Clancarty provided a bulwark between his tenants and the worst of the prevailing poverty. He was an extensive employer and also made large private contributions for the relief of distress in Ballinasloe.[footnoteRef:188] In 1848, 16,643 people received outdoor relief in Ballinasloe. By 1849 this had reduced to 7,875 and by 1852 it had reduced further to 72. [188:  Egan, p. 237.] 

	Clancarty’s attitude towards education provoked quite an amount of controversy. A dispute had raged in Ballinasloe since at least 1818 relating to education. In that year a local priest Fr Dillon discovered that Archdeacon Charles Trench, brother of the Earl of Clancarty, had introduced a manuscript catechism into the local school. He remonstrated with Trench who caused the priest to be distrained for a hanging gale and Catholic parents subsequently withdrew their children from the school.[footnoteRef:189] Forty years later, the disagreement was still on-going in the town. In 1855 there were three bible schools in Ballinasloe, including an infant school, all administered by the Protestant Church Education Society.[footnoteRef:190] A letter to the Western Star reproduced part of a letter written by Clancarty to someone visiting his tenants in a religious capacity, [189:  Ibid., p. 192.]  [190:  Ibid., p. 220.] 


With respect to my tenants, it cannot be too strongly impressed upon them that it is a duty they owe, not only to their own families, but to society, to have their children instructed, and that, as it is equally my duty as their landlord to insist upon it; no tenant rearing his family, or any children dependent upon him, in ignorance, while the means of instruction are within his reach, should expect to be retained in the occupation of his land longer than strict justice requires.[footnoteRef:191] [191:  Western Star, 14 May 1853.] 


With the carrot of education and betterment came the stick of possible eviction or dismissal from work, 

My tenants are, however, free to choose where and by whom they will have their children instructed, but they are or ought to be also sensible that the schools I maintain for them are designed immediately for their advantage, and that it is my anxious desire that they should find them in all respects such as Christian parents may require. It is my wish that they should not only send their children to the[m], but also interest themselves about, the schools … if they look to their own advantage in this matter, it will tend to the general improvement of the county.[footnoteRef:192] [192:  Ibid., 14 May 1853.] 


Robert Dillon, 3rd Baron Clonbrock meanwhile, behaved more like a very large farmer than a landed magnate with 28,000 acres. The Dillons first established themselves in the Clonbrock area of Ahascragh in the 1580s. The family had been Catholic until the 1700s when the heir to the estate was raised as a Protestant to ensure adherence to requirements of the Penal Laws. Robert Dillon only evicted tenants when he found that they were hopelessly in arrears and as a result he had consolidated the estate into farms of 100 acres.[footnoteRef:193] The Dillons employed a hands-on attitude to farming and while he was a member of the Board of Guardians in Ballinasloe and other local societies, it would appear from the local newspaper reports that Clonbrock was first and foremost a farmer, and an astute one at that. [193:  Dooley, The decline of the Big House in Ireland, p. 33.] 

	Clancarty and Clonbrock differed on a number of important questions and religion was often at the core of the argument. For example a row began in 1854 over permission for the newly-arrived Sisters of Mercy to visit the local workhouse. Clancarty was the chief objector to their presence.[footnoteRef:194] [194:  Egan, p. 256.] 

	Ballinasloe was an important centre of the evangelical Protestant movement in the 1850s. Clancarty was responsible for establishing the Irish Missionary School in the town, which aimed to educate Irish-speaking Protestant missionaries who could evangelise among the Catholic Irish-speaking masses. In 1851, twenty four young men were studying there.[footnoteRef:195] Clancarty was joined in this enterprise by Ballygar landlord, Denis H. Kelly, who himself was busy promoting the cause of Protestantism in his native Ballygar and was at that time working on the building of a new Protestant Church in the newly-built town of Ballygar. In a newspaper appeal in 1853, Kelly noted that there were no Protestants in the area in 1821 and by the date of publication the number of Protestants was upwards of 150, the majority of whom were converts from the Church of Rome. Their only place of worship was a schoolhouse capable of accommodating 90 people.[footnoteRef:196] [195:  Western Star, 26 January 1850, 15 February 1851.]  [196:  Ibid., 1 November 1853.] 

Both Clancarty and Denis Kelly regularly wrote to the local newspapers on religious matters. Clancarty wrote about papal aggression in May 1851 and in a letter to the editor in March 1853 he took issue with a recent article by Denis Kelly on the advantages of Protestantism over Catholicism.[footnoteRef:197] [197:  Western Star, 3 May 1851, 12 March 1853.] 

Kelly’s evangelising efforts were countered by the penning of a number of ballads. In July 1854, the Western Star reported, ‘We regret to learn that some parties, anxious to foment ill-feeling, have been getting up and circulating a libellous ballad in reference to Denis H. Kelly, Esq. and the Reformation movement.’[footnoteRef:198] Some months later the same newspaper mused on the ‘The Souper’s Song’ and its counterpart, ‘The Convert’s Song’ the chorus of which was ‘Hurray then for truth and true preaching/ we care not for the Pope or the Priest / There’s nothing like Biblical teaching / that’s not what we got from the priest.’[footnoteRef:199] [198:  Ibid., 1 July 1854.]  [199:  Ibid., 14 October 1854.] 

	If Ballinasloe was a religious battleground throughout the 1850s, an important role was played by the Catholic Bishop of Clonfert, Dr John Derry. He was parish priest of Ballymacward before being appointed bishop in 1847. His father, Michael Derry, had operated a business at Dunlo Street in Ballinasloe, so the townsmen were familiar with the family. He became very familiar with events on the Pollok estate as his brother William was the parish priest of Eyrecourt and featured in the House of Commons debate on the events.[footnoteRef:200] [200:  Egan, p. 243.] 

	One of Dr Derry’s first tasks was the building of a new Roman Catholic church in the town of Ballinasloe, the first stone for which was laid in April 1852.[footnoteRef:201] Plans for the enlargement of the existing Roman Catholic chapel had been put before the Grand Jury in October 1846, but Clancarty, voted against a proposal that the grand jury allocate money to quarry stones for the building. Clonbrock, in putting the matter to a vote, said ‘to suffer a large congregation to be out and uncovered during divine service would be painful for me to witness’.[footnoteRef:202] This cameo serves as a useful illustration of the differing attitudes of the two men.[footnoteRef:203] In any event the project stalled for five years before being taken up again by Dr Derry. The first stone was blessed in April 1852 and Cardinal Wiseman performed the consecration in August 1858 amid scenes of what can only be described as Roman Catholic triumphalism on the doorstep of the town’s owner, Clancarty.[footnoteRef:204] It is also worth noting that Protestants in the town gave liberally towards the project. [201:  Western Star, 17 April 1851.]  [202:  Nation, 10 October 1846 in Egan, p. 245.]  [203:  It would appear that Clonbrock’s attitude was more common among members of landed society 
     in the county, Clanricarde had leased lands at a nominal rent for a Catholic Church and 
     parochial house at Woodford, see Tuam Herald, 7 January 1843, in Conwell, Ulick John de 
     Burgh, First Marquis of Clanricarde (Dublin, 2003), p. 35.]  [204:  Egan, pp. 246-249.] 

	There was also a significant Presbyterian community in Ballinasloe and in August 1851 the Western Star noted that Rev. M. Whigham had recently returned from England and Scotland where he had been collecting subscriptions for finishing the Presbyterian Church in the town.[footnoteRef:205] Three years later, Rev. Whigham was on hand to perform the nuptials for the editor of the local Western Star, Richard Hood Smythe, and his bride, Maryanne O’Donovan of Cork.[footnoteRef:206] [205:  Western Star, 23 August 1851.]  [206:  Ibid., 19 August 1854.] 

	The Western Star closely followed the fortunes of the Encumbered Estates Court. In February 1850 it reported the sale of the first estate in the court and the following month reported that a return to the House of Lords revealed that the court had received 440 petitions, involving encumbrances of over £10 million.[footnoteRef:207] By September of that year, the workings of the Encumbered Estates Court were coming nearer Ballinasloe. The Western Star reported the sale of the estate of James Molloy, an assignee of William Burke, of Quansboro near Ballinasloe, which totalled 2,748 acres.[footnoteRef:208] Two months later, the paper carried an advertisement for the estate of Richard B. St. George, which was being administered by the courts of chancery.[footnoteRef:209] [207:  Ibid., 23 February, 30 March 1850.]  [208:  Ibid., 21 September 1850.]  [209:  Ibid., 30 November 1850.] 


The Polloks
John and Arthur Pollok were two of three sons born to laird Thomas Pollok of Faside, near Glasgow in Scotland. The Polloks owned land for several hundred years at Faside in the parish of Mearns. Allan Pollok was the eldest of the three sons. The second son, John Pollok was born at Faside in 1778, his brother Arthur was born two years later. Being the eldest son, Allan took over the family farm, while his brothers, John and Arthur, were forced to seek their fortunes elsewhere.[footnoteRef:210] Their father Thomas had been a captain of volunteers during the French Revolutionary War and the two sons were members of the corps and walked the eight or nine miles to Paisley and back every day for their drill. ‘Thus early they showed the keenness about anything that they undertook which marked them later in life’, reported author and an acquaintance of both men, John Rankin.[footnoteRef:211] [210:  Rankin, p. 29.]  [211:  Ibid., p. 30.] 

	John and Arthur began their careers in the city of Glasgow, eight miles away from their home in Faside, working in a grocery business owned by their uncle.[footnoteRef:212] Having gained some business experience in the grocery trade, they teamed up with their neighbour from Mearns, Allan Gilmour, a wright and joiner, and established a wood merchants’ operation. The new firm, Pollok, Gilmour & Co., began trading in 1804.[footnoteRef:213] During the forty years prior to the establishment of the firm, the Clyde had been transformed from unnavigable mudflats to a shipping canal.[footnoteRef:214] Arthur Pollok married Barbara Thomson of Edinburgh in 1818. She died in childbirth in 1821, at the birth of their only child, a daughter, Margaret. During his marriage Arthur lived at Grangemouth, but following the death of his wife he moved to Glasgow and lived with his brother John, who remained unmarried, and Allan Gilmour.[footnoteRef:215] The trio lived there until 1837, when the Pollok brothers moved to Broom.[footnoteRef:216] [212:  Ibid., p. 13.]  [213:  Ibid., p. 13.]  [214:  Anthony Slaven, Development of the West of Scotland 1750-1960 (London, 1975), p. 6.]  [215:  Rankin, p. 32.]  [216:  Ibid., p. 23.] 

	The Pollok brothers were methodical men. John Rankin, author of A History of Our Firm, noted, 

Regularity and punctuality governed all their actions … So methodical were they that I have heard that as they daily went home from the office to 24 Canton Place to dine, at the old-fashioned hour of four o'clock, the gutter-snipes at the Broomielaw (place dear to all Glaswegians!) would range themselves and chant in bellman fashion, “Four o'clock, four o'clock, the Polloks (pronounced Pokes) going to their denner!” They visited little, and never travelled more than business necessitated.

Their relaxations were few,

Broom had the reputation of being a hospitable house. In winter there were little whist parties, and toddy in moderation; for despite the period in which they lived they were both very abstemious men; and of a summer evening there not infrequently were strong contingents for bowls. The brothers bred a greyhound or two, and now and then coursed, but only at impromptu friendly meetings of the lairds and farmers of the neighbourhood. John, but not Arthur, also shot a little; and this ends the list of their relaxations.[footnoteRef:217] [217:  Ibid., pp. 32-3.] 


Initially the trade conducted by Pollok, Gilmour & Co. was centred on importing timber from Norway and Sweden. To cope with the burgeoning business, a branch was opened at Grangemouth, and Arthur Pollok was put in charge of this branch and made his home in the port of Grangemouth for many years. During the Napoleonic Wars Britain found it increasingly difficult to get timber from Europe and so turned to Canada for supplies.
	After the war, duties imposed on European timber ensured that the trade with Canada continued to flourish and the firm of Pollok, Gilmour & Co. was among the first to realise the opportunities it afforded and respond quickly.[footnoteRef:218] Allan Gilmour crossed the Atlantic to New Brunswick where he established branches at St. John and Miramichi both of which were to prove key to the success enjoyed by the firm. Trade with America also flourished. New branches were opened and a shipbuilding yard was established in Quebec and further north, extensive forests were acquired and saw mills on a previously unseen scale were erected. The number of ships owned by the firm grew until the tonnage equalled that of any of their British counterparts. [218:  John O’Connor, p. 158.] 

	All three of the original partners were thrifty men who devoted themselves to the business and took no part in public affairs. The expansion of the firm was rapid and resulted in a rapid accumulation of wealth for the partners. With the wealth came tensions. The Pollok brothers purchased Broom in 1837, and lived there during the summer months. Allan Gilmour objected strongly, pointing to a clause in the articles of the partnership, which required partners to pay their whole attention to the business. Months later, in January 1838, he retired from the firm.[footnoteRef:219] [219:  Rankin, p. 33.] 

	At its peak Pollok, Gilmour & Co. was shipping 6,000,000 cubic feet of timber annually from America, and employed over 15,000 men.[footnoteRef:220] The Scottish Field noted that the firm introduced a total abstinence system on board their ships which worked well for all concerned.[footnoteRef:221] [220:  James Cleland, ‘The rise and progress of the City of Glasgow: comprising an account of its
      ancient and modern history, its trades, manufactures, commerce and other concerns’, 
     (Glasgow, 1840), p. 39, https://archive.org/details/riseandprogress00clelgoog, accessed 2 May 2014.]  [221:  Scottish Field, 10 November 1910.] 

The discovery of guano (deposits of seabird droppings) off the south-west coast of Africa greatly added to the fortunes of Pollok, Gilmour & Co. at a time when the shipping industry was in crisis. Guano was first imported to Scotland in 1843 and within a year the Highland and Agricultural Society was conducting experiments on its use as fertiliser.[footnoteRef:222] The early 1840s were difficult times for the shipping fraternity and in particular, 1843 was a very poor year for ship owners. There was an absence of freight, sailors found it difficult to get employment and ship owners were going bankrupt. In Brunswick the docks were inadequate to lay up all the colonial ships sent home for sale. There was no market for ships and mortgage payments were being defaulted upon. A committee was established in Parliament to enquire into the crisis and see what could be done to save the industry from ruin.[footnoteRef:223] John Rankin reported,  [222:  Anthony Slaven, Development of the West of Scotland 1750-1960, (London, 1975), p. 74.]  [223:  Rankin, p. 196.] 


In the midst of all this, guano was discovered almost simultaneously in Peru and Bolivia, and was reported to be found on the little island of Ichaboe, on the south-west coast of Africa. The local authorities would appear to have taken full charge of the South American finds, but at Ichaboe I understand it was a case of “help yourself”.[footnoteRef:224] [224:  Ibid., p. 197.] 


The Polloks did indeed help themselves and the location of the guano deposit was kept a strict secret, ensuring that they were the only ones to exploit this vast and rich deposit. Rankin concluded, 

To sum up, between the Peruvian earnings and realization of the cargoes brought home from Ichaboe, the corner in the firm's shipping interest was well turned, and handsome profits made on what was a very sporting venture.[footnoteRef:225] [225:  Ibid., p. 199.] 


Being from a farming background, it was not surprising that the Pollok brothers chose to invest their considerable savings in land and this had the added benefit of giving them increased control of voting rights, which came in useful in political circles.[footnoteRef:226] [226:  Ibid., p. 33.] 

Their first purchases were in their home area of Mearns followed by the purchase of their largest holding in Scotland, Broom and Lochlibo (just west of Newton Mearns). They also acquired other smaller estates in the Mearns and in 1847 added Ronachan on the Mull of Kintyre in Argyllshire to their portfolio. John and Arthur Pollok retired from the firm in 1853.[footnoteRef:227] They then turned their attention to Ireland. The establishment of the Encumbered Estates Court there had created a new supply of relatively cheap land. John Rankin, reflecting on the Polloks’ land purchases, stated,  [227:  Ibid., p. 29.] 


But the largest, and in the event the most unfortunate, of all these purchases was made shortly after the brothers retired from Pollok, Gilmour & Co., in 1853, out of the profits of their long partnership. This consisted of the Irish estates of Lismany, Glinsk and Creggs, in Galway, formerly the property of the Eyres of Eyrescourt. The purchase was a very large one, how large I have no accurate means of knowing, but first and last over £1,000,000 must have been spent upon it. It was made, I believe, to meet the vaulting ambition of the son-in-law, Allan Pollok, and it led his father-in-law into many difficulties. The land was good, though it included a good deal of bog, and the tenantry were in a wretched state.

Prior to their retirement they had built a comfortable mansion in Broom in their native parish. Arthur Pollok’s only child, Margaret, was to be the heir to a vast fortune. Her marriage to her first cousin, Allan Pollok, eldest son of her father’s eldest brother Allan, must have met with her father’s approval, if indeed, the match had not been made with the aim of keeping the fortunes amassed within the family. The marriage in August 1839 meant that Allan Pollok was now an extremely wealthy man. Born in 1815, he was 38 years of age when the Glinsk Creggs estate was purchased.
	In many respects Allan Pollok was the epitome of the ‘Improver’ movement in Scotland and a useful example of how the economic power created by the Scottish shipbuilding trade was harnessed and put to use in Ireland. For over a hundred years before Allan Pollok’s birth, the transatlantic trades had played a key role in the development of the Glasgow area, described by T. M. Devine as ‘the engine of Scottish industrialisation’.[footnoteRef:228] By the early 19th century the ‘improved’ model of agriculture developed in Scotland had become renowned throughout the world as a model of efficiency.[footnoteRef:229] Scotland was not the only theatre in which this agricultural revolution took place, it also extended to England, Denmark, the Low Countries, Catalonia in Spain, Sweden and German states such as Pomerania and Brandenburg.[footnoteRef:230] Devine reports, ‘There was a sustained and widespread assault on the traditional township or baile, over the space of two to three generations, starting in the 1760s, they were virtually eliminated.’[footnoteRef:231] Ian Whyte, commenting on rural transformation notes that rapid population increase between the 1750s and 1801 increased the demand for agricultural products, created new markets and accelerated the rate of social transformation.[footnoteRef:232] [228:  Devine, The Scottish Nation 1700 – 2000, p. 59.]  [229:  Ibid., p. 62.]  [230:  Ibid., p. 179.]  [231:  Ibid., p. 173.]  [232:  Ian Whyte, ‘Rural Transformation and Lowland Society’ in A. Cooke, I. Donnachie, A. 
     MacSween, C.A. Whatley, (Eds), Modern Scottish History 1707 to the Present, Vol. 1 ‘The 
     Transformation of Scotland, 1707-1850, (East Linton, 1998), p. 95.] 

	The development of agriculture was part of a wider ‘Scottish Enlightenment’ which had at its core a respect for reason. This rational approach to life extended to all aspects of human behaviour and is reflected in the classical order and symmetry of Edinburgh, the architectural design of the Adam family. It also extended to agriculture, where Devine notes that hallmarks such as curiosity, optimism and faith in reason were brought to bear.[footnoteRef:233] Devine adds, ‘In this society man was now thought able to influence and control his environment to a much greater extent than had ever been thought possible before.’[footnoteRef:234] There is a danger that Scotland could be presented as a culturally monolithic society. Just as the landlord-tenant-labourer presentation of Irish rural society is overly-simplistic, so too is the view of the ‘Scottish Enlightenment’ having permeated to every element of Scottish society. Just as the Irish countryside had vast array of characters, so too did the highlands and lowlands of Scotland and the lowlands in particular had just come through decades of turmoil in relation to land ownership, a move from rural to urban living and the changes that necessitated in terms of working patterns. [233:  Devine, The Scottish Nation, p. 66.]  [234:  Ibid., p. 67.] 

The effects of the Scottish Enlightenment did not just relate to scientific research and advancement, it also imbued government and governance. Devine notes that the governing classes were increasingly enamoured with the intellectual fashion of civic humanism, ‘which stressed the responsibilities of the elite for the creation of a better and more civilised society’.[footnoteRef:235] The pre-eminent place given to reason and the drive towards fashioning a better and more civilised society through the use of reason is key to understanding the milieu in which Allan Pollok circulated in Scotland and the conviction which underpinned his motives when he began to put his plans for improvement into action in a county Galway setting. Pollok’s uncles had risen to economic prominence through their willingness to enter new markets in both Europe and America, and this adventurous spirit in terms of geography proved a great asset to Scottish merchants in the age of industrialisation and thus it was no surprise to find that Allan Pollok was willing to cross the seas to fulfil his ambition. The place played by Calvinist ideology in advancing this commercial spirit has long been debated and Devine notes that it is ‘said to have promoted the business ethic of hard work, thrift and the confident assurance which came from the awareness of membership of God’s elect’.[footnoteRef:236] [235:  Ibid., p. 102.]  [236:  Ibid., p. 122.] 

	If the Scottish Enlightenment placed a premium on reason then it follows that the promotion of this reason and the ability to argue a point cogently were necessities for any self-respecting ‘Improver’. Devine notes the penchant of ‘Improving’ writers for pouring scorn on the weaknesses of the old order, while Allan I. Macinnes notes that the Highland clearances were publicised as proactive management which integrated the Highlands into the British Empire.[footnoteRef:237] Thus for Pollok to win the intellectual war on his arrival in Ireland, it necessitated the painting of a vivid picture of the squalor and filth which was to be replaced by a new well-regulated and ordered environment. Devine notes that by the 1830s ‘Improved’ agriculture was the norm throughout the lowlands and Scottish farming, which had been criticised for its backwardness, was now renowned as a model of efficiency.[footnoteRef:238]  [237:  Devine, The Scottish Nation, p. 124; Allan I Macinnes, p. 179.]  [238:  Devine, The Scottish Nation, p. 135.] 

The overhaul of Scottish agriculture was met with resistance, but for many years the level of this resistance was obscured. Writing on the effects of famine in Scotland in 1847, an opinion writer in The Times of London compared Ireland with the worst affected areas of Scotland,

Ireland and Scotland, in their turn, exhibit some points in common, and some striking differences. Ireland, and the more distressed portions of Scotland, are both of Celtic origin. Let that fact have its due weight.[footnoteRef:239] [239:  The Times, 12 January 1847.] 


The writer continued,

The difference may be briefly stated. Scotland has long been quiet. For a century it has been thoroughly purged of insubordination, faction, conspiracy, and blood. Human life has its value. The Celt has not even turned against the Saxon. Law and property have enforced their stern empire. Clearance after clearance has swept off human masses, till they are accumulated in cities, lie like wrecks on the shore, or are lost to Britain in some foreign clime. Wealth has grown up in every form. Scotland rivals the south of the island in her magnificent developments of agricultural, manufacturing, and commercial enterprise.[footnoteRef:240] [240:  Ibid.] 


Andrew G. Newby notes, ‘In recent decades, the historiography of land agitation in Scotland has taken a step back from the blanket description of the Scots as irredeemably tame in the face of extreme social change.’[footnoteRef:241] He points to the large-scale mobilisation of tenantry in 1792 to drive sheep from Easter Ross, the Kildonan clearances in Sutherlandshire between 1812 and 1814 and the events in Culrain, Easter Ross in 1820 as proof of the significant level of resistance to socio-economic change in Scotland. Eric Richards’ description of events in Culrain was to have echoes in Glinsk and Creggs some decades later,  [241:  Andrew G. Newby, ‘Land and the “Crofter Question” in nineteenth-century Scotland’, 
     International Review of Scottish Studies, Vol. 35 (2010).] 


The obstruction of officers who attempted to deliver the notices of removal; their humiliation especially by the local womenfolk; the concentrated gathering of the entire population and recurrent melees with each attempt to serve the notices; and the introduction of a sheriff’s party with constables  and armed militia backup.[footnoteRef:242] [242:  Eric Richards, Debating the Highland Clearances, pp. 75-6, as quoted in Newby, ‘Land and the 
     “Crofter Question” in nineteenth-century Scotland’, p 12.] 


While a clearance was being executed on Pollok’s estate in Glinsk and Creggs, sympathy was being shown in Scotland to evicted tenants in Knoydart and at Greenyards, Easter Ross in 1854.[footnoteRef:243] [243:  Newby, ‘Land and the “Crofter Question” in nineteenth-century Scotland’, p 15.] 

Whyte contends that the prevalence of increasingly industrialised settlements meant that dispossessed tenants could re-orient their labour and this reduced social unrest, while Macinnes suggests that defeatism on the part of Scottish tenants was compounded by missionary endeavours to promote the message that life was a ‘glen of tears’ and to emphasise individual salvation as opposed to collective action to resist clearance.[footnoteRef:244] [244:  Ian Whyte, p. 99; Allan I. Macinnes, p. 180.] 

	In terms of putting plans into action, the traditional Improving farmer advocated the intensive application of lime and fertiliser and the alternation of grass and crops such as turnips.[footnoteRef:245] By the 1790s nearly half of the parishes in Lanarkshire were using sown grass rotations.[footnoteRef:246] Ploughs and ploughing were therefore key to these plans and prior to the sod being turned, stones had to be cleared from the land, requiring labourers. Labourers were also stratified in terms of income, with the specialised ploughmen ‘the aristocrats of labour’ being the best paid and best regarded of the labourers.[footnoteRef:247] [245:  Devine, The Scottish Nation, p. 137.]  [246:  T.C. Smout, ‘Environment’, in A. Cooke, I. Donnachie, A. MacSween, C. A. Whatley 
     (Eds.), Modern Scottish History 1707 to the Present, (East Linton, 1998), p. 238.]  [247:  R.H. Campbell and T.M. Devine, ‘The Rural Experience’, in W.H. Fraser and R.J. Morris 
     (Eds.), People and Society in Scotland (Edinburgh, 2000), p. 54.] 

	Mechanisation was also a key element in the new improved agriculture. Early mechanical reapers were introduced between 1811 and 1835, but serious trials did not begin until the Americans McCormick and Hussey displayed their machines at the Great Exhibition of 1851 and within a decade most farms over 100 acres in Scotland were employing mechanical reapers. By this decade, large steam-driven mobile threshers were also touring the Clyde region.[footnoteRef:248] [248:  Slaven, pp. 74-75.] 

	Clergymen had been among the most vociferous opponents of the displacement of population that was being carried out in Scotland, with parish ministers complaining as early as the 1790s about social displacement. In Liberton in the 1790s the local minister complained that the population was halved because the land was being let out in larger farms.[footnoteRef:249] In Ireland there was more of a distance socially and religiously between the landowners, many of whom were Protestant and in Pollok’s case Presbyterian, and the cottiers and small tenants, most of whom were Roman Catholics, and thus the criticism coming from local clerical leaders was imbued with both social and religious difference. Philip Bull noted, ‘Landlords generally were of a different religion to that of their tenants, and there was thus a line drawn between them which represented a cleavage of fundamental significance in terms of the functioning of a paternalist social system.’[footnoteRef:250] [249:  Devine, The Scottish Nation, pp. 139-40.]  [250:  Philip Bull, Land, Politics and Nationalism, p. 17.] 

	The ability of the landowner to change the face of the local environment was seen as a positive influence. Devine notes that lands in a ‘state of nature’ were no longer acceptable. ‘This gave the Improvers a robust moral and intellectual confidence as they vigorously went about the crusades of thoroughgoing agrarian reformation.’[footnoteRef:251] Whyte concurs stating ‘Many proprietors were concerned to remodel rural society as well as agriculture on rational and efficient lines’.[footnoteRef:252] It was this certainty in the morality of his project which ensured that Pollok did not deviate from his planned course as he put his ‘Improver’ plans into action in an Irish setting and the underlying moral and intellectual confidence is key to understanding the motives that propelled Pollok westward. [251:  Ibid., p. 144.]  [252:  Ian Whyte, p.96.] 

	Where the Irish context and that of Scotland did differ was in terms of the nature and extent of the opposition to this great social upheaval. Devine notes that the lowland clearances were a silent revolution and despite the magnitude of the changes wrought, ‘there is hardly any evidence of angry protest or collective unrest’.[footnoteRef:253] Thus, while Pollok would have understood that people may not appreciate having to move home or job, such was his moral certainty in his plans that he believed that the end would justify the means for all involved. However, nothing in the history of the experience of the Scottish ‘Improvers’ could have foreshadowed the nature or the extent of the opposition that his plans were to meet in an Irish setting and, in particular, in the Glinsk Creggs area. [253:  Devine, The Scottish Nation, p. 150.] 

	It is unclear which of the Polloks purchased the estate in Galway. Rankin’s referral to the brothers investing in land in Ireland, coupled with Arthur’s public defence of his actions, would suggest that it was the brothers John and Arthur who made the decision to invest in Ireland.[footnoteRef:254] Yet, the newly-purchased lands were registered in the names of Allan and Margaret Pollok. John died in February 1858 and his estate passed to Arthur.[footnoteRef:255] It is evident from Rankin’s writing that while he held Arthur Pollok in high esteem this did not extend to his son-in-law, ‘I cannot believe that the shrewd and able old man had ever contemplated such a wild scheme as his headstrong and ambitious son-in-law had drawn him into.’[footnoteRef:256] [254:  Rankin, pp. 33-4; Letter from Arthur Pollok to Sir George Grey, 17 January 1856 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP 11609/1856).]  [255:  Rankin, pp. 29-34.]  [256:  Ibid., p. 36.] 

	An insight into the family life of the Polloks in Scotland is provided by the census of March 1851, which shows seven members of the family, a housekeeper, butler and six servants residing in Broom House in the parish of Mearns. Thirty-five-year-old Allan was head of the household and was listed as the proprietor of 3,500 acres of land on which seventy five labourers were employed. His wife Margaret had given birth to a son, John, three months previously. Two other children were listed; Barbara aged ten years and Arthur aged four years. Allan’s father-in-law, Arthur Pollok aged seventy, and John Pollok, his uncle aged seventy-three, were also included in the household.[footnoteRef:257]  [257:  Monument Details Z03, Mearns Kirkyard Project, 
     http://www.mearnskirkyardproject.co.uk/monumentDetails.asp?monumentNo=Z03,  accessed 7 
     March 2011.] 

It is interesting to note that Allan Pollok and his wife Margaret were joint owners of the property purchased in Ireland, which may suggest that the property was purchased by Arthur and gifted to his daughter and her husband. While women were listed as purchasers in a number of cases in the Encumbered Estates Court, it is very unusual to have a woman listed as joint owner with her husband. This would suggest that it was a stipulation required by Arthur Pollok, who was providing the finance for the purchases.
By becoming a large landowner in county Galway, Allan Pollok also became part of the administrative structures of the county, resulting in interaction with many local landowners. He became a member of the Grand Jury of the county. Deputy Lieutenants of that body in 1855 included Sir Joseph Burke of Fairfield, Creggs, Robert Dillon of Clonbrock and Denis Henry Kelly of Castlekelly, while magistrates included among their number Thomas N. Bagot of Ballymoe, Sir M. Dillon Bellew of Mountbellewbridge, Richard Darcy from Newforest, Edmund Dowell from Skehard and Owen McDermott and Patrick O’Conor from Ballymoe. One of Pollok’s first actions brought him into conflict with the Glenamaddy Board of Guardians and that body included among its 34 members Chairman Thomas N. Bagot from Ballymoe and Vice Chairman Richard Darcy from Newforest.
Allan Pollok represented a new departure in terms of Irish landlords. He entered a milieu of the top 300 landlords in Ireland, those who owned over 10,000 acres, who between them owned about one third of the land of Ireland.[footnoteRef:258] However, as a Scottish born Presbyterian from a business family, he was almost alone in Ireland. In 1881 Campbell found that 92 per cent of this top stratum of landowners were Episcopalian, 7 per cent Catholic and just one per cent Presbyterian. 97 per cent of those in Campbell’s top 300 were Irish born.[footnoteRef:259] [258:  Fergus Campbell, The Irish Establishment 1879-1914 (Oxford, 2009), p. 18.]  [259:  Ibid., pp. 19-20.] 

	John Rankin, commenting on Allan Pollok’s actions, noted, 

Allan Pollok, on taking possession, at once determined to change entirely the previous methods of cultivation, and to manage the estate on the most advanced principles. In particular, he resolved to amend the existing condition of small and squalid holding by creating a series of large, indeed immense, farms. To this end he made a clean sweep of the existing tenants, in some instances burning their houses. Though he gave ample – and indeed generous – compensation, he inevitably drew upon himself the enmity of the country folk – and their shooting irons; at that time landlord-shooting had not become the popular sport it afterwards became. Little Allan Pollok cared; he had a nerve of iron.[footnoteRef:260] [260:  Rankin, pp. 34-5.] 


Pollok’s upbringing and early agricultural education in Scotland contributed to a resolve and determination that an improved style of agriculture was necessary and it was a landlord’s duty to introduce his tenants to modern methods. His ‘nerve of iron’ and steadfast belief in the morality of his actions were to be tested fully when he put his plans into action in an Irish context.

The Purchases
The Pollok family was one of a large number of Scottish landowning families attracted to Ireland by the simplified method of purchasing Irish land offered by the Encumbered Estates Court. The creation of the court was brought about by the financial devastation of the Irish landlord class during the Famine and the Encumbered Estates Act of 1849, which built on a less radical precursor a year earlier, was designed to simplify land transfers and attract foreign investment into Ireland at a time when most investors were reluctant to enter the legal maze of Irish land ownership.[footnoteRef:261] Scally notes that both peasants and landlords in the west of Ireland in this period lived in an ‘economy of arrears’.[footnoteRef:262] [261:  Vaughan, Landlords and Tenants in Ireland 1848 – 1904, p. 3.]  [262:  Scally, p. 26.] 

Pollok’s purchase of an estate of approximately 28,000 acres mostly through the Encumbered Estates Court meant that the Scot, heretofore unknown in Ireland, now became one of the most significant landowners west of the Shannon. The size of his estate was only overshadowed by owners such as the Duke of Leinster, who owned 73,000 acres in counties Kildare and Meath; the Marquis of Downshire who owned 115,000 acres across five counties, the Duke of Abercorn, who owned 76,000 acres in county Donegal and the Earl of Lucan who owned 60,000 acres in county Mayo. In county Galway, the landowning classes were dominated by the Marquis of Clanricarde with 52,600 acres, the Earl of Clancarty (23,900 acres) and Baron Clonbrock (28,200 acres).[footnoteRef:263] However, it gave Pollok a significant estate at a time when the typical landlord held approximately 2,000 acres.[footnoteRef:264] [263:  Conwell, pp. 12-6.]  [264:  Vaughan, Landlords and Tenants in Ireland 1848 – 1904, pp. 4-5.] 


The Ballinasloe estate
Pollok’s Ballinasloe estate comprised of about 14,000 acres, the vast majority of which was the estate of the late M.P. John Beatty West, as well as the Quansboro estate of Christopher St. George and smaller estates or part of estates formerly owned by the Bisset, Hackett and Daly families. The purchases were made between April 1852 and 1858 were as follows:
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Fig. 1 The Ballinasloe portion of the Pollok estate

In April 1852 the 2000-acre Eyre estate, which was spread over three baronies, was put up for sale. This included 900 acres in the barony of Tyaquin, 600 acres in the barony of Longford and 600 acres in the barony of Leitrim. Pollok purchased part of this estate (855 acres), including the land in the barony of Longford.[footnoteRef:265] The Eyre family bought back land surrounding their home on the Eyrecourt Castle Estate and some of the land in the immediate vicinity. Reporting on the sale of the Hedges Eyre property in the town of Galway in 1852, the Western Star showed the first signs of disdain towards the new wealthy purchasers under the Encumbered Estates Court, ‘we confess we would prefer to have the “ould stock” to any wealthy cheese-monger who has picked up his parings of gold’.[footnoteRef:266] It is worth noting that this statement was made prior to the purchase of the Western Star by Robert Hood Smythe in May 1853, as he had a very different and much less disdainful attitude towards men such as Pollok.[footnoteRef:267] [265:  Padraic Lane, ‘An attempt at commercial farming’ pp. 54-56.]  [266:  Western Star, 15 May 1852.]  [267:  Ibid., 7 May 1853.] 

	The most significant land acquisition made by Pollok was in June 1853 when he purchased by private contract the estate of Eliza Felicia West, widow of John Beatty West, comprising of 10,790 acres. The estate, which was spread across the baronies of Longford and Clonmacnowen, was valued by Griffith at £4,228 per year and produced a net rental of £3,662. The purchase price was £105,000, nearly 29 years multiple the annual income.[footnoteRef:268] [268:  Roscommon Journal, 25 June 1853.] 

	Pollok purchased a portion of the St. George estate (the Quansboro estate, 1,309 acres) in the barony of Longford in November 1853.[footnoteRef:269] Thus, by the time he purchased the Glinsk Creggs estate, he had already acquired just under 13,000 acres of land south of Ballinasloe. Smaller portions of land were to be added to this purchase in the following years. [269:  Christopher St. George, Sale particulars (National Archives of Ireland, Encumbered Estates 
     Court papers, Vol. 25, No. 12).] 

	Another piece in terms of the estate jigsaw was completed with the sale of the William and Harriet Bisset Estate in June 1854. This consisted of 449 acres of Ballymanagh in the parish of Clontuskert, barony of Longford, less than five miles from the town of Ballinasloe.[footnoteRef:270]  [270:  William and Harriet Bissett, Index to Incumbered Estates Court Conveyance (National 
     Archives of Ireland, Encumbered Estates Court Papers, 1854, p. 173, No. 5152; Landed Estates 
     Court, Proceedings, Vol. 1, p. 161).] 

	Allan and Margaret Pollok purchased 53 acres from Richard Gore Daly at a price of £380 with the date of conveyance being 23 June 1858. This consisted of portions of the townlands of Lisnacody, Bodella, Woodview, Eyrecourt and Hawthorn Park (which was in occupation by Richard Gore Daly) and Taylor’s Park in the barony of Longford.[footnoteRef:271] The Polloks also purchased land that previously belonged to Thomas Hackett. This included 363 acres in Lisbeg purchased in April 1856.[footnoteRef:272] In addition, Pollok also farmed some land which he did not own, including 637 acres in the townland of Cloonascragh, parish of Clontuskert, which he leased from Thomas S. Eyre.  [271:  Richard Gore Daly, Index to Incumbered Estates Court Conveyances (National Archives of 
     Ireland, Encumbered Estates Court Papers, Vol. 7, July 1857 – October 1858, p. 156, No. 
     8860).]  [272:  Thomas Hackett, Index to Incumbered Estates Court Conveyance (National Archives of 
     Ireland, Encumbered Estates Court Papers, 1856, p. 8, No. 6596).] 


The Glinsk Creggs Estate
Between the years 1850 and 1875, Allan and Margaret Pollok purchased a total of five parcels of land, comprising approximately 13,000 acres in the Glinsk Creggs area, these being the 7,414 acre Burke estate, sold in November 1853, 503 acres of the townland of Rosdaul, and two divisions of the townland of Keelogues East, Prosperry and Buncrower, purchased from James C. Kenny in October 1855, the 4,401 acre Dowell estate, sold in November 1855. The three parcels of Burke (613), Kenny (51) and Dowell (212) contained a total of 876 tenants. In the 1860s Pollok purchased untenanted portions of the townlands of Gortmorris (1863) and Ballinakill (1869). 
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Fig. 2  The Glinsk Creggs portion of the Pollok estate

The Burke Estate
On 21 February 1850 the name of Julia Matilda Burke was entered in the books of conveyance of the Encumbered Estates Court, with Edmund Dowell being the petitioner. Julia Matilda Burke was the only surviving child of the former proprietor of the estate, Sir John Ignatius Burke, and when she married Count Moretti the sale particulars were amended to reflect her new status.[footnoteRef:273] After Sir John’s death in 1845 the baronetcy passed to Julia’s uncle Joseph Burke, who resided at Fairfield, Creggs. The Glinsk division of the estate comprised 3,361 acres and the Creggs portion 4,052 acres, a total of 7,414 acres. On 5 March 1850 the conditional order for sale was made with the order for survey and valuation coming the following month. Notice to claimants issued in April with the notices to tenants issuing in October and November of that year. Notice to tenants issued in January 1851 and there was a two-year delay until March 1853, presumably while legal issues were sorted, before further notice to tenants was issued. The private sale was conducted for £55,000 on December 1853. Final notice to claimants issued in March 1854 and injunctions to put Allan Pollock into possession were issued on 16 and 18 March of that year.[footnoteRef:274] [273:  Western Star, 21 April 1855.]  [274:  Julia M. Burke, Record of Proceedings (National Archives of Ireland, Encumbered Estates 
     Court papers, Vol. 2 Dec. 1849 – Apr. 1850, p. 242).] 

	The sale particulars pointed to excellent markets in Creggs and four large annual cattle fairs. They also stressed the ease with which a new proprietor could get possession,

There are no leases in existence on the estate, a great portion of it being held by tenancies from year to year; and the residue being held under tenures from the Court of Chancery, which will terminate on the sale. It will, therefore be of no small advantage to the purchasers to have it in their power to set and manage the entire property as they may think most for their advantage. The lettings at which the tenants now hold were made when lands were greatly depressed in value; and in almost every case the yearly rents set down in the rental are far below what the lands would bring if new lettings were now to be made.[footnoteRef:275] [275:  Julia M. Burke, Sale particulars, (National Archives of Ireland, Encumbered Estates Court 
     papers Vol. 25, No. 30). ] 


The sale particulars pointed to 120 acres of woods and plantation, valuable limestone quarries, a new post office in Creggs, and to the fact that the railway ran about 16 miles from the property and a branch railway was proposed to run to Roscommon.[footnoteRef:276] [276:  Ibid. ] 

	The sale particulars gave details of the many leases in existence on the estate, some of which were quite large and represented substantial investments. Many of the leases had been made for seven years from May 1852, at which time the sale in the Encumbered Estates Court appeared to have been stalled. Among those with such an advantageous lease was Michael Kelly, agent on the estate and the receiver in relation to the sale. Malachy Keaveny held 777 acres of land in Glinsk Demesne, Treanpark, Ardagh and Keeloguesbeg on a seven-year lease from 1 May 1852. John Kenny had 216 acres leased in Corrspark and Ussey. His lease was contained in a judgement of a case entitled Dowell v Burke and ran for seven years from May 1852. In relation to this tenancy the sale particulars stated, ‘The yearly rent payable by the tenant under the Court of Chancery is far under the present letting value of the land. If the farm was now to be let, it is believed that it would bring a higher rent than that set on it by the valuation made by order of the Commissioners.’ 
	Philip Dignan held 244 acres in Ballincurry, Treanpark and Lenareeva, leased for seven years from 1852. Tobias J. Kelly was the principal year-to-year tenant in Milford holding a total of 143 acres, which included the tenancy that contained Milford House. The house had been newly roofed with ton slates in recent years. Matthew Concanon held a total of 34 acres in Milford and Creggs, having a seven-year lease from May 1852. Laurence Gaffey was the principal tenant on Keegan’s Farm or Park, holding 148 acres as a tenant from year to year.[footnoteRef:277] Sir Joseph Burke, baronet was listed as the tenant of Fairfield and part of Funshin, having a total of 605 acres leased. The sale particulars stated,  [277:  Ibid.] 


This lot comprises the lands of Fairfield and part of the lands of Funshin, the entire being included in a lease made in the year 1815 by the late Sir John Ignatius Burke, to his brother, the present tenant, at the rent here stated (£46 5s 1d). The lease has been impeached by the creditors of said Sir John Ignatius Burke, as being made at a gross undervalue; and although the rent reserved by it is here set down, the lands are to be sold discharged from the lease; therefore, the value of the land is to be looked to, and not the rent here stated. Very extensive improvements have been made on these lands by drainage, planting, fencing, and building of farm offices.

Michael Kelly of Curraghbeg was a tenant in Curraghbeg townland with forty two acres, being a tenant from year to year on that townland. He was also agent for the Burke estate and for the adjoining Dowell estate. John Kelly, probably a relative of Michael Kelly, rented eighty acres at Boothspark and his holding included a small corn mill.
	Much of the marginal land on the estate was held by tenants with very small holdings. In Camderry and Boggauns, two of the townlands on Sliabh Mhuire or Mount Mary, one tenancy was listed in each, those being ‘John Lough & Co.’ and ‘Andrew Kelly & Co.’. The tenancies ran from year to year. One tenancy was listed in Moat East, that being ‘Martin Crowe and others’, also tenants from year to year. One tenancy was also listed in Moat West, ‘Luke Tiernan & Co.’. Scally notes that the head tenants were often elders or persons of status who collected and passed on rents and were also involved in apportioning shares, settling quarrels and guiding the community.[footnoteRef:278] [278:  Scally, p. 77.] 

Pollok’s failure to comprehend the significance of the words ‘& Co.’ was to have major financial repercussions for him in years to come. Pollok was later to state that while approximately 85 tenants were listed on the sale particulars, on arrival he found four tenants with leases from the Court of Chancery and a further 609 tenants, giving a total of 613 tenants, over 500 more than Pollok had envisaged on purchasing the estate.

The Kenny Estate
The estate of James C. Kenny comprising over 503 acres first went for sale in the Encumbered Estates Court on 26 November 1853. There are references in the folklore to evictions in the Keelogues area and a comparison of the maps from 1838 and Griffiths valuation show that significant consolidation had taken place resulting in the destruction of the village of Keelogues.[footnoteRef:279] [279:  Toberroe NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml 16, l 198; map of Keelogues townland,
     http://maps.osi.ie/publicviewer/#V1,569053,763319,5,7, 
     accessed 24 April 2014.] 

Notice to claimants was issued on 2 December and notice to tenants on 1 March 1854 and 25 April 1854.[footnoteRef:280] The sale comprised of three lots, being Rosdaul, Prosperry and Buncrower in the barony of Ballymoe.[footnoteRef:281] The lots were sold at a sale in Mr O’Grady’s auction mart in Ballinasloe in October 1855 for £3,710. Other lands in Longwood, Co. Meath, sold at an earlier auction. The final notice to claimants was issued on 26 July 1855 and the sale was concluded in November 1855.[footnoteRef:282] Sale particulars for the Kenny estate noted that the estate brought in a rent of £271 1s 3d and all three townlands were held in fee simple.[footnoteRef:283] The three townlands listed were not in fact townlands. Rosdaul was a townland, but Prosperry and Buncrower were two of three divisions in the townland of Keelogues East. The sale particulars showed 18 tenants in Rosdaul, with tenancies ranging in size from just under two acres to just over eleven acres. All were tenants from year to year, determinable on 1 November each year and the gale days were the first of May and November. There were six tenancies in Prosperry, all but two of whom were shared between two tenants, and tenants held an average of approximately six and a half acres. 22 tenants are in evidence in Buncrower, holding properties varying in size from just over four acres, to almost 18 acres. In total there were 51 tenants listed on the Kenny property in the sale particulars. [280:  James C. Kenny, Record of proceedings (National Archives of Ireland, Encumbered Estates 
     Court papers, Vol. 10), p. 312.]  [281:  James C. Kenny, Sale particulars, (National Archives of Ireland, Encumbered Estates Court 
     papers, Vol. 36, No. 7).]  [282:  James C. Kenny, Record of Conveyance (National Archives of Ireland, Encumbered Estates 
     Court papers, Vol. 9).]  [283:  James C. Kenny, Sale particulars.] 


The Dowell Estate
The third major purchase by the Polloks in the Glinsk Creggs area was that of the Dowell estate. The Dowell property consisted of two properties purchased by Allen Dowell between 1813 and 1821, the larger portion being purchased from the Burkes for £30,000 in 1813 and a smaller portion of 702 acres in Gortnadieve and Ballyfinnegan purchased from the Walshes for £8,000 in 1821.[footnoteRef:284] [284:  Dowell (Skehaghard), http://landedestates.nuigalway.ie:8080/LandedEstates/jsp/estate-show.jsp?id=1313, 
     accessed 9 March 2011.] 

	Allen Dowell of Skehard appears to have been a native of county Roscommon. A son of Edmund Dowell and Catherine Plunckett, he emigrated to Cadiz and during the Peninsular War (1808-1814) he was a contractor for the British Army. Along with Don Alonso Fallow he established a sherry merchant’s business Alonso Dowell y Compañía. Dowell played the violin and was a great admirer of Stradivari’s instruments and made a profit buying a number of violins and selling them at a substantial profit in England. Rebellion in Spain made trading more difficult and in 1818 Allen Dowell set out for Ireland carrying with him a 98-year-old Stradivari cello. Dowell retired from the sherry business and settled for a time in Dublin.[footnoteRef:285] [285:  Carlos Prieto, Elena C. Murray, The adventures of a cello (Austin, Texas, 2006), pp. 53-4; 
     Dowell (Skehaghard) http://www.landedestates.ie/LandedEstates/jsp/estate-show.jsp?id=1313, accessed 3 March 2011.] 

	Dowell had purchased the Burke lands in 1813 but as the lands were disputed, he was pursued by Burke creditors. In 1843 the courts put up over £40,000 to satisfy various creditors and the lands were to be surveyed to determine what formerly belonged to the Burke and what to the Crown.[footnoteRef:286] The Dowell estate consisted of 4,401 acres 1 rood and was sold by public auction on Tuesday, 6 November 1855. The petitioners for the sale were John Edmund Crofton Kelly and Henry Roche. The centre of the Dowell estate was Skehard House, a lithograph of which was contained in the sale particulars. While Skehard House was the centre of the estate and formed lot no. 1, the remaining lots were a short distance away, forming a horseshoe shape around the Skehard and Fairfield areas. The estate particulars stated that the rent for the estate was £1,006 12s 3d, but was valued by the Commissioners at £1,257 1s 6d per annum, substantially higher than the existing rent.[footnoteRef:287] [286:  Patrick Melvin, ‘Landed Estates in North-East Galway’, Glenamaddy Arts and Historical 
     Society Journal, Vol. 2 (1993), p. 13.]  [287:  Allan Dowell, Sale particulars, (National Archives of Ireland, Encumbered Estates Court 
     papers, Vol. 36, No. 36.] 

	Skehard House had been built by the late proprietor Allen Dowell and was finished by him prior to his death in January 1841. Features included a ton-slate roof and a handsome cut-stone portico, seven bedrooms, a water closet and a large basement, as well as servants’ apartments. Outside there was extensive stabling, coach houses, garden house and other offices, a walled-in haggard and a garden of an acre, surrounded by a well-built stone wall about 16 feet high. The garden produced an abundance of fruit and could be approached both through the yard and also through a pleasure ground. A rivulet running from Lough Ower provided a ‘never-failing supply of pure water, and affords the advantage of bathing in the summer months’. The demesne contained 30 acres of plantation, of between 25 to 30 years’ growth. The sale particulars also suggested that Mount Mary was reputed to contain a valuable iron mine. The sale particulars also noted that the tenancies on the estate were created prior to the appointment of the Receiver and the rents then reserved were, in the year 1852, abated by the courts following the case of Aikenhead v Dowell, resulting in a reduction of about 20 per cent in the rental. The sale particulars asserted that the gross rental was much below the real value. A valuation by a Mr Collis valued the rent at £1,257 1s 6d per annum, while Griffith’s Valuation estimated the valuation at £1,208 19s 4d.[footnoteRef:288] [288:  Ibid.] 

	According to the sale particulars, there were 212 tenants on the estate. The estate was subject to small quit rents, amounting in the whole to £8 4s 4d, and to a sum of £34 3s 6d tithe rent charge. At the time of the sale, Skehard House was leased by the representatives of Mrs Anne O’Carroll, who also held seventy one acres in Ballyfinnegan, forty two acres in Gortnadeeve West and 149 in Skehard. In the townland of Cuilnacappy, Michael Kelly held over sixty two acres, with four other tenants having an average of ten acres each. Another seven houses with sheds appear on the map. In Lahaghglass South, eleven tenants held an average of seven acres each. In Gorteenfada, seventeen tenants are listed and thirteen houses are evident. The tenancies show about nine tenants with approximately twelve statute acres each, approximately six with seven acres and two with two acres. The townland of Leaha had forty tenants, ten of whom had over ten acres, with the remainder having approximately five acres each. Townlands such as Clooncullane, Leaha and Knockmaskehill were also heavily populated.
	The main tenant in the townland of Gortnadeeve West was agent Michael Kelly who held over 114 acres, while the remaining tenants held approximately six acres each. The smaller tenancies were year-to-year, determinable each year on the rent payment date of 1 May. However, Michael Kelly held his land under an agreement dated 2 December 1848, for a lease of ten years, from 1 November 1848 signed by Edmund Dowell and Michael Kelly.

Other purchases
In 1862 Pollok leased land in the townland of Ballinakill in Glinsk from Viscount Gough. The land, totalling 269 acres, was formerly leased by John Brennan and William Cotton. Allan Pollok bought this portion of the townland of Ballinakill from Sir Hugh Gough 1869.[footnoteRef:289] In 1863 Pollok appears to have passed over the opportunity of buying the townland of Newtown in Glinsk, which comprised 497 acres and belonged to Michael Nolan. Allan Pollok bought two 202 acres of the 215-acre townland of Gortmorris on the boundaries of Glinsk and Creggs from Patrick O’Connor in 1863.[footnoteRef:290] Because this study focuses on the 1850s, emphasis will be placed on the Burke, Dowell and Kenny purchases, which comprised Pollok’s estate in the Glinsk Creggs area in the 1850s. [289:  Cancelled Valuation Books, Ballynakill E.D. (National Archives of Ireland, Cancelled 
     Valuation Books, County Galway).]  [290:  Cancelled Valuation Books, Creggs E.D. (National Archives of Ireland, Cancelled Valuation 
     Books, Co. Galway).] 

	It is notable that the detail on the sale particulars had improved considerably between December 1853, when the Burke estate was sold, and November 1855, when the Dowell estate was sold. This was probably due in no small part to the fuss created by Allan Pollok subsequent to his purchase of the Burke estate, both in the newspapers and his rebuttal of statements made in the House of Commons. By November 1855 each and every tenant was listed, there being no tenancy of ‘Tenant X and others’ or ‘& Co’. However, that may also have been a result of the fact that on-site management of the Dowell estate meant that there was greater control over tenancies and tenancies were given to individual tenants rather than multiple persons holding one tenancy. The maps on both are very detailed, showing each and every house and building on the estate. It could be argued that Pollok, from the sale particulars, could or should have realised that there were numerous houses and holdings on the estates which would have to be cleared to create the large open plan fields he had in mind.
	It is evident from the leases in existence that Michael Kelly had taken every precaution to ensure that his farms were well secured by proper lease arrangements. He held a ten year lease from 1848 and also held leases dated 1852. At that time the Burke estate was being sold in the Encumbered Estates Court and he may have been aware that purchasers such as Allan and Margaret Pollok would be obliged to buy out such leases given that Polloks’ purchases in the Ballinasloe were further advanced at this stage.
	The first report of the sale of the Glinsk Creggs estate of Julia Matilda Burke was carried in The Times, in December 1853, with a report carried in the Scotsman a few days later.[footnoteRef:291] It reported that the estates of Glinsk and Creggs in the county of Galway, containing 7,414 acres, had been purchased in trust by Mr Thomas Miller, estates agent, Dublin and Edinburgh, for £55,000 sterling, by private contract, in the Encumbered Estates Court. The Tuam Herald of 17 December 1853 reported that the estate of Julia Matilda Burke and others was sold by private contract by Commissioner Longfield in the Encumbered Estates Court in Henrietta Street.  [291:  The Times, 10 December 1853; Scotsman, 14 December 1853.] 

During Christmas 1853, in the immediate aftermath of the sale of the estate, speculation must have been rife among tenants as to what the future held for them and what the intentions of their new landlords were, especially given the Polloks’ earlier purchases in the Ballinasloe area and the evictions that ensued there. All classes of tenants must have been fearful but it would have been anticipated that given the increasing popularity of clearances, smaller tenants were most in danger.
The purchase of the various estates in county Galway meant that by 1876 the Polloks owned a total of 29,366 acres, three roods and twenty perches of land, with a valuation of £12,727.[footnoteRef:292] The purchases propelled the family to the upper echelons of the landed gentry in county Galway. Following the purchase of all of the various parcels of land Pollok was faced with the mammoth project of taking his newly-purchased land and using it to create the model of high farming that he had in mind. [292:  Return of owners of land of one acre and upwards in the several counties, counties of cities and 
     counties of towns of Ireland (Dublin, 1876), p. 299.] 


The Ballinasloe evictions
The number of evictions carried out by Allan Pollok in the Ballinasloe area was later to be overshadowed by the numbers evicted in the Glinsk Creggs area; in the years from 1853 to 1855 he instituted legal proceedings against just under 250 families in the former West portion of his estate, located south of Ballinasloe and centred around the headquarters at Lismany House where Pollok later resided. 
	There appears to have been very little resistance to these proceedings, either in terms of communal activity or physical resistance, yet the upheaval of such a great number of families was to have long-lasting consequences regarding the determination of tenants in the Ballinasloe area to ensure that their tenure was of a more secure nature in future.
The Western Star held a pivotal position in the town of Ballinasloe and the newspaper changed hands at a crucial time, May 1853, in the course of the Pollok evictions. Incoming editor Richard Hood Smythe clearly approved of the improving projects of men such as Clancarty and Pollok.[footnoteRef:293] Whether it was due to Smythe’s background or for other reasons, the newspaper carried little or no coverage of the evictions that took place on Pollok’s Ballinasloe estate in late 1853 but did find room to report on the arrival of 1,000 sheep on a special train and steamer, [293:  Western Star, 7 May 1853; 25 August 1855.] 


On Thursday last, nearly one thousand sheep arrived here from Scotland per special train and special steamer. They were forwarded by Arthur Pollok, Esq. of Glasgow, to his property in this neighbourhood, lately purchased in the Encumbered Estates Court, from Mr J. Beatty West. We understand that Mr Pollok intends to farm the whole of the immense property himself and has engaged four stewards for the purpose. While a large proportion of the property must be kept in pasture, the amount cultivated [it] is understood will be the largest under the direction of one individual in the country. Though we deeply sympathise with the tenantry, who will be obliged to leave the old ‘homesteads of their fathers’, we have no doubt but that the extensive scale of farming alluded to, will ultimately be the most beneficial to the country. The late changes in the landed proprietary of the west of Ireland, along with emigration, is fast lessening the numbers of the Celtic race and occasioning a new phase in the aspect of the country. A peaceful and social revolution is at work, unequalled in the annals of history.[footnoteRef:294] [294:  Western Star, 15 October 1853.] 


Evidently the paper, or at least its editor, approved of the lessening in numbers of the ‘Celtic race’ and the arrival of some fleeced replacements. A month earlier the paper had carried advertisements for the sale of the Glinsk Creggs estate in the Encumbered Estates Court.[footnoteRef:295] [295:  Western Star, 17 September 1853.] 

	The evictions carried out by Pollok in the Ballinasloe region were not the first carried out in the area by a newly-arrived Scottish purchaser. Revd. Hubert Finneran, the parish priest of Moore in county Roscommon, just eight miles from the town of Ballinasloe, recounted to the Parnell Commission over three decades later that a Scottish man named Mathers purchased land in the Landed Estates Court around 1853 and evicted all tenants,

Immediately on acquiring the property Mr Mathers set about evicting all the tenants. They were all comfortable well-to-do farmers and were willing to pay double rents if permitted to remain in their holdings but Mathers was pre-emptory, out they should go. In reply to one who entreated him to be permitted to remain, he said that he would sooner hear the looing of a bullock on his land than the voice of a man. He cleared out about 250 families out of about 10,000 acres.

The priest noted that Mathers was shot at in consequence of the evictions and received several slugs in his back but the wound did not prove fatal.[footnoteRef:296]  [296:  Queen v Parnell Evidence, Vol. 9, p. 41.] 

In November 1853 the Western Star denied a report in the London-based Daily Express the previous Friday that Mr Daniel Mathers had been shot at but had escaped unhurt and said it was ‘evidently concocted for mischievous purposes to deter English and Scotch purchasers from coming to reside in the west’.[footnoteRef:297]  [297:  Western Star, 29 November 1853.] 

	A number of sources point to Pollok removing 250 tenants from the Ballinasloe portion of his estate in 1853. The harshness of this upheaval was ameliorated by three factors; firstly, Pollok gave generous compensation to outgoing tenants for crops and household furniture; secondly, as a major building project was now underway on the estate to erect nine steadings and twenty cottages, as well as the building of miles of new walls, employment was plentiful and; thirdly, many tenants were left in their houses, renting them for the short term until Pollok’s envisaged improvements were carried out. Many of those who had lived through the Famine of a few years previously were delighted with the windfall provided by Pollok and took themselves and their families on the long journey to Liverpool and from there to America.
In June 1856 the Western Star reported encountering a woman from Ballynakill who exhibited to the reporter a cheque received from Pollok’s agent Mr Algie for £150 in respect of a tenancy of eight acres and an almost uninhabitable cabin. She had previously received £30 for her goodwill. The reference to Mr Algie and the fact that the meeting apparently took place in Ballinasloe suggests that it was one of the two Ballinakills on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate as opposed to Ballinakill in Glinsk that the woman had resided in.

So that for her goodwill of eight acres, her stock and crop, she realised no less than £180. The woman and her family are making preparation to emigrate, and they do not fail to express their gratitude to Mr Pollok for his generosity, sincerely wishing that he had purchased the property many years ago. The amount of money which the tenants on these estates are at present realizing is almost incredible.[footnoteRef:298] [298:  Western Star, 14 June 1856.] 


If the woman resided on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate and received £180 for her interest in eight acres, it would appear that there was a huge gulf between the money offered to the tenants on that portion and the compensation later offered to those in Glinsk and Creggs, where the final compensation offer appeared to be two and a half times the year’s rent. Thus the windfall that the woman in Ballinakill allegedly received appears to be many multiples of that which was on offer in the Glinsk Creggs area in later years.
	The quarterly report on evictions for the 30 September 1853 showed Pollok evicted 597 persons, 310 of whom were readmitted.[footnoteRef:299] This would appear to represent approximately 115 families, and the re-admittance to their houses of approximately sixty. [299:  Molloy, p. 207.] 

	The perambulation books compiled by men such as John Montgomery provide a good insight into the evictions and the scale and nature of the clearances on the Ballinasloe portion of Pollok’s estate.[footnoteRef:300] In the perambulation book for the parish of Clonfert, which was perambulated by John Montgomery in 1854, tenants were entered for part of the parish in April 1854 and the remainder a month later. In May 1854, Mr Montgomery noted that for the townland of Oghilmore, ‘The landlord has it in his own hands and is improving it’. The Sycamorehill townland was described as ‘a good dairy farm’. It listed five tenants due to leave in November and six more who were noticed to quit.[footnoteRef:301] [300:  Perambulation books for County Galway, parish of Clonfert (National Archives of Ireland, 
     Perambulation Books, County Galway).]  [301:  Ibid.] 

	Observations in relation to Kylemore were also noted in May 1854 at which time all of the tenants were noticed to quit the following November. A note in November stated that Pollok had all ten lots in his hands and the offices remained unroofed. John Montgomery reported all twelve tenants were gone from Coolcarta West (‘a sweet sheep farm’), in May 1854. Likewise, the books reported sixteen tenants evicted from Coolcarta East. Twenty tenants were removed from Annaghcorrib, as reported by Montgomery in May 1854.
In relation to the parish of Clontuskert, the notetaker for the perambulation book stated in September 1855, 

All the tenants here are noticed to quit except Mr Potts of No. 10 who has the only lease on Cloonascragh.  It is probable that Mr Pollok will have all this but No. 10 in his hands soon after next November … There is much of it divided in small parts and held in rundale.

The man identified as G.L., writing the perambulation book in April 1856 noted, ‘The land is all now in Mr Pollok’s hands except lots 10, 11, 12, the houses however are in the possession of the tenants. The instruction on the valuation front was ‘make one lot of all’.
	In March 1854, reporting on the exodus from Ballinasloe, the Western Star had this to say, 

On Monday, Tuesday and Wednesday last our streets were at times as densely thronged as on a Market day with emigrants, their luggage and their friends conveying them to the Railway Station. There is at work a social revolution unexampled in the annals of any country. While the aborigines of the West are expatriating themselves in hundreds, we hear of newcomers from the North and from across the Channel ready to take their places. The project of colonising Connaught with the Scot and Saxon as mentioned casually by an illustrious but departed statesman, seems now perfectly feasible.[footnoteRef:302] [302:  Western Star, 11 March 1854.] 


The Western Star was to the fore as a cheerleader for the improvements being put in place by Arthur Pollok and his son-in-law.

One of the most striking features in the agriculture of this district is the magnificent style in which the West estate, now the property of Mr Arthur Pollok; is being cultivated and improved. The enterprising proprietor, we understand, intends to expend in improvements a sum equal to the purchase money. Already stone fences are being erected on an extensive scale and old useless ones levelled. Sixteen splendid brood mares of the Clydesdale breed have been brought over and there are at present on the property, three thousand ewes, who will have yeaned before the season is ended. The amount expended weekly in labour exceeds £100 and it is needless to say that the employment afforded is beneficial to the labourers of the locality.

Not everybody was as enamoured with the project being undertaken on the former West portion of the Pollok estate as the editor of the Western Star. In May 1854, that newspaper reported the burning of a house at Sycamore Hill. Work had been on-going on the house for some time to fit it out for Pollok’s steward Mr John Algie, but by the time the flames were noticed at Lismany, half a mile distant, the thatched house was consumed by the flames.[footnoteRef:303] Pollok did not take the arson easily. Two weeks later, the Western Star reported,  [303:  Ibid., 21 June 1854.] 


We regret to learn that Mr Pollok, the enterprising purchaser of the West Estate, has in consequence of the late outrage at Sycamore Hill, instructed his agent, Mr Algie, to suspend the works of improvement which had been in progress over the property. The loss of employment will be severely felt by many poor persons who had become dependent on it for subsistence.[footnoteRef:304] [304:  Ibid., 8 July 1854.] 


In November 1854 Pollok went to court to claim recompense for the loss of Lismanny House, which it was reported had been set fire to maliciously a few months previously. Eventually a levy of £150 was put in place. The Western Star reported that during the hearing of the case, there were several warm discussions and though many of the gentry were opposed to Mr Pollok’s mode of managing property, they concluded in awarding him compensation.[footnoteRef:305] [305:  Ibid., 25 November 1854.] 

Mr Patrick McMahon, M.P. for Wexford, and a member of the Independent Irish Party, addressing the House of Commons on Tuesday, 27 May 1856, referred to a letter from Fr Derry of Eyrecourt which stated that two thirds of the houses on Pollok’s Ballinasloe estate had been levelled. The letter stated that there had been 246 tenants, and in their stead Pollok erected nine farm steadings, 20 cottages, one corn mill and one mansion house. It also stated Pollok bought the estate in 1853 and started ejectment proceedings in the spring of 1854 when there was no rent due.[footnoteRef:306] [306:  Hansard 3, HC, cxlii 701-3, (27 May 1856).] 

On that same date M.P. for Renfrewshire Sir Michael Shaw Stewart (who was acquainted with Pollok) noted that all but nine tenants acceded to Pollok’s buying up the tenements and getting compensation. These nine were evicted and all but two became employees. He also pointed that on the West estate the population had increased by 25 per cent and not one person had been forced to get poor relief.

Aftermath of the Ballinasloe evictions
The evictions on the Ballinasloe portion of the Pollok estate did not require the assistance of large numbers of police and resistance to the evictions appears to have been muted. However, they were retained in local memory and when the question of unjust evictions came to be explored in the Parnell Commission a number of eyewitnesses to the Pollok evictions on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate gave evidence of what they had witnessed and the harshness the tenants had endured.
	Michael Foley of Kiltormer East, Ballinasloe, gave evidence to the Parnell Commission that he was a tenant on one of the estates purchased by Pollok,

His forefathers had been on the same farm before him. He held about ten acres of land in the townland of Keneevan [Ganaveen] and Crows Nest. Immediately on Mr Pollock’s obtaining possession of the estate, he set to work to clear out the tenants and make their holdings into grass farms. Witness was turned out by the sheriff. At the time he was evicted he did not owe a penny rent. Mr Elgie [Algie], Mr Pollock’s agent, offered to buy his farm stock but witness would not sell them. He would not give him that much satisfaction and he sold his little effects in the fairs and markets about. After he was evicted from the land he was allowed to remain in the house for some time at a penny per month as caretaker.[footnoteRef:307] [307:  Parnell Commission, Vol. 9, Evidence, p. 44-46.] 


Mr Foley went on to work for Pollok, 

He was paid about 1/4 a day wages but he found that was altogether insufficient for the support of himself and his family, quite different from the time when he had his own little holding when he had his cow and fowl and everything he required. Being unable to support his family as a labourer he left Pollock’s employment and took the few acres where he now lives from Revd. David Seymour.[footnoteRef:308] [308:  Ibid.] 


The events had taken a severe toll on Mr Foley, 

He never got any help or encouragement from any landlord. Hard work and hardship has made him old before his time. He had to work as hard now as when he was a young man. When his children grew up and might have been a help to him he had to send them to foreign parts. He had 12 in all, three of these, one boy and two girls were in America. If it was not for the help in money he got from there, he would have to throw up the place altogether. He got £12 from the children within the last 12 months.[footnoteRef:309] [309:  Ibid.] 


Concluding, he said that there were three villages cleared out by the evictions on his own townland of Lismany – Terravaun, Ganaveen and Crows Nest. ‘They were all happy and comfortable and had full and plenty in the times before the evictions began.’
John Madden of Maddenstown, Kiltormer East, a man of seventy five years was a tenant on the estate that Mr Pollok purchased. Prior to the evictions, he had six acres of prime upland at Calonesker,

Pollock turned him out. He bought up his little farm stock at the ordinary market prices. Witness owed a year and a half’s rent at the time of his eviction, but it was not for that he was turned out. He was not asked for the rent and he was willing to pay it up if he were let remain. About twenty other families were turned out at the same time from the townland of Calonasker where witness holding was … After he was turned out of the land he was left in as caretaker of the house at a rent of a penny a month and was employed as labourer but the wages were not enough to support him so he went to get a place from Revd. Mr Seymour of Kilcommon East. He got four acres and one rood of cutaway bog at £1 per acre … It was not worth the quarter of that. Witness reclaimed and improved it. The land out of which he was turned by Mr Pollock was four times as good. He had a hard life of it since he was evicted … living in a miserable cabin by the bogside where, as he said himself, he has no companions when he was turned out but the wild ducks and hares.[footnoteRef:310] [310:  Ibid. p. 46.] 


The effect of widespread evictions on the town of Ballinasloe was elucidated by Mr William Corcoran, a general grocer at Dunlo Street, Ballinasloe, to the Parnell Commission. He recalled,

At the time Mr Pollock obtained possession there were in Mr Corcoran’s opinion about 250 tenants at the least living with their families on the estate and having holdings averaging from 10 to 30 acres. These tenants were comfortable and well to do farmers, many having money lodged in the Bank, the National Bank, to their credit, which could be proved by reference to the books.[footnoteRef:311] [311:  Ibid., p. 46.] 


He stated, 

A short time after Mr Pollock gained possession he turned all those people out. He bought up from them their farming stock and furniture, but he gave them no option about leaving. Their lands were converted into sheepwalks and grass farms. Their houses were levelled and they were themselves compelled to emigrate to America, or to try to obtain small holdings up the mountains from the neighbouring proprietors. In almost all cases, the young and strong portion of the families left the country immediately after the clearance … Immediately after the clearance trade declined and shopkeepers and their assistants were idle from want of customers.[footnoteRef:312] [312:  Ibid., p. 48-49.] 


The eviction of the Widow Colohan was recalled by 26-year-old farmer Mr Patrick Barrett of Stream, Clontuskert,

remembers to have heard of the extensive clearances by Pollock, remembers one eviction himself when he was ten years of age. He saw the widow Coolohan turned out of her house by Mr Browman, who was then agent for Mr Pollock. She had been previously some years evicted from the land she had held. She was no sooner out of the house than it was set fire to and burned to the ground. The next evening there was turnips seed sown on the spot where her hearthstone had been. She emigrated to America.

The evictions on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate lived long in the memory. In March 1884, John Cody was charged in court with trespass. Reporting on the case, the Western News concluded, ‘It becomes their duty to make a bold stand against the tyranny … if they do not, they deserve to be scourged by Mr Pollok, far worse than when his family drove 250 families out of the country, levelled their houses and converted their holdings into one vast sheep walk.’[footnoteRef:313] [313:  Molloy, p. 230.] 

	The evictions carried out by Pollok on his newly-purchased estate south of Ballinasloe in part provided a spur for the setting up of the Ballinasloe Tenants Defence Association in the 1870s. Leaders to emerge from that organisation, a forerunner of the Land League a decade later, included Matt Harris. Speaking at a meeting of the Land League in Galway on 24 October 1880, he made reference to Pollok,

And, my friends, when I came and looked round, and when I seen the desolation that was caused by the exterminator, when I seen the plains that were formerly inhabited by contented and happy people, when I seen such men as Pollock, when I seen the smoking ruins of hundreds of thousands, and when I seen a fine fertile happy country left desolate by a man who is more merciless to his fellow men than the wildest of wild beasts is to his fellow species; when I seen this, I had to say to myself, which is the greater evil – whether is it better that one bad man should be shot down than hundreds and hundreds – I believe it amounted to 1,200 families – that hundreds of those families should be driven from the face of this fair island; and when I see this extermination, and when I see the weakness of our people, and when I see tyranny triumphing over right and justice, and when I see my fellow countrymen driven to the four winds of heaven, I say to myself, and I say it here today, that if the tenant farmers of Ireland shoot down landlords as partridges are shot in the month of September, that Matt Harris never would say one word against them.[footnoteRef:314] [314:  Mr. Matthew Harris addresses meeting in Galway, 24 October 1880, Reports of Meetings 3 
     (National Library of Ireland, Queen v Parnell, ILB 343).] 


Pollok’s actions were at the heart of the injustice which Harris was railing against in this keynote speech, which was to have severe legal repercussions for him in terms of the Coercion Act.
Conclusion
Poverty was endemic in both the Glinsk and Creggs areas in the early 1850s and the prevalence of mud cabins, especially in Glinsk, is an indicator of the extreme level of poverty that prevailed. The lack of a local landowner on the Burke estate in part contributed to the high levels of death and distress in the area during the Famine, but it also cemented the roles of local leaders and the most important leaders to emerge were agent Michael Kelly, local clergy, the Dowell family and, to a lesser extent, Joseph Burke, the newly created baronet.[footnoteRef:315] [315:  Letter from Joseph Burke, Kilbegnet Relief Committee to Lord Lieutenant, 5 January 1847 
     (National Archives of Ireland, Relief Papers, RLFC 3/2/11/8); John Crawley et al, Atlas of the 
     Great Irish Famine 1845-52 (Cork, 2012), p. 288.] 

	By the time Pollok purchased the Glinsk estate and began his process of eviction, tenants in that area could travel to the Ballinasloe area, albeit that it was a long arduous journey, and see the vast expanses of empty land which he intended to recreate in the Glinsk Creggs area. There are no reports of vast sums, such as that enjoyed by the woman from Ballinakill who was reported to have realised £180 for her eight acres, being replicated in Glinsk. High expenditure on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate and an unforeseen large number of tenants on the Glinsk estate and lack of rental income from the Glinsk Creggs portion of his estate, could have resulted in a great reduction in the remuneration offered to outgoing tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area and dissatisfaction with the offering from Pollok may have played a part in the significant resistance he was to encounter on his next project.
	Whatever the reasons for the vastly different attitudes to Pollok’s plans in the Glinsk Creggs area, what was to happen in the next three years as Pollok instituted part two of his project, took the Scottish ‘Improver’ by surprise and also led to many unforeseen outcomes for the tenants on his recently purchased estates in Glinsk and Creggs.


3. Eviction process

For three consecutive years from Christmas 1853 onwards, the Glinsk Creggs area was in turmoil. Up to 4,000 people in the parish came under notice to quit their holdings. Successes such as those enjoyed at various court cases buoyed their spirits and gave them a glimmer of hope that they were to be left in occupancy. Extensive coverage of their plight in the local press engendered hope that someone would step in to prevent their expulsion from their holdings. However, as the months dragged on, their initial successes were replaced by defeat in higher courts, resulting in the eviction of some tenants while others were allowed to remain once they paid their rents up to date. For those who lived through the events, the initial enthusiasm created by communal resistance must have given way to despair and bitterness as the longed-for resolution failed to emerge.

Previous evictions
Tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area did not have to search too far to research the fate of evicted tenants. Creggs had been the scene of evictions in June 1849, but not on the scale later envisaged by Pollok. On that occasion, the Western Star reported that the ‘hoary headed, penurious’ Honourable Colonel Sewell had, according to his agent, Mr John Kelly of Woodmount, levelled fifty-six houses at Creggs.[footnoteRef:316] In this instance, it was the Tuam Herald that took a more conciliatory tone. ‘This is exterminating with a heavy hand, yet, it is but fair to state that they owed a large arrear of rent, and most of them are well able to pay.’[footnoteRef:317] The Westmeath Independent employed a vocabulary that was to be re-used on many occasions in the coming years, [316:  Western Star, 2 June 1849.]  [317:  Tuam Herald, 9 June 1849.] 


The ‘honourable’ practice of depopulating whole neighbourhoods has again been resorted to, when fifty-six houses at Creggs, near Ballygar in Co. Galway were levelled by the landlord’s agent. Fifty-six families were turned out roofless and foodless to perish by the wayside without a single penny to provide even a single meal on their melancholy exodus.[footnoteRef:318] [318:  Westmeath Independent, 30 June 1849. The phrase ‘perishing by the wayside’ is a common 
     trope in the reportage of famines in Scotland and Finland.] 


Eviction returns for 1849 also show the eviction of nine people in the townland of Keelogues and one in the townland of Prosperry.[footnoteRef:319] Although the name of the landlord is not listed this was presumably at the suit of James C. Kenny who owned land in both townlands but there is no evidence as to what became of those tenants. [319:  1849 Abstract return of notices served on Relieving Officers of Poor Law Districts in Ireland 
     under Act for Protection and Relief of Destitute Poor evicted from their dwellings, House of 
     Commons 1849, Vol. 49 (1), p. 9.] 

The returns for the quarter ended June 1850 showed the eviction of 238 families by five landlords in the previous quarter in Galway West and 93 families or 503 people evicted from the French estate in Galway East. 1852 saw 22 eviction decrees granted at the Tuam Quarter Sessions to Count Carlo Moretti and Julia Matilda Moretti, which suggests that action was being taken against tenants, presumably for non-payment of rent, at a time when the sale of the Burke Estate was held up due to on-going court cases.[footnoteRef:320] [320:  Tuam Herald, 19 June 1852.] 

	Local evictions included those on the Gerrard estate in the townlands of Ballinlass in 1846 and Kilcoosh in 1853. James Thorngate, a Gosford merchant, cleared areas of the Castleffrench estate in county Galway, evicting nearly twenty families and razing five houses between 1852 and 1854.[footnoteRef:321] Speaking of the Gerrard evictions in Ballinlass, Newbridge, in 1846, Padraig Lane notes that they ‘epitomised the movement towards consolidation’.[footnoteRef:322] He also notes that the clearances were motivated by landlords’ desire to conserve assets when falling rents did not balance outgoings on poor rates.[footnoteRef:323] [321:  Lane, ‘The general impact’, p. 49.]  [322:  Ibid., p. 44.]  [323:  Ibid.] 

The Gerrard evictions are particularly important in relation to Pollok’s later evictions because of the proximity of both Ballinlass and Kilcoosh to the Glinsk Creggs estate (only one townland separated Boggauns in the Mount Mary area from Kilcoosh). John Gerrard from Gibbstown in County Meath married Marcella Netterville, a member of the Netterville family of Glasnevin and Longford in 1822. Following the death of her two sisters in 1823 and 1824 she became the beneficial owner of approximately 7,000 acres in county Galway.[footnoteRef:324] The lands at Ballinlass, Newbridge comprised 300 acres, including fifty acres of bogland, and some of the land was held by tenants in companies, while some of the land was leased to middlemen who in turn sub-let it to tenants.[footnoteRef:325] According to Mr Gerrard, the tenants wrote to him in 1827 with a proposal from thirty persons to rent the upland until 1 March 1842 and Mr Gerrard acceded to this. He received the rent twice yearly from the principal tenant.[footnoteRef:326] During the fifteen-year period the tenants sublet land to a further forty families at rents over those they were paying. An interview by a local resident magistrate of a lawyer involved in the case suggested that in 1827 there were seventy families in Ballinlass and part of the agreement reached involved the thirty tenants ensuring that the other thirty families were banished off the lands.[footnoteRef:327] [324:  Crehan, pp. 20-21.]  [325:  Ibid., p. 23.]  [326:  Ibid., p. 23.]  [327:  Ibid., p. 24.] 

In 1840-41 the village of Newtown Gerrard was constructed (now known by its original name of Newbridge) but the venture was a failure. It involved a market house, inn and constabulary barracks. The barracks was never occupied and the market house was under-utilised, possibly through boycotting.[footnoteRef:328] In 1842 events in Ballinlass came to a head. When Gerrard demanded the rent in September 1842 the tenants refused to engage with him, stating that they would only pay the rents under their own occupation and Gerrard should deal with their sub-tenants. The tenants maintained that the head tenant, Tom Gavin, had gone away to another part of the country on the marriage of his daughter and told the people at Ballinlass to do what they liked with the land. It was alleged that he owed £40 and until this was paid no rent would be taken from the tenants. Similar responses to rent demands ensued in 1843 and March 1844 and Gerrard began ejectment proceedings in the summer assizes in 1844. The ejectment was opposed by the tenants whose defence centred on the fact that Gerrard did not sign the 1827 proposal. However the jury found in his favour and the eviction took place on 13 March 1846, almost two years after Gerrard’s success in court.[footnoteRef:329] [328:  Ibid., p. 25.]  [329:  Ibid., p. 26.] 

No breach of the peace ensued during the evictions. The sheriff was accompanied by a large force from the 49th Regiment and a detachment of police led by Sub-Inspector Bernard Cummins, who was later to feature in events in Creggs.[footnoteRef:330] Roofs and portions of the walls were demolished. Only one house was left standing, which was providing shelter to a couple of fever patients. Press reports put the number of evicted persons at 447 and also erroneously reported that a child had been killed in the process. The story of the evictions was picked up by newspapers such as the Freeman’s Journal, which sent a reporter to speak to those involved. The reports of S. Redmond were later published in pamphlet form. Redmond’s interviewing of constables showed that in the previous three and a half years, Mrs Gerrard had turned out more than 4,000 persons.[footnoteRef:331] Local tenant Thady Rock, speaking with Mr Redmond, opined that Gerrard ‘wanted to throw down the house to make bullock pastures’.[footnoteRef:332] [330:  Ibid., p. 26.]  [331:  Ibid., pp. 26-29.]  [332:  Ibid., p. 33.] 

Responding to the eviction reports in the Freeman’s Journal, M.P for Limerick, William Smith O’Brien raised the issue and sought an investigation.[footnoteRef:333] John Gerrard defended his actions stating that they were legal.[footnoteRef:334] Once again, newspaper opinion was divided; the editorial writer in the Freeman’s Journal noted, ‘Mr Gerrard acted with all legality, we admit; nay, we complain that all he did was strictly legal’. Meanwhile the Belfast Newsletter accepted his defence in full.[footnoteRef:335] A month later the Belfast Newsletter was reporting that Col. McGregor had travelled to Mountbellew to investigate the matter and Tom Crehan notes that this probably refers to Duncan McGregor, Inspector General of the Constabulary.[footnoteRef:336] McGregor later commented on a report by Sub-Inspector Cummins that the numbers dispossessed were not exaggerated and he added that the evicted tenants were ‘in a state of misery not to be described, scattered over the neighbourhood, residing in the ditches and anywhere they can find shelter’.[footnoteRef:337] The issue was also raised in the House of Lords by the Marquis of Londonderry and in the ensuing debate Clanricarde said that from his own enquiries he believed that the case merited investigation and illustrated the necessity for a change of law in Ireland.[footnoteRef:338] While there was little resistance to the eviction at the time, there were subsequent reports of cattle houghing on the estate in 1846.[footnoteRef:339] [333:  Ibid., p. 35.]  [334:  Freeman’s Journal, 2 April 1846.]  [335:  Crehan, p. 34.]  [336:  Ibid., p. 35.]  [337:  McGregor, 26 March 1846 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, Galway 1846 11/10199, in 
     Crehan, p. 35.]  [338:  Crehan, p. 36.]  [339:  Ibid., p. 36.] 

John Gerrard evicted 42 families in the townland of Kilcoosh in 1853 because he wanted the land ‘for his own use’. He had purchased the townland earlier that year in the Encumbered Estates Court from Geoffrey Davies, a distant relative of his wife. Bernard Cummins, the police Sub-Inspector based in Ballygar, was involved in the Kilcoosh evictions and given the difficulty experienced in Kilcoosh, the prospect of a further wave of evictions would not have been something he relished. A report on the Kilcoosh evictions by Cummins, dated 12 November 1853, noted that two months earlier, the Sub Sheriff, Mr O’Hara had, through humanity, allowed the tenants to remain on the understanding that they would be gone by 1 November, which would allow them to take their crops. On 11 November, he accompanied Mr O’Hara and 36 men to effect the evictions, 

when we arrived at the place there were upwards of 400 men and women assembled who evinced a determination of resistance, they had the houses partially cleared but when an attempt was made by Mr Gerrard’s steward to have the house, the mob got so outrageous that Mr O’Hara thought it advisable not to pressure further as he was decidedly of opinion if he did, the loss of life would be the result.[footnoteRef:340] [340:  Eviction report from Bernard Cummins, Sub-Inspector, Ballygar to Inspector General 
     Brownrigg, Constabulary Office, Dublin, 12 November 1853, (National Archives of Ireland, 
     CSORP, 10232/1853).] 


Speaking of the tenants, Constable Cummins said, 

The tenants above alluded to are in most comfortable circumstances, always paid their rent, poor rates and taxes and since Mr Gerrard made the purchase, they offered to pay him their rent up to the first instant, but he would not permit them to remain on the land, he wants it for his own use, this enraged them as they had no other place to go.[footnoteRef:341]  [341:  Ibid.] 


In a later letter to Inspector General Brownrigg in the Constabulary Office, Sub-Inspector Cummins stated that on 28-30 November 1853 he accompanied the Sub Sheriff and forty men from that district and fifty five men from the 33rd Regiment in Athlone in relation to the eviction of thirty two families, comprising 165 individuals. Thirty one houses were unroofed and the majority of these houses were levelled. ‘In consequence of the strong force we had we met no resistance.’[footnoteRef:342]  [342:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to Inspector General Brownrigg, 1 December 1853 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 10655/1853).] 


Arrival of Pollok
During Christmas 1853, following reports in both The Scotsman and the Tuam Herald of the sale of the estate, tenants speculated as to what the future held for them and what the intentions of their new landlords were.[footnoteRef:343] Earlier that year Allan Pollok had effected evictions on the Ballinasloe portion of his estate, making way for the large farm steadings that were to become a hallmark of his management system. [343:  Scotsman, 14 December 1853; Tuam Herald, 17 December 1853.] 

The first weeks of 1854 brought the realisation to the tenants on the Glinsk Creggs estate that their new landlord, rather than providing a buttress against prevailing ill winds, was going to clear all tenants from the land. This represented a paradigm shift in terms of land tenure for the tenants, the custom for generations having been that tenants who paid their rent on time and stayed clear of anti-social behaviour were secure in their tenancies. Earlier evictions on the Sewell estate had related to non-payment of rent but this had been changing of late, as with events on the Gerrard estate.
The deed of conveyance from the Encumbered Estates Court was dated 4 February 1854.[footnoteRef:344] At the March meeting of Glenamaddy Board of Guardians the relieving officer handed in notices of the intention of Mr and Mrs Pollok to take up possession of the holdings on the Glinsk estate.[footnoteRef:345] That month husbandry methods being employed by Arthur Pollok on the former West estate near Ballinasloe were lauded by the local Ballinasloe-based newspaper, the Western Star.[footnoteRef:346] [344:  Western Star, 22 March 1856.]  [345:  Tuam Herald, 25 March 1854.]  [346:  Western Star, 25 March 1854.] 

April 1854 was to prove a very eventful month for Michael Kelly, agent on the Burke estate. Early in the month he attended the first meeting of the newly elected Board of Guardians in Glenamaddy and later that month he came face to face, probably for the first time, with his new employer. When Allan Pollok met with Kelly at his home in Curraghbeg, Creggs, Pollok outlined his plans for evictions, but this initial discussion only served to heighten the confusion surrounding Pollok’s plans.[footnoteRef:347] [347:  Memorandum of John Kelly, Queen v Parnell, Briefs I, 1880, ILB 343.] 

	At the May meeting of Glenamaddy Board of Guardians, Dr Longfield of the Encumbered Estates Court, in correspondence with the Board, opined that with reference to the rates on the Glinsk estate, the recent purchaser Mr Pollok, was liable for the rate made on 13 December 1853 as he had purchased the property earlier that month. The previous arrears were to be paid from proceeds of the sale.[footnoteRef:348] The correspondence continued at the June meeting when Pollok argued that the rate made in December 1853 was retrospective from 25 March previously. The Tuam Herald reported, ‘The point is considered a novel one, and as the commissioners’ decision will be of much interest, the Board directed their solicitor to watch the proceedings.’[footnoteRef:349] For the other hard-pressed ratepayers on the board of Glenamaddy Poor Law Union, this would have been very unwelcome news as they were expecting the new purchaser of the extensive Glinsk Creggs estate would quickly replenish their coffers and aid in the poor relief efforts in the region. [348:  Tuam Herald, 20 May 1854.]  [349:  Ibid., 17 June 1854.] 


Arson attacks
1854 saw a number of atrocities on Pollok’s holdings but none of these took place on the Glinsk Creggs property, perhaps evidence that the actions of the tenants on the estate were being kept in tight control. Fire destroyed two unoccupied houses on the townland of Lisnacody on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate on 21 June 1854.[footnoteRef:350] The following day, a mansion house at Sycamore Hill, in the parish of Clonfert, was set on fire.[footnoteRef:351] The house was within one day of completion and was due to be the home of Pollok’s agent John Algie and his family. Several beds of lighted turf were found around the thatched dwelling.  [350:  Report of Outrage, 21 June 1854, two unoccupied houses townland of Lisnacody, Parish of 
     Donanough, Barony of Longford (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).]  [351:  Western Star, 24 June 1854.] 

On 9 October 1854, two dwelling houses at Annaghbeg, in the barony of Longford, near Ballinasloe, were set on fire and on the night of 10 January 1855, an unoccupied house belonging to Pollok, in the townland of Kankelly, parish of Clonfert, was set on fire.[footnoteRef:352] March 1855 saw the destruction by fire of a small unoccupied house at Moate, Creggs.[footnoteRef:353] [352:  Report of Outrage, 10 January 1855, unoccupied dwelling townland of Kankelly, Parish of 
     Clonfert, Barony of Longford (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856); Report of 
     Outrage, 9 October 1854, two dwelling house at Annaghbeg, Barony of Longford (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).]  [353:  Report of outrage, burning of unoccupied house at Moat, Creggs, 28 March 1855 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

A noteworthy event did take place on the Glinsk Creggs estate in September 1854. On 14 September, Dr Bayley of Rookwood, Athleague was on Mr Dowell’s bog, accompanied by a Mr McGann, when he was approached by two men ‘of a most savage appearance’. The men advanced and asked a servant what the man’s name was. The servant replied that it was Dr Bayley of Rookwood. ‘They said they thought it was Pollok. They were then complimentary to the Doctor and bid him welcome.’ The event was brought to the attention of the authorities by the hard-working Ballygar-based Constabulary Sub-Inspector, Bernard Cummins.[footnoteRef:354] [354:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to unnamed superiors, 15 September 1854 (National Archives 
     of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


‘Scotch’ capital
By July 1854 the debate on Pollok’s actions was in full swing in the local press. The Tuam Herald reprinted an article from the Freeman’s Journal entitled ‘Scotch capital in Connacht’. The article noted that Pollok purchased in ‘the great mart in Henrietta Street’ and continued, ‘While Mr Pollock is pursuing this landlord idea of his, and riding his hobby horse at full pace without check or halt, more than two thousand human beings are to be shifted.’[footnoteRef:355] [355:  ‘Scotch capital in Connacht’, article from Freeman’s Journal reprinted in Tuam Herald, 1 July 
     1854.] 

	Famine and mass emigration had greatly reduced the cottier classes in east Galway, resulting in a scarcity of labourers for the harvest of 1854. The Tuam Herald, reporting on the harvest in September 1854 noted, ‘In many instances it is found difficult to find labourers for harvest operations, almost at any price. So much for the process of extermination which has been carried on with such unrelenting severity of late years.’[footnoteRef:356] Further evidence of the unavailability of labour is reflected in the fact that by early October 1854 the number of people in Glenamaddy Union Workhouse had reduced to 100 and the Board of Guardians were examining the possibility of amalgamating the union with four nearby unions.[footnoteRef:357] [356:  ‘Scarcity of labourers’, Tuam Herald, 16 September 1854.]  [357:  Tuam Herald, 7 October 1854.] 

Access to authority was a key factor in the dispute that surrounded the Pollok evictions; the landlord and his agents enjoyed excellent access to the highest levels of government in Westminster. On 26 October 1854, Thomas Miller, land agent for Pollok, wrote to Sir Duncan McGregor, Inspector General of the Constabulary, requesting that three constables be procured to protect Pollok’s property. He informed Mr McGregor that Sub-Inspector Mr Cummins approved of the plan.[footnoteRef:358] A letter written by Mr Miller to Major General Brownrigg in Dublin Castle in early November 1854 is also revealing. He acknowledged receipt of a letter from Brownrigg and made reference to a conversation he had with Brownrigg earlier in the day. He also noted that he had written to the County Inspector, Mr Coffey, requesting him to send three men to Creggs and added that the charge would be paid by Pollok’s manager, John Algie.[footnoteRef:359] [358:  Letter from Thomas Miller to Major General Sir Duncan McGregor, Inspector General of 
     Constabulary, 26 October 1854, (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).]  [359:  Letter from Thomas Miller to Major General Brownrigg, 2 November 1854 (National Archives 
     of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

	The farming year of 1854 came to a close at the annual October Fair in Ballinasloe. The event likely presented a confluence of the actors in the Pollok saga. Evicted tenants from the Ballinasloe portion of his estate would have encountered tenants from the Glinsk and Creggs area under threat of eviction. Pollok’s agents were also present and he was represented at the fourteenth annual exhibition of Ballinasloe District Farming Society on the Fairgreen, where he exhibited a Clydesdale horse, brood mare and Galloway cattle. Others present on the Fairgreen that day include solicitor James B. Concannon, agent John Algie and magistrate Denis H. Kelly of Castlekelly.[footnoteRef:360] [360:  Western Star, 14 October 1854.] 


Kelly Pollok correspondence
It is not clear at what juncture Michael Kelly resigned as agent for the Polloks, but it would appear that his correspondence with Arthur Pollok was a key factor in his decision. Thirty years after his resignation, the correspondence between him and the Polloks was shown to a correspondent from the Freeman’s Journal and he reproduced tracts from the letters. The first letter quoted was written from Scotland by Arthur Pollok. He noted that the tenants were combining to act in unison.[footnoteRef:361] [361:  Report from Freeman’s Journal reprinted in Roscommon Messenger, 9 June 1888.] 


The result of this must be that when the time comes they must all be turned out and their homes levelled. There surely can be no doubt but that the constabulary and military force can do this, or protect those employed to do so. I wish you to let this be distinctly known to all the tenants, and then let them take their choice, and those who decline to arrange with us must surely be prepared to pay what little rent may be due, besides being removed from the property.[footnoteRef:362] [362:  Ibid.] 


The correspondent noted that in the same letter Pollok concluded by impressing upon Mr. Kelly to progress with the building of a barracks in Creggs. An advertisement for the contract for the barracks was published in July 1854, so it would appear that it was about this juncture that the letter was written.[footnoteRef:363] [363:  Ibid.] 

	Kelly responded to Pollok stating that when he undertook to act as agent, he understood from Allan Pollok that only the poorest tenants were to be removed.

I feel very great regret indeed in being driven to decline the further management of the estates; but I cannot in justice to my own feelings and character consent to act in any way to forward your views in a general clearing out of a tenantry.[footnoteRef:364] [364:  Ibid.] 


He concluded saying that a wholesale clearance would be ruinous to the landlord and the honest, industrious portion of the tenantry, ‘and I shall never act as agent or manager under a landlord who resorts to wholesale eviction.’[footnoteRef:365] [365:  Ibid.] 

A further letter from Arthur Pollok stated, ‘We consider we have a perfect right to follow out this mode of management, and feel convinced of the propriety of doing so on account of the old system having ruined the former proprietors; and the tenantry are, to appearance, in miserably poor circumstances.’ He continued, ‘In purchasing we looked only to what we considered the value of the land ‘free of tenants’, if we had not expected to make greatly more of it than the present rental we would never have bought it.’[footnoteRef:366] The statement shows Arthur Pollok’s determination to continue with the project despite the opposition and eventual resignation of agent Michael Kelly.  [366:  Ibid.] 


Eviction process and procedure
The serving of notices to quit on the Glinsk Creggs estate was the first problem Bernard Cummins faced in January 1855. His task was to amass a force of men sufficient for the job and to ensure the safety of the bailiff. Living in Ballygar, Cummins’ role in protecting the bailiff was an unpopular one, which led local people to link the constabulary with bailiffs. This resulted in suspicion and a social divide between Cummins and his neighbours, especially following the recent evictions in nearby Ballinlass and Kilcoosh in Newbridge. There are references to constabulary members resigning in protest in County Clare during the Bodyke evictions, but there are no references to resignations in relation to evictions in either Creggs or neighbouring Newbridge.[footnoteRef:367] In January 1855 preparations for the evictions were well underway and were the subject of much correspondence. Brownrigg noted in a letter on 24 January that Sub-Inspector Cummins was aware that Mr Ross R.M. had been instructed by the Government to attend on the occasion of the serving of ejectment notices.[footnoteRef:368] Six days later Cummins wrote to his superior, County Inspector William Coffey, and outlined that a considerable constabulary force amassed for serving ejectment notices on 27 January, along with Mr Ross R.M. and Sub-Inspector Sweeny. They waited until noon on 29 January but the bailiff did not arrive. The constabulary force proceeded to Fairfield near Creggs and Cummins believed that the country people’s refusal to open the gates for the constabulary force was proof of the existence of a combination among the locals and he further pointed out that as they left the area they noticed that all the doors of the houses to be served were locked. Cummins concluded his missive saying,  [367:  Hansard 3, HC, cccxiii, 1123 (18 April 1887), cited in Crossman, Politics, law and order in 
     nineteenth-century Ireland, pp. 167-8 and in Heather Laird,  Subversive Law in Ireland, 
     1879-1920: From ‘unwritten law’ to the Dáil courts, (Dublin, 2005), p. 64.]  [368:  Letter from Brownrigg to Cummins, 24 January 1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 
     11609/1856).] 


Mr Snodgrass brought a man with him here yesterday morning that was to point out the houses that were to be served but he declined acting and privately absconded. Mr Snodgrass used every exertion to procure another man but he came here this morning and informed us that he could not succeed. Consequently the force was allowed to return to their stations and as soon as Mr Snodgrass is able to make arrangements the force will re-assemble to afford the protection conformally to the orders received.[footnoteRef:369]  [369:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to William Coffey, County Inspector, 30 January 1855 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Meanwhile preparations were also in train for serving notices to quit in Glinsk. In early February, R. Carroll, the Sub-Inspector for Galway West Riding was informed that the County Inspector had been directed to have a sufficient force for the protection of bailiffs in Glinsk, in the Dunmore police district, on Monday, 12 February. The importance of the secrecy of missives between the constabulary and their superiors being maintained was huge, given that were it to fall into the wrong hands, the surprise element of the arrival of the bailiffs would have been lost. However, amassing a huge force of constabulary and militia men in secret was difficult, because of the necessity of messages passing through many hands.[footnoteRef:370] [370:  Letter from R. Carroll, Sub-Inspector for Galway West Riding to Constabulary Office, 8 
     February 1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

By February 1855 the issue of tenant right was gaining momentum in county Galway as evidenced by a supplement on tenant right in the Tuam Herald of 8 February. The timing of the Pollok evictions as the tenant classes exhibited greater degrees of organisation meant that the evictions were seen as a cause celebre by the emerging tenant right organisations. The supplement reported on a tenant right demonstration in Castlebar which was attended by many of the principal figures in the tenant right issue in Connacht: including George Henry Moore M.P.; Archbishop John MacHale; Rev. P. Conway R.C.C., Ballinrobe; Rev. MacEvilly, President of St. Jarlath’s College and Jasper Kelly of the Tuam Herald. 
The service of notices to quit went ahead on the Creggs portion of the estate on 9, 10 and 12 February, with Bernard Cummins and Sub-Inspector Sweeney, along with 50 constables, accompanying Mr Ross R.M. and Mr Barrett, who served the ejectment notices. The men encountered considerable difficulty and Cummins’ disapproval of the extra delay caused by the fact that Barrett did not know the houses in question is palpable from his letter to his superiors. Deep snow hampered their efforts and slowed down the process as the ejectment party made their way through the various townlands. On 11 February, 1855, Cummins wrote to his superiors stating, 

I have to state for the information of the Inspector General that on the 9th and 10th last myself and Mr Sweeny, Sub-Inspector, with 50 men accompanied Mr Ross on several townlands on Mr Pollok’s property to protect Mr Barrett, a solicitor and a young man from Sir W. Barrington’s office, while serving the ejectments on the several houses. The men underwent great fatigue in consequence of the heavy fall of snow, everything passed off very well on the 9th but yesterday the people got most violent, they had pots of water boiled to scald the men serving the notices and in two or three instances stones were thrown, one of which struck Mr Sweeny. Mr Ross was very cool on the occasion and we got on very well we have three or four townlands for tomorrow which we hope will terminate the duty, in consequence of those two persons engaged in serving the notices and not knowing the townlands they only going by a map and working at random, gave considerable additional trouble and delay.[footnoteRef:371] [371:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to County Inspector William Coffey, 11 February 1855 
     (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Barrett or one of his colleagues was injured in the serving of ejectment notices in Creggs and so the service in Glinsk was delayed. Pollok’s agent in Fairfield, John Snodgrass, wrote an undated letter in early February, stating, 

I am instructed by Sir. M. Barrington’s clerk to let the police force know at Ballymoe that one of the men engaged serving the ejectment papers has got his leg hurt and is unable to proceed at present with the Glinsk Division. Due notice will be sent to Mr O’Connell when their service will be requested.

The force assembled in Ballygar on Thursday 8, in Creggs on Friday 9 and in Glinsk on Monday, 12 February but, as it was unable to carry out its duty it was stood down and the men were marched to Williamstown that night and the next day marched to their various positions in the Tuam area.[footnoteRef:372] Cummins reported to his superiors on the events. He stated that after the determination evinced by the people on Saturday he received information that greater violence was planned for Monday and he got a further 20 men from Roscommon and proceeded to the remaining townlands with a force of 80 men. [372:  Letter from Richard O’Connell, Sub-Inspector, Dunmore, to County Inspector, William 
     Coffey, 13 February 1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


The people were most violent. They had boiling water in pots and cans full of nuisances of all sorts, which they flung at the man serving the notices, the greater part of which the police received while endeavouring to protect him.
	There was a large concourse of people assembled who repeatedly stated their determination to attack the men. However, seeing that we were determined to carry the law into effect they were awed into submission, but still stating that before night they would have our lives. At this period a Mr Kelly who has considerable influence with these people arrived, and pointed out to them that they were only injuring themselves and serving Mr Pollok by the course they were pursuing. On hearing this they became somewhat more quiet but declaring that if hereafter they were to be turned out of their dwellings, it would be at the risk of their lives, as they thought it better to die at once than become the inmates of a poorhouse.

Cummins was clearly dreading the prospect of having to serve the notices of ejectment which would result in the eviction of over 2,000 people. He was concerned both for the safety of the men under his command and also for the public peace, as the mood among the local population in north east Galway favoured the tenants facing eviction.

It may be as well here for me to observe that if Mr Pollok persists in evicting every family on whom an ejectment has been served together with those on the adjoining Glinsk property, at least 2,000 beings will be thrown on the world and when the Sheriff is called upon to execute the habere he will require a force of at least 300 men to enable him to discharge his duty, the duty was most harassing to the men and nothing could exceed their good conduct and forbearance. From the sympathy evinced in this part of the country for those poor people, no one in this town would entertain the men serving the notices in their houses and I was obliged to lend an escort with them every night to Roscommon, a distance of eight miles from here.[footnoteRef:373]  [373:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to County Inspector William Coffey, 13 February 1855. 
     (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Cummins’ letter describes the difficulties faced by the local police force as they served the ejectment notices. They faced scalding water, buckets presumably filled with excrement, threats on their lives, while trudging through snow doing a job that few of them found favour with. Then, because of the public odium for the task they were involved in, they were forced to walk eight miles at the end of each day to Roscommon. The reference to the poorhouse is also telling. Less than a decade previously the region had been plunged into famine with the arrival of potato blight and tenants on the Glinsk Creggs estate were fully cognisant of the circumstances in the poorhouse and evinced a determination that they should rather die than end up as inmates of the poorhouse in Glenamaddy. The ‘Mr Kelly’ who quelled the tenants’ anger was most likely agent Michael Kelly, although it may have been the local magistrate Denis Kelly, who was an Irish speaker and a member of the Royal Irish Academy with an interest in Irish manuscripts.[footnoteRef:374] [374:  Patrick Melvin, Estates and Landed Society in Galway, (Dublin, 2012), p. 225; Creggs NS, 
     NFCS, lml. 15, l. 171.] 

In the midst of the furore surrounding the evictions, the parish priest of Ballynakill and Kilcroan, William Harrington, died. Denis H. Kelly, writing in September 1855, alleged that a priest in Glinsk had collapsed of apoplexy on the altar while delivering a tirade against Pollok, but does not specifically name Harrington or does not mention the death of the priest. However, it is interesting to note that Harrington died on Wednesday and the eviction notices had been due to be served in Glinsk on Monday.[footnoteRef:375]  The Nation of 17 February 1855, reprinted news from the Roscommon Messenger, stating that Rev. Harrington had died the previous Wednesday of typhus fever. If Harrington was in poor health prior to his death, this could explain the lack of clerical leadership in the Glinsk area during the course of the Pollok evictions. [375:  Letter from Denis H. Kelly to Thomas Larcom, 24 September, 1855 (National Library of 
     Ireland, Larcom Papers, MS 7577).] 

	Writing of the death of Harrington a decade after the event, Michael Kelly said, ‘In vain did the poor priest, simultaneous with the ejectment process, set forth the result attending such a crime. In vain did he beg mercy on his poor flock, to whom he administered and lived among for twenty years as their parish priest.’[footnoteRef:376] He went on to state, ‘Mr Pollok’s edict was land and cattle, and no Christians – these were the words of his nominees. No wonder, then, dear Mr Editor, that the death of the poor priest came, or that he died of a broken heart, or that his curate, Father George McDermott, followed a few weeks after.’[footnoteRef:377] [376:  Nation, 12 August 1865.]  [377:  Ibid.] 

Elsewhere, the press in county Galway was paying close attention to the details of the Handcock v Delacour court case (which was to have severe repercussions on the political career of the Earl of Clanricarde), the forthcoming celebrations to mark the majority of the Hon. Luke Gerald Dillon of Clonbrock and the election of John Keogh.[footnoteRef:378] [378:  Tuam Herald, 10, 24, 31 March 1855; Conwell, MA thesis, p. 12;] 

The spring of 1855 was a turbulent time in the career of Bernard Cummins. On 1 March, he wrote to the County Inspector, complaining about the arrival of the bailiff, Mr May, on a day when the market was taking place in Creggs,

The matter was foolishly arranged, for I do declare that had he gone near the chapel where there were at least 400 people assembled at the inquest, waiting for the funeral of a boy accidentally killed by a cart and another funeral going in the same direction, his life would be taken, or had he made his appearance in the public market where I heard such indignation against him, he would have met a similar fate. It is too bad to be exposing the lives of six or eight policemen who Mr Snodgrass thought sufficient to protect this bailiff when Mr Ross R.M. thought it necessary to have 80 on the previous occasion to do so.[footnoteRef:379] [379:  Letter from Sub-Inspector Bernard Cummins to County Inspector, William Coffey, 1 
     March 1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP. 11609/1856).] 


Legal reprieve
In March 1855 the Galway assizes got underway and were to prove an important element of the tenants’ resistance on the Glinsk Creggs estate. Among the Grand Jury members who took their places at the courthouse in Galway were both of county Galway’s M.P.s, Thomas Burke of Marblehill M.P. and Captain Thomas A. Bellew M.P. of Mount Bellew, as well as Gerald Dillon of Clonbrock, Sir Joseph Burke of Fairfield, Denis Kelly of Castlekelly, John Cheevers of Killyan and Richard D’arcy of Newforest.
The case of Allan Pollock and wife v John Hagarty and others was heard on Tuesday 27 March.[footnoteRef:380] The case related to possession of 23 acres, 3 roods and 23 perches at Creggs. William Burke, who had served the notices to quit, was not present and the court was told that this was because he did not get a lease and security of tenure from Pollok. Efforts were made to submit secondary evidence to the court in relation to the service of notices to quit, but these were rejected by Sergeant Howley. The fate of 114 families depended on the outcome of the case.[footnoteRef:381] Because of the non-appearance of Burke a non-suit was granted. A large number of the tenantry was present in court when Sergeant Howley rejected the suit and their reaction was to remain imprinted on the minds of many of the jurors present for months and years to come. There were nine other ejectments at the suit of Pollok against tenants on other townlands, the records of which were then withdrawn. [380:  Roscommon Journal, 1 April 1855.]  [381:  Ibid., 12 May 1855.] 

The Polloks appealed the decision to the Chief Justice sitting in the Court of Queen’s Bench on the grounds that the reason Burke was not produced was because of collusion among the local people. However, the Justices did not agree and the appeal was unsuccessful.[footnoteRef:382] It would appear that because of this decision the legality of all of the notices to quit served by Burke in relation to which cases were taken were nullified and thus Pollok would have to begin the process of serving notices to quit again in cases where Burke had served the original notices. [382:  Ibid.] 

There is evidence of approximately seventy one tenants in Glinsk being evicted in June 1855. The number of families evicted tallies exactly with the reduction in family numbers on the four townlands in Glinsk which lie in the East Riding of the county, Ballincurry, Moneen, Corgarve and Sonnagh (only part of which was owned by Pollok). However, there are later references to the serving of notices to quit on the Glinsk division in the East Riding, so the eviction of seventy one families could alternatively relate to the clearing of the townlands containing the best land in the area around Glinsk Castle.
Most of the surviving police records relate to Cummins’ work in Ballygar barracks in the East Riding of county Galway and details are scant when it comes to events in Glinsk in the West Riding of the county, apart from when Cummins or Denis Kelly mention events relating to that division in passing. This represented the first clearance of tenants in Glinsk and from subsequent reports by Under Secretary Larcom, it appears that all of these evicted tenants left the immediate area.[footnoteRef:383] [383:  Letter from Under Secretary Thomas Larcom to Chief Secretary Edward Horsman, Irish 
     Office, London, 22 May 1856 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 15416/1856).] 

Given Pollok’s apparently liberal dealings with tenants on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate the eviction of the seventy one families in Glinsk must be queried. While a woman on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate was reported as having benefited to the tune of £180 for eight acres, it would appear that no such largesse was on offer in the Glinsk Creggs area. No doubt, were such sums offered, the scene in this area would have replicated the events in Ballinasloe, where tenants took the sums on offer with delight and left the country or moved elsewhere. The eviction of seventy one families was a stark reminder to the others of the possible fate that awaited them and may have been deemed an inducement to those that remained to go quietly. Another key consideration in this hard-line attitude adopted by Pollok is that whereas he had foreknowledge of the presence of the tenants in Ballinasloe and had factored them into his financial equation, he had underestimated the number of tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area by approximately 500. Thus, paying liberal sums to all to leave may simply not have been an option given the money already expended and the unforeseen high poor rates and delays already encountered.

Petition presented
On Monday night, 26 March, Wexford M.P. Mr McMahon from Newtownbarry presented a number of petitions to the House of Commons, including one from upwards of 1,500 inhabitants of the parishes of Kilbegnet and Ballinakill, Co. Galway, complaining that,

a Scotch gentleman who had recently purchased through the Incumbered Estates Court, a property in those parishes, having 500 tenants and a population of about 2,500 souls is now engaged in proceedings for the wholesale and indiscriminate eviction of those tenants, though they owe no rent and are ready to pay any reasonable rent he may see fit to demand and to lodge a year’s rent in advance for his greater security and praying the house to interpose its authority for their protection and prevent the depopulation of the district.

Mr McMahon gave notice that he would, at an early day after the recess, bring the subject of the petition under the consideration of the house.[footnoteRef:384] [384:  Nation, 31 March 1855.] 


Public and private discourse
In a letter to the Western Star of 21 April 1855, a correspondent who styled himself ‘Know Nothing’ (an indication that the burgeoning Order of the Star Spangled Banner, a fraternal order in America commonly known as the Know Nothing party was being observed in the west of Ireland) outlined events to date on the estate.[footnoteRef:385] He noted that Pollok had purchased the estate on the basis of the rental as detailed in the sale particulars, paying more than thirty one years’ purchase on the net rental. On realising that rather than the eighty two tenants advertised, there were in excess of 600, Pollok began to take possession. Four tenants held tenancies from the Court of Chancery. Mr Pollok took possession of the lands of two of these, containing in all 252 statute acres. The letter continued,  [385:  Tyler Anbinder, Nativism and Slavery: The Northern Know Nothings and the Politics of the 
     1850s (New York, 1992), p. ix.] 


but there was one large Chancery tenant who held in his own hand upwards of 1,000 statute acres of the best land on the estate, under ‘Proposals for leases in cause of Dowell & Burke for seven years, pending said cause from 1st May 1852’ these lands, not indeed taken from the Court of Chancery in the name of that tenant, … his name does not appear on the printed rental, but taken in the names of other parties though occupied, stocked and cropped by him.[footnoteRef:386] [386:  Western Star, 21 April 1855.] 


The letter went on to state that the tenant in question was agent Michael Kelly, receiver on the estate under the Court of Chancery, who was paid upwards of £3,600 for stock and for the lands in his possession. When the four chancery tenants were taken from the calculations, as per the sale particulars, there should have been 78 yearly tenants, but on taking possession, Pollok found 609, all entered separately in the receiver’s books. On one townland alone there were 103 tenants, according to the letter writer, who added, ‘There were, however, a few larger tenants, who have been bought out along with many of the smaller ones at liberal prices by Mr Pollok.’[footnoteRef:387] [387:  Ibid., 21 April 1855.] 

	Of the 500 plus tenants, the letter writer said that not more than 25 of them had a rental of more than £5 a year. ‘If this be not a “pauper tenantry” it would be extremely difficult to know what those words mean’, continued the missive, before adding that Pollok had learned to his dismay that he was responsible for the poor rates of tenants whose yearly rent was under £1. Continuing, he stated that no man in his senses would have paid the price Pollok paid if a true rental had been printed.[footnoteRef:388] [388:  Ibid..] 

Denis H. Kelly waded into the controversy in September 1855 by writing from Castlekelly to Larcom.[footnoteRef:389] In a wide-ranging letter he outlined the history of the purchase of the estate by Allan Pollok and the fact that it was ‘covered with a pauper popish population’. As a local magistrate Kelly was concerned about the prospect of loss of life during the serving of ejectments and was aware of the fate of his late cousin Strokestown landlord, Denis Mahon, who was murdered (the two also employed the services of land agent John Ross Mahon).[footnoteRef:390] He noted that Burke, a process server who had served the original ejectment papers, had not shown up on the second occasion to serve the papers because he was dissatisfied with the £200 on offer from Pollok to give up his house in Creggs and Kelly concurred that £200 was not a fair sum. The decision by Pollok to place his legal affairs in the hands of Barringtons’ firm of solicitors was disparaged by Kelly. [389:  Letter from Denis Kelly to Under Secretary Thomas Larcom, 24 September 1855 (National 
     Library of Ireland, Larcom Papers, MS 7577).]  [390:  Susan Hood, ‘The Famine in the Strokestown Park House Archive’, The Irish Review, No. 
     17/18 (Winter, 1995), pp. 111-116.] 


Barringtons, who know as much about Creggs as they do about Timbuctoo, sent down one of their clerks who knew nobody, to serve the papers, from the maps and rentals and it was in the protection of this hero that Ross spent the pleasant winter campaign, which I believed he thinks scarce inferior to Sebastopol, but which was cold, disgusting and fatiguing![footnoteRef:391] [391:  Letter from Denis Kelly to Under Secretary Thomas Larcom, 24 September 1855 (National Library of Ireland, Larcom Papers, MS 7577).] 


The subsequent failure of cases brought by Pollok, due to defective records by Barringtons, is also referred to. The access Kelly enjoyed to figures in authority is evident from his letter to Larcom,

If it still lives in your memory this is what I told you would occur, in an interview I had with you and that I said its result would be, the buoying up the unfortunate occupants with a notion of triumph, and render them still more difficult to deal with and I own I felt no small apprehension for his large haggard at Fairfield and for his stout little bailiff Snodgrass, who I said would get shot. However, a small police party were stationed there and proved a sufficient protection and no harm occurred beyond the plundering of turnips and potatoes.[footnoteRef:392] [392:  Ibid.] 


The decision by Pollok to transfer his legal business to local solicitor James Concannon met with Kelly’s approval. Kelly described Concannon as ‘a fairly intelligent young man who knows the country well’ and noted that Concannon had secured Burke the process server, got possession of his house and farm and carried him off to Scotland from where he could be returned to serve papers or prove former services,

Mr Pollok has directed Mr Concannon and his other bailiffs and agents, to act with liberality in buying out any that are willing to sell and leave him quietly; and very many will do so; but he is determined to clear, and those that do not go quietly, he will eject and evict and this we cannot expect to be effected quite smoothly because in the first place I know the estate population there to be bound in the ribbon conspiracy and that they are so organised as to be able at any moment, to congregate in very considerable numbers.[footnoteRef:393] [393:  Ibid.] 


The allegiance of the local constabulary, of whom some were Roman Catholic, was questioned by Denis Kelly, who noted that members of the constabulary ‘must fight for their jacket whether they like it or not’. His attitude to Roman Catholic constabulary was not shared by the Lord Lieutenant of County Galway, Clanricarde, who some years earlier had expressed his confidence saying that Roman Catholic constabulary ‘were as true and loyal as any in the service of her majesty’.[footnoteRef:394] The isolation of Creggs was also alluded to by Kelly, with five local stations being at least five miles away. He noted his own influence in local affairs and stated that he had in the past prevented outbursts. The murder of his own cousin Denis Mahon of Strokestown caused him to mistrust the ‘Popish’ population, [394:  Hansard 3, HC, ci, 123 (14 August 1848), in Conwell, Ulick John de Burgh, First Marquis 
     of Clanricarde, MA thesis, p. 34.] 


Had my poor cousin Denis Mahon taken my advice, his life might have been saved and all the bloodshed and misery that has ensued been spared. I own what came under my personal knowledge at that time has given me a sad misdoubting of popish loyalty, and popish truth, and it would be very reluctantly that I identified myself with such, in any critical emergency.[footnoteRef:395] [395:  Letter from Denis Kelly to Thomas Larcom, 24 September 1855 (National Library of Ireland, 
     Larcom Papers, MS 7577).] 


He disparaged his fellow resident magistrate Mr Ffrench of Ballinamore and expressed reservations about the suitability of Ross as a Sub-Inspector of Constabulary, given that he was Roman Catholic. ‘Our Sub-Inspector has contrived to have almost all his men of the same kidney and has hunted away every respectable head or other Protestant constable that has been sent here. This would be better if modified.’[footnoteRef:396] By late June 1855 the police authorities felt sufficiently comfortable with the position on the Glinsk Creggs estate to dispense with the services of the constables guarding the Polloks’ property at Creggs. [396:  Ibid.] 

	In the second half of 1855, the organisation of the evictions was underway behind the scenes. More notices to quit had been served and the eviction process would be completed on serving the summons of ejectments, albeit that some people would remain as caretakers paying rent to Pollok for their houses. In July 1855, steward John Snodgrass wrote from Fairfield to Constable McKenzie stating that he had received notice from Mr Barrington’s office that the bailiff had left Dublin by the mail train the previous night for a second attempt to post the ejectments on the police barracks, the chapel and the church. He also notified the constable that the bailiff would require police protection.[footnoteRef:397] [397:  Letter from John Snodgrass to Constable MacKenzie, 28 July 1855 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Clerical denunciation
The debate on the role of priest in politics was to get a local dimension in relation to Creggs. In late September, Bernard Cummins, in a letter to the County Inspector, drew his attention to a communication from solicitor James B. Concannon that referred to an address delivered by Rev. William Mulrenin in Creggs the previous Sunday. The note which formed the reply to Cummins is interesting. In it, Coffey noted, ‘The Sub-Inspector should not give Mr Concannon any information on the subject referred to without authority’, suggesting that there was a limit to the apparently cordial relations between Concannon and the police force.[footnoteRef:398] The suggestion that Pollok had been denounced from the altar in Crosswell, Creggs had echoes of the case of Fr McDermott in Strokestown who was alleged to have denounced Major Denis Mahon from the pulpit the weekend before his death, a fact which was strongly refuted by both the priest and some of the parishioners present. That controversy was discussed on multiple occasions in the House of Commons as well as extensively in the press, where it was seized upon by The Times as a symbol of Irish lawlessness, and was raised with the Pope by representatives of the British Government.[footnoteRef:399] [398:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to William Coffey, 28 September 1855 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).]  [399:  Duffy, p. 168; Leslie A. Williams, Daniel O’Connell, The British Press and the Irish Famine: 
     Killing Remarks (Aldershot, 2003), pp. 249-255.] 

The information supplied regarding the priest’s address was provided by head constable Cartie, who was based at Creggs. However, once he realised the full repercussions of his statement, his account changed significantly. Cartie stated that the priest spoke in a complimentary manner of the Earl of Lucan, a fact that is hard to believe given the Earl of Lucan’s propensity for evictions and that the address was given to a community facing eviction. Lucan had evicted over 400 families between 1848 and 1851 in County Mayo and famously said that he ‘would not breed paupers to pay priests’.[footnoteRef:400] Yet, the priest may have been advocating passivity, fearing a breakdown in the social order. In his letter to the Sub-Inspector, dated 29 September, Cartie informed that it was the curate, Fr Gillion, who said Mass. ‘Revd. Mr Gillion RCC who said Mass spoke in a complimentary manner of the Earl of Lucan ... He made no allusion to Mr Pollok or his tenants.’[footnoteRef:401] [400:  Jordan, Land and Popular Politics in Ireland, p. 112-113.]  [401:  Letter from Head Constable Cartie to Sub-Inspector, Bernard Cummins, u.d. September 
     1855, (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Second serving
Writing to County Inspector Coffey, in September 1855, Denis Kelly warned that matters were becoming increasingly complicated and unless prompt action was taken, a breach of the peace would occur. He stressed the need for a large police force while the ejectments were taking place and bemoaned the withdrawal of the protection force in Fairfield. He also pointed out the difficulties that would accrue in conveying intelligence given that the mounted orderly’s mare was lame and concluded by metaphorically washing his hands of any trouble that would ensue, ‘It shall not be my fault if anything untoward occurs and I am sure you will see the necessity of at once making every provision in your power as County Inspector.’[footnoteRef:402] As the end of September approached, County Inspector Coffey, based in Loughrea, pointed out to his superiors, in a note enclosed with Kelly’s letter, the inadvisability of progressing with the serving of ejectments during Ballinasloe Fair but disagreed with Kelly’s recommendation to send a mass of men from other districts.[footnoteRef:403]  [402:  Letter from Denis H. Kelly to County Inspector William Coffey, 20 September 1855, (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).]  [403:  Letter from to County Inspector to Inspector General Brownrigg, 24 September 1855 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

Effecting the service of new notices to quit was to prove difficult. On 13 September James B. Concannon in a letter to Bernard Cummins stated, 

I find it impossible to get my bailiffs to effect service of notices to quit on the Glinsk and Creggs estate lately purchased by Mr Pollok from the values of the tenants, the lands being in your district and having to attend there on a former occasion has made you fully acquainted with the people and I am sorry to say you must agree that no bailiff’s life would be safe without protection therefore you will please not delay in informing me on the day you can attend with the magistrate and about 50 men, the time for service will expire in most instances on the 29th inst. I offered the tenants two years rent if they would give up possession but they are badly advised and I must now try what the law will do.[footnoteRef:404] [404:  Letter from James. B. Concannon to Bernard Cummins, 13 September 1855 (National Archives 
     of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


A few days later, Concannon wrote to the County Inspector suggesting that a force of 60 men would be needed to serve the notices. The suggestion that the magistrate in Athlone should attend was acted on as on 25 September, Thomas Larcom wrote to James Ross, resident magistrate in Athlone, asking him to attend at the serving of processes. Mr Ross was dismayed at the prospect of returning to the Creggs area. Concannon, sensing the value of exposing the priest’s denunciation of Pollok, wrote of the matter to Bernard Cummins in late September. 

I am informed that the Revd. W. Mulrennan PP of Creggs in the presence of some of our force exhorted all the tenants on Mr Pollok’s estate not to give up possession of their land, telling them that, while they were united and stood together, then they would be able to defeat their enemy (meaning Mr Pollok) by the strong hand. I am also informed he alluded to the Earl of Lucan as an exterminator and desired them be aware of what occurred there. He also told them to resist their landlord in every way. This, I am informed, he stated from the altar on Sunday last. I attended at Creggs this day by appointment with the tenants to facilitate a settlement, but not a man came near me and I am credibly informed they are determined while they have life to follow the orders of their priest. If the Inquiry has occurred I presume you have been made aware of the facts and you will see the necessity of taking immediate steps to preserve the peace.[footnoteRef:405] [405:  Letter from James B. Concannon to Bernard Cummins, 27 September 1855 (National Archives 
     of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Concannon’s version of events in relation to the homily delivered in Kilbegnet has a much greater ring of truth than the version presented by Constable Cartie once he realised the full import of his initial statement.
	As September drew to a close Concannon blamed his lack of success in serving papers on the local clergy. Writing to Ffrench, a resident magistrate, he said he,

had three bailiffs ready to serve the papers but after the address of the priest on the 23rd last from the altar coupled with the influences I am informed which is used by the Roman Catholic clergy in and about that locality, no person would be had to serve the papers. Several of the poor people appointed the 27th inst with me to take up possession – gave them full value of their crops, compensation and a receipt in full for 2 ½ years rent. This appointment made prior to the address above referred to and when I attended I only met two persons casually who told me after the priest’s address all would resist to the last.[footnoteRef:406] [406:  Letter from James Concannon to Ffrench R.M., 30 September 1855 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Meanwhile preparations were continuing in advance of serving of documents in Glinsk and Creggs. On 2 October, Brownrigg wrote from the Constabulary Office in Dublin Castle to Galway West Riding asking the Inspector of the West Riding to amass ‘a force consisting of one officer and forty men to co-operate with a force from the East Riding in affording protection to Mr Pollock’s agent while serving law processes on the townlands of Creggs and Glynsk in the E.R’.[footnoteRef:407] Writing on 4 October, presumably to both Duncan McGregor and Brownrigg, Mr Miller requested police protection in the form of six constables on the Pollok property at Creggs, stating that the landlord’s life could be in danger following the clerical denunciation, echoing once again the murder of Denis Mahon. He said that from information he received from John Snodgrass, Pollok’s Manager in Creggs,  [407:  Letter from Brownrigg to Inspector of the West Riding, County Galway, 2 October 1855 
     (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


in which he states that, from the present temper and appearance of the people aided by the addresses and advices of some of the Roman Catholic clergy who have recommended the tenantry to resist the legal rights of their landlord, there is good reason to fear that injury may be done to the crops and property of Mr & Mrs Pollok that life may also be in danger.[footnoteRef:408]  [408:  Letter from land agent Thomas Miller to unnamed person or persons, 3 October 1855 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


The inability of the local gentry to weigh in on the side of Pollok and denounce local clergy was highlighted by land agent Thomas Miller. Writing on 4 October to Sir Duncan McGregor, Inspector General of Constabulary and Inspector General Brownrigg, Mr Miller referred to the protection force in Creggs and said in relation to the clergy, 

There is no doubt that but for the interference of Roman Catholic clergy the people would have been all quiet as they were well disposed to agree to Mr Pollok’s most liberal proposition and I feel ashamed at the conduct of the Roman Catholic gentry of the country who disapproving as they do of the conduct of the priests, yet have not the manliness or courage openly to say so; and I much fear that with all the seeming quietness of the county it is more like a smouldering volcano ready to burst out when opportunity offers.[footnoteRef:409] [409:  Letter from Thomas Miller to Sir Duncan McGregor, Inspector General of Constabulary and 
     Inspector General Brownrigg, 4 October 1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 
     11609/1856.] 


Denis Kelly’s stated belief that the Glinsk and Creggs areas were rife with Ribbonism was not apparently shared by Ffrench, the resident magistrate. Mr Ffrench, reporting on the subject of Ribbonism in Galway East Riding in November 1855 stated, ‘Nothing can exceed the present quietude’ and added that he apprehended ‘no danger from the remnant of the ribbon system. Crime is very trifling and the emigrants who return are in good circumstances’.[footnoteRef:410] [410:  Abstract of the reports of Resident Magistrates in reply to the circular of the 13 November 1855 
     relative to the state of the country (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11368/1856).] 

For the tenants on the former Burke estate, all that remained to fulfil the legal obligations of their eviction was the services of the notices of ejectment. This represented their final eviction and a stay of execution could only be procured in the event of an appeal against the legality of the eviction.
In mid-December, Charles O’Connell wrote to the County Inspector in Galway stating that he had met Sub-Inspector Cummins and discussed with him the number of constabulary required. Cummins believed 40 men would not be sufficient and required 100 men in total to be in Creggs on 17 December to protect the bailiffs in serving the eviction notices in both Creggs and Glinsk.[footnoteRef:411] The following day Mr O’Connell requested his force to assemble at Creggs on Monday 17 at 10 a.m. The force from the West Riding was to consist of one officer and 19 constables from Dunmore; one officer and 19 constables from Tuam and ten constables from Headford, a total of 50 men.[footnoteRef:412] At the close of 1855, Cummins reported that on 17 December he, along with four Sub-Inspectors and 170 men, accompanied Charles O’Connell R.M. to Glinsk to protect bailiffs serving ejectments. They met no opposition on the 18 and 19 December.  [411:  Letter from Charles O’Connell to William Coffey, County Inspector, Galway, 14 December 
     1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).]  [412:  Letter from Mr. J. O’Connell, Galway West Riding, to Inspector General Brownrigg, 15 
     December 1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


We were similarly employed on 14 townlands in the Parish of Kilbegnet and Barony of Ballymoe, the people on those townlands were disposed to give resistance but from the large force of constabulary and the determination with Mr O’Connell evinced to see the law carried out deterred them from doing so and with the exception of one stone that was thrown and some boiling water that was thrown at the Bailiff, everything passed off very well. The men were well conducted and done their duty to the satisfaction of Mr O’Connell and their officers and all returned this day to their respective stations.[footnoteRef:413] [413:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to Inspector General Brownrigg, 20 December 1855, 
     (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Pollok’s purchase of the Dowell estate meant that hundreds more people now faced the same fate as their counterparts on the Burke estate. There appears to have been a gulf in the reaction of tenants in the Glinsk and Creggs divisions of the Burke estate, whether this was as a result of the fact that Creggs was scheduled later, or whether the resistance was better organised in Rev. Mulrenin’s bailiwick than in Glinsk, where the local parish priest had recently died, is difficult to determine.
	1855 had been an eventful year for all the local actors in the saga, including agent Michael Kelly, Sub-Inspector Bernard Cummins, local magistrate and landlord Denis Kelly, parish priest Fr Mulrenin and solicitor James B. Concannon, whose elevation to the position of Pollok’s solicitor had thrown the young man into the limelight. Seventy one families had now been evicted in Glinsk; hundreds more had been served with eviction notices, while the Dowell tenants were now also in danger of being evicted. By the close of 1855 Allan Pollok must have rued the day he had made the decision to buy this estate, covered as he found it with a ‘pauper Popish tenantry’ and as the new year of 1856 dawned, he was faced with the prospect of evicting further families to make way for his ambitions plans. His only alternative was to amend his plans to ensure the least number of evictions necessary, creating the largest farms feasible, instituting the envisaged improvements and letting the farms out as quickly as possible. 
By early January 1856 it was evident that the Polloks’ plan for the Glinsk estate was facing further difficulties. No wonder that when George Henry Moore spoke to him in April or May 1856, he learned that by then, the Scotsman had tired of the idea of farming on a high scale and had instead opted to create and let large farms. The problems were presenting on a number of fronts, namely court cases, adverse publicity and the portrayal of the family as hard-hearted evicting landlords.

Dowell sale
In November 1855 came another blow for tenants in the locality with a report in the Tuam Herald on the sale of Edmund Dowell’s Skehard property in the Encumbered Estates Court on 6 November.[footnoteRef:414] The tenants had been aware for many years that the estate was about to be sold. The conditional order for the sale of the estate was issued on 31 January 1853 and notice to tenants of the impending sale had issued on 14 May of that year. However, the next move was to take a further two years, while court cases were settled and on 12 January 1855 an order was made that certain lands were to be sold to discharge an annuity. The estate was purchased by Pollok, thereby plunging hundreds more tenants in the Creggs area onto the eviction train.[footnoteRef:415] Interestingly, the report in the Tuam Herald listed several purchasers in trust, although it emerged that Pollok was the instigator of these. For example Skehard House and demesne lands and townland of Cuilnacappy and Clooncullane were listed as being sold to a Mr Nunne in trust, while Mr Russell was listed as the purchaser of the townlands of Loughglass South, Gorteenfada, Ballythomas and Leahive and Mr Jones was the purchaser of Tallavnamraher and Ballinahowna. Exactly why he went to such lengths to conceal the fact that he was the purchaser is not clear, but it may have been at the request of the vendor, who stood little chance of getting outstanding rents if the local populace knew that Pollok was the purchaser and that eviction was imminent. [414:  Tuam Herald, 10 November 1855.]  [415:  Ibid.] 

At the end of November 1855, Denis H. Kelly once again took up his pen to write to Larcom and, once again, his observations were astute. He noted that Pollok was rumoured to be the purchaser of the Dowell estate and asked a legal question on the issue of whether or not the receiver’s power of distress was at an end. The receiver in question was Michael Kelly of Curraghbeg. Referring to the forthcoming distraint for rent for Dowell, Kelly desired to know when the receiver’s powers were at an end and said, ‘as the passions of the populace there are highly excited and as Pollock’s ejectments will be serving the week after, the probability of a collision is considerable and as in such, lives may be lost’.[footnoteRef:416] [416:  Letter from Denis H. Kelly to Larcom, 25 November 1855 (National Library of Ireland, 
     Larcom Papers, MS 7577).] 

On 6 December 1855 the Tuam Herald erroneously reported on evictions carried out on the Dowell estate. In fact, it was the distraint for rent owed and was carried out at the suit of the Dowell estate as opposed to Pollok. A statement that car men refused to act once they learned what they were to be involved in shows the public support for the tenants and the difficulty faced by the police and bailiffs in effecting the distraints.

A number of Carmen who were engaged from a distance, on seeing the work before them, refused to be engaged in it, and so the execution of the decree is for a time prevented. It was feared that many of the tenantry were armed for resistance and Mr Ffrench read the Riot Act, but happily no collision took place. A few evenings before, it appears that Mr Pollock was entertaining his tenantry on his West estates to a Harvest home; but what a sad contrast the fate of the poor Dowell tenants will present when they and their families are driven forth houseless on the world at this inclement season.[footnoteRef:417] [417:  Tuam Herald, 6 December 1855.] 


The invidious position of Michael Kelly was well documented in the Western Star of Saturday, 8 December 1855. Although he was being evicted as a tenant on the Burke estate, Kelly remained the receiver for the Dowell estate and now was forced to collect rent from his neighbours before the new owners Allan and Margaret Pollok, took over. However, his neighbours appear to have been well warned of his arrival,

The object of Mr Kelly was to get up the old rents before possession would be given to the new proprietor. The peasantry seemed determined to resist to the utmost, and there could not have been less than one thousand individuals assembled. It is said that a few of the tenants were induced on the occasion to come to a settlement and made payment. The people having been made aware of the proceedings had their cattle all removed, and when some seizures were made of oats and other crops, the car men who were brought for the purpose refused to remove them. The Police force having then nothing to do, returned to their various stations.[footnoteRef:418] [418:  Western Star, 8 December 1855.] 


Creggs was not the only scene of resistance to evictions. The Western Star of the same date reported on the Dartfield evictions and how the tenants, by taking the doors off their houses at the approach of the sheriff, had foiled the attempts to evict them.[footnoteRef:419] [419:  Ibid.] 

Arthur Pollok enters the fray
For the first time Arthur Pollok, the man who along with his brother John had provided the funding for the county Galway enterprise, defended the project now underway.[footnoteRef:420] His superb connections ensured that his missive was seen and noted in Whitehall and was forwarded to the Chief Secretary’s Office in Dublin for viewing by the Lord Lieutenant. The letter, dated mid-January and written from Broom Mearns in Glasgow, was forwarded by H. Waddington from Whitehall on the direction of Secretary Sir George Grey to the Chief Secretary’s Office in Dublin with an order that it be set before the Lord Lieutenant. Mr Pollok outlined how, along with his brother John, he had retired from business and decided to invest a considerable part of their savings in the purchase of 27,000 acres of land in County Galway.[footnoteRef:421] The fact that the Polloks anticipated no trouble in taking possession is evident from the letter, [420:  Letter from Arthur Pollok to Sir George Grey, Secretary of State, 17 January 1856 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).]  [421:  Ibid.] 


In the advertisement for the sale of these properties by the court it was held out as an inducement to purchasers that they were chiefly occupied by yearly tenants so that a purchaser might get it early into his own possession if he wished and this was a great inducement to our making the purchases. We however, have found it very difficult to get possession from the tenants from apparently a mistaken feeling that being in possession they have a right to remain and tho’ they may be turned out by force of law they seem to consider it a great injustice and resist any such proceedings to the utmost of their power which they are encouraged to do from the difficulty of following out a process of ejectment as the law at present stands.[footnoteRef:422] [422:  Ibid.] 


Pollok suggested that the bad feeling arose because tenants considered they had a right, though not a legal one, to remain in possession of their holdings in opposition to the wishes of the proprietor and if this mistaken feeling could be done away with, it would be to the benefit of Ireland. Pollok suggested that notices to quit and summonses of ejectment could be served by registered letter through the post office,

It appears to me very unfortunate for Ireland that such a feeling should exist with the tenantry that they have a right to remain in possession of their holdings after the expiring of their agreements and also very hurtful to the great bulk of the tenants themselves who generally possess very small holdings, often with large families living in comparative idleness in a very poor way but if obliged to quit their holdings it would force them to turn to more industry and benefit both the country and themselves – besides while a feeling of the right to remain exists it leads I fear to many of the unlawful acts of even a sanguinary nature committed in Ireland and makes us and others who wish to benefit Ireland by a new system of management very unpopular.[footnoteRef:423] [423:  Ibid.] 


He included with his letter a letter from Ballinasloe-based land agent John Algie, which stated that a local magistrate had received sworn information on 6 January that three men from county Tipperary had received £30 to shoot Mr Pollok at his own hall door in Scotland and resolved to go direct from Glasgow to America after the fateful deed. One of the three said that Mr Algie should also die. Algie noted that while he was popular in Ballinasloe some four months previously, he had now become unpopular. Algie also reported the manufacture of balls of shot in Glinsk and Creggs with a view to opposing the police.
	Pollok’s letter is important in a number of respects. Firstly, in early 1856 when the gauntlet had to be taken up in defence of their actions, the action was taken by Arthur Pollok, as opposed to his son-in-law Allan, which must have represented an emasculation of his son-in-law. By seeking to circumvent the need to have processes served in person, Pollok could have been trying to overcome the difficulties he envisaged would ensue in the upcoming court cases, or alternatively, could have a more altruistic aim, in hoping that a change in legislation would ensure that other forward-thinking purchasers of property in Ireland were not hampered in their efforts by the deluded nature of the tenants’ beliefs in respect of their right to retain their holding. The letter displays a rather supercilious tone, but given that it was only intended to be seen by men in the upper echelons of government, the tone was unlikely to antagonise the reader.
	On 24 January, a legal advisor to Larcom dismissed the option of serving summonses by registered post and suggested that such a move would be inadvisable for the Government given the current public mood in Ireland, ‘In the present temper of the public mind in Ireland on the question of tenant right, would, in my opinion, be a very impolitic move on the part of the Government’. The legal advisor suggested that Pollok, by employing a person of known character and courage to serve the documents and pursue them before court, could get over the difficulty. He pointed out to the Lord Lieutenant that it would be advisable to inform Sir George Grey of the continued assistance afforded to Pollok by the Irish authorities. He also stated that a prudent regard for the feelings of the population would be desirable but concluded that as he was a stranger from Scotland, more allowances should be made for him.[footnoteRef:424] [424:  Legal advice from James B. Callaghan to Lord Lieutenant, 24 January 1856 (National Archives 
     of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

While the writer of the advice is at great pains to stress the validity of Pollok’s possession and his entitlement under law to have the estate cleared, his statement also reveals a deep reluctance on the part of the Irish authorities to take any action that might make the mass clearances envisioned by Pollok easier for other landlords to follow. The reference to Pollok as a ‘stranger’ to the habits and customs of Irish tenants and the advocating of a more prudent regard to the feelings of the population suggest the Irish authorities’ reluctance to make the path of clearances easier for any landlord, given the high passions they elicited. The language employed by the legal advisor was reminiscent of that employed a decade earlier by James Weale, a surveyor with a firm which represented the Crown’s estates in Ireland, when considering the sale of the townland of Ballykilcline to a ‘stranger’: ‘Before such a sale could be made it would be a matter of serious consideration, in the present state of the country, how the cottier tenantry should be treated or provided for.’[footnoteRef:425]  [425:  Scally, p. 26.] 

The missives of Pollok and the legal representative are a superb vignette of the tenant right question in 1850s Ireland and perhaps suggest the genesis of legislation such as Deasy’s Act and Cardwell’s Act (both 1860) which Bull describes as the ‘last hurrah’ of the English assumption ‘that the spirit of Irish native culture could be subdued to the letter of British law and the tenets of British economic ideology.’[footnoteRef:426] [426:  Bull, pp. 44-45.] 

	In early February the attentions of Denis Kelly were distracted by the opening of a new church in Ballygar. A reporter with the Western Star noted that Kelly had been responsible for a great increase in Protestantism in the area: ‘30 years ago, the place where all this took place, was but open fields, and where Protestantism was almost unknown, it is no small encouragement to see what energy and perseverance can effect’.[footnoteRef:427] Arthur Pollok’s apprehension in relation to a death threat to his son-in-law must have been heightened that month with news of the murder of Thaddeus O’Callaghan, a Dublin solicitor who purchased the estate of Ballyruane, near Mountshannon (on the Galway/Clare border) in the Encumbered Estates Court and commenced ejectments, only to be murdered. A Roman Catholic, it was alleged that O’Callaghan was denounced by the local priest prior to his death.[footnoteRef:428] As the month came to a close, Mr McMahon once again endeavoured to raise the matter of the Ballinakill Petition in the House of Commons but to no avail.[footnoteRef:429] [427:  Western Star, 9 February 1856.]  [428:  Ibid., 8 March 1856.]  [429:  The Times, 26 February 1856.] 


Spring Assizes 1856
The Spring assizes in Galway got underway on 17 March. The Tyrawly Herald reprinted a report from the Freeman’s Journal,[footnoteRef:430] [430:  Reprint from Freeman’s Journal contained in Tyrawly Herald, 27 March 1857. The Tyrawly 
     Herald in 1851 was described as neutral and was owned at this juncture by William Richey, 
     bookseller, stationer and medicine vendor. It advocated agriculture, commerce and 
     manufacturing interests, Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, p. 216.] 


There are twenty-nine records for trial, of which no less than eighteen are at the suit of Mr Pollock against the unfortunate tenants on some of the lately purchased estates in this county. The interest created in the court, is naturally very great, and it is feared he will probably succeed, as his agent has recaptured a fellow named Burke, who served the notices to quit. The man did not make his appearance at the last spring assizes, in consequences of which the records were withdrawn. It is a most pitiable sight to see the crowds of country people, in and about the court-house anxiously awaiting the result. No less than four hundred of them arrived in Galway on Sunday evening. The cases stand last in the list and therefore cannot be disposed of before the end of the week.

A month earlier, in February, a case of Pollok and wife v. Murphy and others had been heard in chambers where the defendants, Michael Murphy, Timothy Kelly, Mary Kelly and Michael Connor sought to have an ejectment motion amended by setting out accurately in whose possession the lands were. The judge refused the motion.[footnoteRef:431] [431:  Tuam Herald, 16 February 1856.] 

The case of Andrew Kelly and others involved a group of sixteen or seventeen tenants from Creggs, headed up by Andrew Kelly and Michael Murray of Boggauns. Andrew Kelly was listed as the main defendant and was the largest tenant in the townland, holding over seventy acres, with Murray holding four acres and Mary Brenan seven. The case was a test case in relation to the legality of the evictions and thus was of huge interest to other tenants on the estate. The case excited much interest and was widely reported and the presence of upwards of 400 people from the far away estates in Glinsk and Creggs at the Galway assizes underlined how important this case was to the future of all involved.
	In some respects the arrival of a multitude of tenants would have reminded the jurors present of election scenes, which drew tenants from all corners of the county to Galway for a few days during which they availed of the largesse of the would-be members of parliament. However, there were a number of key differences in respect of the scenes presented to jurors on this occasion. Firstly, the tenants were of a much poorer class, which would have been evidenced by their clothing; secondly, the tenants, who were largely Irish speaking, would not have understood the proceedings and had to have the proceedings relayed to them by local intermediaries familiar with English. Thirdly, and most importantly, this was no holiday for the tenants present, their livelihoods depended on the verdict and that would have been clear from their countenances, they had endured a long and arduous journey to be present in Galway, which in itself must have necessitated a large community effort and the reaction to the verdict was commented upon by all press men present.
	Mr Barrett, a clerk in the employment of solicitor Croker Barrington, proved that a power of attorney had been executed by Mr and Mrs Pollok, and that he was deposed to go down to Galway with these notices to quit, signed blank by Mr Croker Barrington which he afterwards filled up, assisted by a person named Kelly (presumably agent Michael Kelly), and which he gave, after comparison with William Burke, to Burke.[footnoteRef:432] Under cross examination Mr Barrett admitted that he did not know the defendants, all he knew was that persons of the name lived on the estate. He had a man named John Logan with him, who pointed out a woman as Mary Brenan, whom he served; he was shown a house by the same person as the one belonging to the defendant Murray, where he served the other copy on a woman who was stated to be his mother; but he would not take upon himself to swear that the names of either of the defendant were to the copy served.[footnoteRef:433] [432:  Tuam Herald, 29 March 1856.]  [433:  Ibid.] 

John Fitzgibbon Q.C. contended that the action could not be sanctioned as there was no evidence to connect the defendants with the service of the papers. He denied that Mr Croker Barrington had any authority to sign a paper in blank to be filled up and acted upon by another as it was an unquestionable legal maxim that ‘delegation could not be delegated’. Mr Barrington never saw the notices after they were proper notices and his signing an original blank conducted no authenticity. Another point raised was that Mrs Pollok, as a married woman, had no power of attorney.
The Grand Jury that sat at the Galway spring assizes of 1856 included Lord Dunlo of Garbally, Ballinasloe; Sir Thomas Burke, Baronet M.P., T.A. Bellew M.P. of Mount Bellew and Denis H. Kelly of Castlekelly, Ballygar.[footnoteRef:434] [434:  Ibid.] 

	On Thursday evening, 20 March, at 7 pm, the case was postponed until Friday at 2 pm and a nervous wait and extra expense for staying overnight in Galway ensued for the tenants. At 2 pm on Friday the court directed a verdict for the defendants. However, any unpleasantness for local solicitor James B. Concannon was avoided by Sergeant Howley exonerating his actions, stating that since Mr Concannon became connected with the case nothing could equal the ‘zeal, attention, and cleverness displayed by him’, and that the mistakes on which he decided against the plaintiff arose years prior to Mr Concannon’s appointment.[footnoteRef:435] [435:  Ibid.] 

The Tuam Herald reported on the Pollok eviction cases against Andrew Kelly and others in the Record Court, ‘These cases excited considerable interest, and when the first of the 18 record was called, the Court became densely crowded by over 400 of the defendants in the several cases having sought admittance.’[footnoteRef:436]  [436:  Ibid.] 


Never was a verdict given which caused more joy from the highest to the lowest, and when communicated to the anxious hundreds who crowded around the court-house, nothing could exceed the long, loud and repeated cheering; such joy as was exhibited is beyond description. The result leaves 2,700 human beings the houses of their ancestors for one year more at least before Mr Pollock can throw them on the world. The landlords of the county rejoice at the result; the peace and well-being of their hitherto well regulated county being endangered by these wholesale evictions. The tenantry sought to be evicted are rich and willing to pay their rents; nay, many offered large prices and very considerable increase of rents; yet, Mr Pollock seems fully determined to enforce his legal rights. This gentleman has lately purchased another large estate adjoining the Creggs property, in which he has served notices to quit on more than 300 other families.[footnoteRef:437] [437:  Ibid.] 


While in the vicinity of county Galway, presumably for the purpose of the court case, Allan Pollok took the opportunity to organise the laying of the first stone for Lismany House, which was to be the residence of Pollok’s agent in Ballinasloe, John Algie, and later home to Pollok himself.[footnoteRef:438] Proprietor Allan Pollok was present but it is worth noting that the first stone was laid by Mrs Pollok. ‘Mr Pollok came forward and in a most liberal manner, gave the foreman two sovereigns for the men to regale themselves for the remainder of the day.’ [438:  Western Star, 29 March 1856.] 

Tenants on the Glinsk portion of the estate also took their case to court. The Tuam Herald of 22 March 1856 reported, ‘In the appeals of Mahon v Pollok and wife, and Keaveny and Magan v same, against barrister’s ejectment decrees, for non-payment of rent, on part of the Glynsk estates the decrees were reversed with costs.’
	The danger Pollok was placed in was further underlined in early April, following the murder of Sarah Kelly at Ballinderry, near Moate, County Westmeath. The death caused consternation among the gentry in the Roscommon area as Mrs Kelly had resided with her late husband Edmund at Rookwood, near Athleague.[footnoteRef:439] The months of April and May were dominated by two discussions on the Pollok evictions in the House of Commons. During the first debate (considered in more detail in the next chapter), the petition drawn up by tenants in Glinsk and Creggs was discussed, while the second debate saw Pollok mount his defence. While the speeches made in parliament were important, the focus of tenants was much closer to home as they sought to secure their tenure for a further period. [439:  Ibid., 12 April 1856.] 


Larcom’s report
Chief Secretary Horsman from the Irish Office in London contacted Under Secretary Larcom in Dublin in May 1856 in order to ascertain what was happening on Pollok’s estate. In answer to Horsman’s query, Larcom responded, indicating that at least seventy one families had been evicted by Pollok prior to May 1856 and stated that some had emigrated to America, some were living in Roscommon, some remained on the estate and others were labouring.[footnoteRef:440] In relation to the rate of wages Larcom stated that prior to Pollok’s purchase, wages were 8d to 10d and were now 1s with diet, the cause of the increase being due to the scarcity of labourers as a result of emigration. Larcom also stated that the local Sub-Inspector, presumably Bernard Cummins, ‘confirms the statement as to the expressed readiness of the tenants to pay their rent.’ [440:  Letter from Thomas Larcom to E. Horsman, Irish Office, London, 22 May 1856 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 15416/1856).] 


Court defeats
As the furore surrounding Pollok’s defence in Parliament died down, the appeal case was heard at the Court of Common Pleas, ensuring further publicity for events in Glinsk and Creggs. The issue was heard before the Chief Justice and Judges Ball and Keogh. It began before the full court on Saturday and was concluded on Monday, 2 June, with extensive reports on the case being carried in both the Western Star and The Nation.[footnoteRef:441]  [441:  Western Star, 7 June 1856; Nation, 7 June 1856.] 

	The Chief Justice did not take long to pass judgement, saying that he and other members of the court were unanimously of the opinion that Sergeant Howley was wrong in thinking it necessary for Mrs Pollok to have signed the notices or that the signature of Mr Pollok alone was not sufficient. Despite the defeat in court the tenants remained defiant refusing to pay rent. The editor of the Western Star was disappointed by the conduct of the tenantry,

We regret to learn that the kindly feelings manifested by Mr Pollok, are not reciprocated by his tenantry at Creggs. On Tuesday last, the respected agent Mr Algie, attended at Fairfield, prepared to receive the rents due on the Glinsk and Creggs estates, and to enter into an agreement for the next year, according to a regular notice duly served. A large number of the tenantry assembled, accompanied by several Roman Catholic clergymen, and more than one legal advocate. Notwithstanding the previous boasting of certain parties, not a farthing was paid, nor would the tenantry consent under any circumstances to pay rent unless they got an agreement for a term of years. This is impracticable as the property is over populated. These poor people are badly advised, and in the end will be the sufferers. Matters have at length come to a crisis. The tenantry will neither pay rent nor give Mr Pollok his property.[footnoteRef:442] [442:  Western Star, 12 July 1856.] 


In late July 1856, the Grand Jury of county Galway assembled for the assizes and local landowners were given one of their few opportunities to meet Allan Pollok and discuss his plans for the Glinsk Creggs estate. Other jury members included Sir Joseph Burke of Fairfield and Denis Kelly of Castlekelly.[footnoteRef:443] A further three cases involving Pollok seeking to secure legal claim to tenancies were to be heard at the assizes, once again before Sergeant Howley. The Western Star reported, ‘At the present assizes there were only three cases entered for trial, which excited intense interest, as did also the presence of Mr Pollok himself’.[footnoteRef:444] The first case tried was that of Pollok and Wife v Luke Tiernan and others. The court heard that the name of Luke Tiernan and Co. appeared on the schedule of conveyance for the Encumbered Estates Court as holding 190 acres at a rent of £61 18s 4d. Mr Barrett outlined how he worked for Mr Barrington and had travelled to the house of Kelly, the agent, where he met Pollok who desired him to have every tenant on the Creggs and Glinsk estates served, except Mr Kelly and the parish priest. The notices to quit and the copies were compared by Barrett and Mr William Burke. Pollok proved the directions he gave Mr Barrington and Mr Barrett, ‘dwelling with particular emphasis on his order not to serve the parish priest’. William Burke was then produced. He proved that he compared the notices to quit. Barrister for the tenants, Mr Fitzgibbon, called for a non-suit on similar grounds to that used in the Andrew Kelly case: that there was no notice to quit proved to have been served on Luke Tiernan, the notice was signed in blank and once again that Mrs Pollok who, being a married woman, could not execute a power of attorney.  [443:  Tuam Herald, 26 July 1856.]  [444:  Western Star, 2 August 1856.] 

	The case, which was to be determined by the jury, was adjourned to 30 July. Mr Fitzgibbon addressed the jury on behalf of the defendant in what was described as a ‘long and ingenious speech’ in the Western Star of 2 August.[footnoteRef:445] Fitzgibbon observed that it would be a most dangerous thing to rely on accuracy of Burke’s evidence. Sergeant Howley then charged the jury, who retired for a short time. They returned with a verdict for the plaintiff with 6d costs.[footnoteRef:446] [445:  Western Star, 2 August 1856.]  [446:  Tuam Herald, 2 August 1856.] 

Because Tiernan’s case failed, cases taken by a Mahon and Keaveney also failed. It would appear that Tiernan was a tenant on the Creggs portion of the Burke estate, possibly in the Glenamaddy police division. Mahon was probably Thomas Mahon, lead tenant in the townland of Rosdaul which was one of three divisions in Keelogues East purchased by Pollok from James C. Kenny, while the Keaveney referred to presumably related to the Dowell estate where four different Keaveneys were listed on the sale particulars in the townland of Boleythomas, Michael, Thomas, Pat and the Widow Keaveenny. 
Following the verdict going against them, the defendants consented to a verdict for the plaintiffs, without costs and with stay of execution until 1 November, all rent to that day to be given. The success of the court case taken by John Hagarty in spring 1855 appears to have spared the majority of tenants on the Glinsk estate for one year. Pollok’s purchase of the Dowell and Kenny estates in late 1855 brought another two sets of tenants on to the eviction train and the failure of the court case spelled the end of their legal tenure. The options that now remained were for them to sell out to Pollok, or if they were fortunate enough to live in an area of exceptionally poor land that was not part of Pollok’s plans, they could pay up their rent and get a lease for five years which would see them through to 1861.

Kelly evicted
September saw Pollok move against Michael Kelly, the man at the centre of the opposition to his actions. Kelly had a house and sheds at Curraghbeg in the centre of the Pollok estate near the elevated site of the Roman Catholic church in Crosswell. Having previously been agent for Burke and Dowell and receiver in the Court of Chancery, he had remained on for a time as agent to Pollok until he realised the full extent of Pollok’s actions, which included the eviction of all tenants, large and small, and ultimately resulted in the eviction of Kelly himself from his extensive farm. The Roscommon Journal reported,

We understand that the Sheriff of the County of Galway, accompanied by A. Pollok’s Agent and others, with a police force, and a smith of the name of Patrick McGuire, broke open the residence of Mr Michael Kelly of Currabeg, on Friday last, and executed a habere, for the possession of the premises. We deeply regret that Mr Pollok has had recourse to these harsh measures as we are ourselves aware that Mr Kelly expended several hundred pounds in building his house, offices, and other lasting improvements on a few acres of land – and the more so as we know that Mr Kelly has always been one of the best tenants in that County, where he has held several hundred acres of land.[footnoteRef:447] [447:  Roscommon Journal, 6 September 1856.] 


It would appear that the agent’s eviction was the only eviction that the Roscommon Journal saw fit to cover. This suggests that Kelly’s eviction was only noteworthy because he was such a large tenant. It is also noteworthy that the same paper reported that on the same day as Kelly’s eviction, Pollok left for Glasgow, having spent a week visiting his Galway property.
The anonymous letter writers once again resorted to their quills in October 1856 when a letter to the editor from ‘Lamb Junior’ was printed in the Western Star.[footnoteRef:448] The anonymous author began by referring to different estates recently purchased before going on to discuss Pollok’s management. The writer praised the stone walls erected on Pollok’s property, noting that forty miles of such walls had been erected and also wrote of the extensive farm steadings now erected on the Ballinasloe portion of the estate. [448:  Western Star, 4 October 1856. ‘Lamb Junior’ appears to be intimately acquainted with events 
     on the Pollok estate and may have been a steward based in Ballinasloe. There is no evidence of 
     him writing to local newspapers on any other topic.] 


I was glad to find that at Creggs a good and proper feeling was beginning to subsist between Mr Pollok and his tenants. Many of the old tenants have paid up all arrears of rent, and have been granted leases of their farms for five years at a moderate rent, the poor law valuation. Many others, to the number I believe of 150 have lately sold out and either entered Mr Pollok’s employment or sought farms elsewhere ... I was also glad to find a more candid and kindly tone pervading the better classes through the country, in reference to Mr Pollok’s character and proceedings.[footnoteRef:449] [449:  Ibid.] 


November was the crucial month for tenants as it was the time for tenants to leave the estate. The Western Star noted in late November,

For several weeks past Mr Algie the able and zealous agent over the Pollok estates in this county has been employed in making arrangements with the tenants on the lands of Creggs and Glinsk. We are happy to hear of the good feeling that now reigns throughout that long disaffected district, that those who have parted with their holdings have been handsomely remunerated, and those who have obtained leases have done so on highly advantageous terms. The busy work of improvement in draining, subsoiling and building goes on with daily accelerating pace, and almost incredible sums are being expended in the culture and enrichment of the soil.[footnoteRef:450] [450:  Western Star, 22 November 1856.] 


Following the evictions which occurred in November or December 1856, Relieving Officer, Patrick Guilfoyle, reported to the Glenamaddy Board of Guardians that he had attended the Pollok evictions in the Electoral Division of Creggs and afterwards there were no applicants for relief.[footnoteRef:451] [451:  Roscommon Journal, 10 January 1857.] 


Conclusion
With Pollok now in possession of the estate and the most turbulent times now apparently at an end, Pollok’s agent in Creggs, the portly Mr John Snodgrass, took leave of his position in late November 1856. The departure of Mr Snodgrass and his wife was marked by the presentation of a silver teapot, cream jug, gold watch and chain ‘by their friends, the tenantry, artisans, and labourers, on the Glinsk and Creggs estates as a testimony of respect and esteem’.[footnoteRef:452] [452:  Ibid., 22 November 1856.] 

	The eviction process had been incredibly drawn out. The original service of the ejectment notices was thwarted by the non-appearance of Burke the process server. The notices were served a month later in Creggs via the young man from Barringtons’ firms of solicitors. Due to injury to the process server the Glinsk service was delayed. Then John Hagarty won his case against Pollok at the spring assizes in Galway and the entire service on the Creggs division of the former Burke estate, in the East Riding of county Galway, fell and the decision in relation to the Glinsk division in the West Riding was appealed on foot of that decision. However, tenants on the part of the Glinsk division came under neither umbrella and so were evicted.
	The process of serving ejectment notices had to get underway again for the Creggs Burke estate and Pollok’s purchase of both the Kenny and Dowell lands created the necessity for two new sets of eviction notices in late 1855. Three sets of cases were then mounted at the spring assizes in Galway in March 1856 and once again the tenants were victorious, much to the joy of the tenants present. However, Pollok ultimately prevailed in his appeal and the remaining tenants now had to either take their farm for a further five years if allowed to do so, or wait to be evicted. 
	The legal cases were complex and the lack of evidence and eye witness account of evictions makes teasing out the eviction process even more difficult. It was only because Michael Kelly was so well known and a tenant of 1,000 acres, that the Roscommon Journal saw fit to report on his eviction. Those of multitudes of small tenants were not deemed sufficiently newsworthy events. It is worth noting that Pollok gave outgoing tenants until 1 November 1856 to leave but moved against Michael Kelly in September, perhaps as a result of the agent being a leading figure in the resistance. 
	Pollok, by his own admission, found 613 tenants on the Burke estate when he purchased it. According to the sale particulars there were 214 tenants on the Dowell estate (some people had multiple tenancies). The Tuam Herald reported that there were over 300 on the estate.[footnoteRef:453] In some cases a tenancy may have supported more than one family and cottiers were not mentioned on the sale particulars, so it is reasonable to estimate that there were 240 families living on the Dowell estate. There were approximately fifty families on the former estate of James C. Kenny (some families had joint tenancies and some had multiple tenancies). Thus there were a total of approximately 900 in situ on the various portions of his Glinsk Creggs estate, although no definitive figures can be put forward given the fact that some families held land in many townlands and some tenancies supported more than one family. According to the aforementioned ‘Lamb Junior’ in the Western Star, 150 tenants had been bought out by Pollok by early October 1856, while Larcom made reference to seventy one families being evicted in mid-1855 leaving the fate of about 680 families to be decided. [453:  Tuam Herald, 29 March 1856.] 

	Because there are no contemporaneous reports of the evictions evidence has to be pieced together to find out the fate of these remaining tenants. The available sources include census records, accounts of land league leaders and an examination of the Ordnance Survey maps.
	Approximately 900 families had lived under threat of eviction for two years although only a portion of those were eventually evicted. However, for young people who lived through that time, or who watched their neighbours or friends live through that time, when the threat of eviction was presented again in the late 1870s, when they were now grown men and women, it is little wonder that their reaction was more vociferous. Many who were left in occupancy remained because their houses were on one side of a road as opposed to another, or one side of a hedge in one townland as opposed to another. The psychological jolt caused by the arbitrary nature of the lines drawn as to who should go and who should stay ensured that security of tenure was the only ambition of those people in the 1860s and 1870s. Whether they found themselves on the prairies of north America, in Abbeyknockmoy or on the slopes of Mount Mary near Creggs was a matter of chance.


4. Resistance to evictions

The existence of rural communities in the west of Ireland was underpinned by the availability of land and Huggins has demonstrated that unwelcome change to land holding patterns provoked social unrest. Large-scale clearances to make way for tillage or cattle rearing were among the most unwelcome changes that could be wrought and it was natural that these changes were countered in every way possible by those affected. Because large-scale eviction was seen as transgressing the moral economy of the rural poor, those involved in processing the evictions could not count on the support of those who relied on the rural poor for a living, for example the business men in local towns and villages.
The estate of Allan Pollok can neatly be divided into two separate entities, the Glinsk Creggs estate and the conglomeration of purchases made south of Ballinasloe with its headquarters at Lismany. Tenants were evicted from both estates although the number evicted on the Glinsk Creggs estate was much greater than those on the Lismany portion, which may explain why the resistance Pollok met in relation to the evictions in the Glinsk Creggs area was much more voluble and visible than that experienced south of Ballinasloe. Both were to have far-reaching effects but it was the Ballinasloe area as opposed to the Glinsk or Creggs areas that provided tenant leaders in later decades, although these leaders did not come from the ranks of Pollok’s evicted tenants.
	The resistance offered to Pollok’s evictions in the Ballinasloe area appears to have been muted. The eviction only merited a one-line reference in the local newspaper, the Western Star.[footnoteRef:454] That paper also reported the burning of a number of unoccupied houses and the setting of fires which destroyed a mansion being built by Pollok the day before his steward was due to take up residence in June 1854.[footnoteRef:455] It is interesting to note that the only resistance offered in the Ballinasloe area appears to have been illegal. No evidence survives of a concerted effort on the tenants’ behalf to oppose the evictions. Local newspaper the Western Star had no issue with the eviction of tenants to make way for high farming and was an advocate of Pollok’s throughout the mid-1850s. Yet that newspaper repeatedly bemoaned the wholesale depopulation of rural areas surrounding Ballinasloe, with vast numbers congregating weekly in the town on the first leg of their journey eastwards and out of Ireland and a particularly high percentage of those going to America. It is possible that the tenants around the Ballinasloe area were only too happy to take the money offered by Pollok for their chattels and leave the area. However, it is unlikely that such a move suited every family particularly where there were elderly or disabled relatives. Yet it appears that community resistance to the evictions was minimal. [454:  Western Star, 15 October 1855.]  [455:  Report of Outrage, townland of Sycamore Hill, 22 June 1854, Report of Outrage, townland of 
     Lisnacody, 21 June 1854, Report of Outrage at Annaghbeg, 9 October 1854; Report of Outrage, 
     townland of Kankelly, 10 January 1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

The Glinsk area was probably the most impoverished area among the many thousands of acres that Pollok had purchased, as evidenced by the proliferation of mud cabins, and many of those extremely poor people may have been only too willing to leave the estate, taking whatever money was offered by Pollok and heading for far-off shores. Yet it was an uncertain and unpredictable move and represented leaving everything they had ever known behind them.
Tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area were accustomed to little or no interference in their affairs by landowners, so the prospect of the entire community being turned out of their holdings may have come as a seismic shock to them. In the Ballinasloe area there were plenty of examples of estate interference in tenants’ lives, especially on the estate of the Trenches of Garbally, where tenants’ children were expected to attend ‘Bible’ schools and there were strict rules governing matters such as cleanliness.[footnoteRef:456] [456:  Brian Casey, Land, politics and religion on the Clancarty estate, east Galway, 1851 – 1914, 
     Ph.D. thesis, pp. 11-16.] 

	Resistance to Pollok’s plans was organised on a number of fronts in the Glinsk Creggs area. These included a petition to parliament organised among the local community; a formal community-wide approach with an offer to pay rent arrears and a year’s rent in advance in order to secure their tenure; withholding of rent; opposition by up to 1,000 people to a rent distraint on Dowell’s land; an arson attack on one unoccupied house at Moate; the spurning of the vast majority of the community of Pollok’s compensatory offers; test cases taken by tenants in Glinsk and Creggs; refusal to co-operate and physical resistance to the service of notices to quit and ejectment summonses.
	The situation within the Glinsk Creggs area also needs to be investigated as it would appear that it was the Creggs area as opposed to the Glinsk area that was at the centre of the opposition and this may have resulted in a greater measure of protection for the tenants in the Creggs division.
	The resistance offered in the Glinsk Creggs was not without precedent. It mirrored in many ways the resistance offered by tenants on the townland of Ballykilcline near Strokestown a decade earlier. Those tenants had organised petitions, collected money for legal representation and eventually offered physical resistance to the eviction process.[footnoteRef:457] Scally notes,  [457:  Scally, pp. 98, 102.] 


The tenants had been under threat from 1836 onwards, yet all but a few had relied for their defence on passive resistance, that is, withholding rent, refusing to vacate their homes, resorting to the courts and sending petitions … Only in the spring of 1844, before their claim had been tried by the court and an armed party of strangers tried to bar them from their homes, had they openly resorted to force.[footnoteRef:458] [458:  Ibid., p. 102.] 


The resistance offered in the Glinsk Creggs area was not without precedent and in fact reflected a law-abiding society which took overt action only when it became apparent that all other avenues of resistance had been exhausted.

Petition to Parliament
The first, and perhaps the most important, element of the resistance was the drawing up of a petition signed by approximately 1,500 people. Petitions were a common form of pleading to authorities and had been employed by tenants in Ballykilcline a decade earlier when they faced eviction, although their prayers had been directed at the Commissioners of Woods and Forests and had been presented to that forum by North Roscommon M.P., the O’Conor Don.[footnoteRef:459] [459:  Scally, p. 64, 92-93.] 

The petition in Glinsk Creggs was organised at community level after tenants learned of Pollok’s plans. It was presented to the House of Commons in March 1855 by Wexford M.P., Mr. McMahon.[footnoteRef:460] Commenting on the presentation of the petition, the Tuam Herald editorial writer used the Pollok evictions to argue for tenant right legislation, ‘If the people then wish in reality to put an end to evictions under trying circumstances they must put their shoulders to the wheel and exert an influence upon the Legislature.’ [460:  Nation, 31 March 1855.] 

Over a year later, in late April 1856, as Parliament prepared to go into recess, it was introduced again by Mr McMahon who sought the establishment of a committee to enquire into such clearances and a discussion followed with Pollok mounting his defence a month later.[footnoteRef:461] McMahon encountered great difficulty in having the petition presented to Parliament and also in trying to squeeze in a debate on the issue as M.P.s sought to apportion blame in the aftermath of the Fall of Kars and his success in highlighting the matter underlines the importance of the Independent Irish Party in bringing the plight of Irish tenants to international attention in the mid-1850s. [461:  Hansard 3, HC, cxli, 1707-18, (29 April 1856); Hansard 3, HC, cxlii, 700 (27 May 1856).] 

During the discussion in parliament, it was mentioned that the petition was signed by two priests (one of whom would have been Creggs-based P.P. Fr Coffey) and also by estate agent Michael Kelly (who is erroneously described as a magistrate, perhaps confusing him with Denis Kelly). The second priest to sign the document may have been the priest in Glinsk or else a curate in Kilbegnet, so there is no clear evidence of clerical involvement in the petition in Glinsk.

Parliamentary debate
Petitions had long been an important part of representational politics in the House of Commons and were one of the few channels by which ordinary people could make their voices known. Because of the huge volume of petitions being promoted in the House of Commons in the 1850s the vast majority of them went completely unnoticed and unheeded by the members of Parliament. 
	B.J. Enright commented, ‘The right of petitioning Crown and Parliament was undoubtedly one of the most valuable the people possessed’.[footnoteRef:462] At worst it provided a safety valve by allowing discontent to be expressed in words rather than actions, and, in seeking to effect remedies through Parliament, it contributed to change being accomplished by reform rather than revolution. [462:  B.J. Enright, Public petitions in the House of Commons: An historical survey compiled 
     by B.J. Enright, D. Phil., a Senior Library Clerk in the House of Commons, House of 
     Lords Records Office (London 1960), p. 1.] 

The crucial fact which allowed the petition from the poor inhabitants of an estate in the far away west of Ireland to be aired among the Empire’s most influential politicians was the strength enjoyed at that particular juncture by the Independent Irish Party and the willingness of its members to speak up on behalf of tenants and raise the issue of security of tenure.
It was not only members of the Independent Irish Party who spoke in favour of the petition; Thomas Bellew from nearby Mountbellew also spoke up on behalf of his constituents, and suggested that his opinions were mirrored by those of his brother proprietors, presumably in county Galway. Bellew’s willingness to speak up against Pollok in the House of Commons in early 1856, by which time the Polloks had purchased over 27,000 acres of land, shows that Bellew was not simply going to stand by his fellow proprietors in the county. His comments and those of Denis Kelly suggest that Pollok’s arrival and his subsequent actions antagonised resident, established proprietors in the region. Many of the larger tenants on the Glinsk Creggs estate may have been supporters of Bellew and perhaps he was cognisant of the fact that these people had votes while the fleeced replacements envisaged by Pollok would do little to boost the career of the Mountbellew-based Member of Parliament.

Petition debated
Pressure was now being put on M.P.s to ensure that the petition presented to parliament in spring 1855 was discussed and the petition was raising a number of red flags behind the scenes. On 16 April 1856, Under Secretary Larcom received a letter from A. Scudamore Stanhope asking him to inform Chief Secretary Mr Horsman if he had any further information about Mr McMahon’s notice presented to the House of Commons.[footnoteRef:463] Larcom sought a copy of the petition but none was put on file. His note on the file asked that the papers on the Pollok eviction be sent to him. He noted that there was a petition in the House of Commons in March 1855 but could not find any evidence of it being printed. He asked if there was a copy of the notice available or if it was in the office. The reply, dated 17 April stated ‘nothing found’. [463:  Letter from A. Scudamore Stanhope, Irish Office, to Col. Thomas Larcom, 16 April 1856 
     (National Library of Ireland, Larcom Papers, MS 7577).] 

	The debate in the House of Commons on Tuesday, 29 April 1856 was a rather timid affair, the fact that the leading figures in the House of Commons at the time, Palmerston and Disraeli, contributed to the debate was the result of accident rather than design.[footnoteRef:464] Both men were present in what appears to have been a vibrant session in the chamber because of the impending resumption of a discussion on the Fall of Kars, which related to the campaign then on-going in the Crimea. Palmerston’s predecessor, Lord Aberdeen, had been forced to resign just over one year earlier when a vote was passed to hold an inquiry into the conduct of the war.[footnoteRef:465] [464:  Hansard 3, HC, cxli, 1707-18 (29 April 1856).]  [465:  Richard Cavendish, ‘Lord Aberdeen Becomes Prime Minister’, History Today, Vol. 52, 2002, 
     http://www.historytoday.com/richard-cavendish/lord-aberdeen-becomes-prime-minister, accessed 27 April 2014.] 

Kars, an important citadel city, had been under siege from Russian troops and the British garrison there had surrendered some months previously. The motion under debate stated that the capitulation of the fortress and its surrender ‘were in great measure owing to the want of foresight and energy on the part of Her Majesty’s Administration’.’[footnoteRef:466] The matter was a contentious one and there was much interest in the upcoming debate. The Independent Irish M.P. Mr McMahon managed to squeeze in a short debate on a notice of motion he had submitted over a year previously. The timing in one respect was important as the House was about to adjourn for a number of weeks and so McMahon had to have the matter discussed as the eviction process on the Dowell estate got underway. However, the frustration felt by leading members of the House as the Irish member went through the motions of presenting a petition from a multitude of tenants in the far away west of Ireland is evident and eventually his request that a committee of investigation be established was withdrawn. [466:  Hansard 3, HC, cxli, 1718 (29 April 1856).] 

	Mr McMahon called the attention of the House to the subject matter of a petition from certain inhabitants of the parishes of Kilbegnet and Ballynakill in the county of Galway, presented on 26 March 1855 and moved for the appointment of a select committee to ‘investigate the allegations of such petition and to consider the expediency of devising means for restraining the wholesale depopulation of rural districts in Ireland’.[footnoteRef:467] The Wexford M.P. began by saying that he did not want to cause any delay to the proceeding of the adjourned debate on the Fall of Kars and he would not have pressed the motion at that time ‘had not the dwellings of upwards of 500 families depended upon the result’. The petition was initially presented to Parliament as the eviction process was underway on the Burke estate, but as Pollok had by then purchased the Dowell estate, additional tenants in the parish were now under threat of eviction. McMahon noted that the discussion had been postponed twice in the past year and said that he hoped that those involved would not think he had abandoned their cause. As he outlined his case, the wish of the majority to move on to the debate on Kars became evident, with cries of ‘go on, go on’. [467:  The Times, 30 April 1856.] 

	The House heard that the tenants were remarkable for their punctuality and sobriety and for the total absence of agrarian outrage. They did not owe one penny of rent and came forward voluntarily to offer an advance. Mr Pollok had talked with these tenants and had promised that not one of them should be evicted. Notwithstanding this he almost immediately proceeded against these 500 tenants without any cause whatever.
	‘To destroy and depopulate a whole district in this way was contrary to the general interests of society,’ said Mr McMahon, who added that prior to Pollok’s purchase there had been five police in the district and that had since been raised to ten. He also noted that despite traversing the country by day and night none of Pollok’s agents had been molested and added, ‘The gentry in all parts of the country detested these proceedings; there was not one who did not regard them with abhorrence.’[footnoteRef:468] Mr McMahon went on to state, ‘If the English law of settlement were extended to Ireland, and gentlemen like Mr Allan Pollok, for instance, compelled to provide, by means of a poor-rate, for the maintenance of their evicted tenantry, they would hesitate before resorting to so harsh and cruel a measure.’ Mr McMahon concluded saying that it was all very well to speak of the ‘rights of property’, but were there no rights of humanity or rights of life? [468:  Hansard 3, HC, cxli, 1709 (29 April 1856).] 

	McMahon’s statement that the local gentry were appalled by Pollok’s action was boosted when Mr Thomas Arthur Bellew of Mountbellew got to his feet to second the motion. Mr Bellew said he was induced to do so ‘partly because the petition to which allusion had been made proceeded from a portion of his constituents and partly because, as an Irish landlord, he was anxious to state the opinions and feelings of the greater number, if not the whole, of his brother proprietors’.[footnoteRef:469] [469:  Ibid., col. 1712-13.] 

	
As to Mr Pollok, he believed that that gentleman was not so much an ill-conditioned, hard-hearted man as he was the victim, so to speak, of a misconceived passion for evictions, for Mr Pollok evicted all alike, rich and poor, and not only allowed them the full value of everything upon their land, even to the poultry, but gave them something additional upon quitting. Still he (Mr Bellew) thought that the system of evictions could be supported by none but such as were ignorant of the resources of the country. All experience was decidedly opposed to such a practice.[footnoteRef:470] [470:  Ibid., col. 1713] 


The first to oppose McMahon’s proposal was Viscount Palmerston, who stressed that he did not differ on general principles from the views expressed. He noted that McMahon had gone into great detail on the matter and added, ‘On the other, it was hard to say what remedy gentlemen who happened to be the holders of estates in Ireland could have against tenants from whom they could obtain no rents, if they were not allowed to take proceedings for the recovery of such rent by proper legal means.’[footnoteRef:471] He acknowledged that the ‘too frequent resort to this practices of “clearing estates” by Irish landowners, through process of eviction, except under very extreme circumstances, was one ill-calculated indeed to advance the prosperity of their common country’.[footnoteRef:472] [471:  Ibid., col. 1714.]  [472:  Ibid., col. 1715.] 

It is worth noting that over the course of his political career, Palmerston’s attitude to clearances had altered. In 1837 in response to an agent’s suggestion that he reduce the population on his Ahamlish estate in Sligo, Palmerston replied, ‘I have long ago made it my mind not to do so unjustifiable an act. I never yet have acted on so cruel a system and shall certainly not begin now. If any [tenants] can be persuaded to emigrate voluntarily well & good; but not a single creature shall be expelled against its will’.[footnoteRef:473] A decade later he believed that the ejectment of small holders was necessary for the improvement of Ireland. ‘It is useless to disguise the truth that any great improvement in the social system of Ireland must be founded upon an extensive change in the present state of agrarian occupation, and that this change necessarily implies a long continued and systematic ejectment of small holders and of squatting cottiers.’[footnoteRef:474] He was also an advocate of assisted emigration and had moved 2,000 people from his Co. Sligo estate.[footnoteRef:475] [473:  Norton, Landlords, tenants famine: The business of an Irish Land Agency in the 1840s, p. 41.]  [474:  Norton, p. 60.]  [475:  Tyler Anbinder, ‘Lord Palmerston and the Irish Famine Emigration’, The Historical Journal, 
     Vol. 44, Issue 2, (2001), p. 443.] 

However, on the night of 29 April 1856 Palmerston was essentially interested in returning to the debate on the Fall of Kars and defending his reputation adding ‘The importance of the question they were discussing last night, without disparaging the merits of that which had been raised by the hon. and learned Gentleman, it was impossible to overrate. It was one of extreme interest to that House and to the whole country.’[footnoteRef:476] [476:  Hansard 3, HC, cxli, 1715-6 (29 April 1856).] 

	The leader of the Independent Irish Party, Mayo M.P. George Henry Moore then got to his feet. F.S.L. Lyons described the Independent Irish Party as ‘the precocious but anaemic child of two rather ill-assorted parents.’[footnoteRef:477] Lyons deemed Moore, a Mayo landowner and racing enthusiast, to be the more able of the leaders of the party, part of the faction known to their enemies as ‘The Pope’s Brass Band’, and to their sympathetic contemporaries as ‘The Irish Brigade’.[footnoteRef:478] Prior to the 1852 election, he had received a rapturous welcome in Tuam. The Tuam Herald reported, ‘as soon as he was recognised by the crowd on the street, he was carried on their shoulders to the residence of his Grace, the Archbishop, where he remained till next morning,’[footnoteRef:479] Thus the 1852 election saw Moore, backed by the Roman Catholic clergy, opposed by Col. James McAlpine, who was backed by landlord interests. Moore won the contest easily.[footnoteRef:480] [477:  F.S.L. Lyons, ‘Review of The Independent Irish Party, 1850-9 by J.H. Whyte’, Victorian 
     Studies, Vol. 2 No. 2 (December 1958), pp. 177-78. ]  [478:  Ibid.]  [479:  Tuam Herald, 17 July 1852.]  [480:  Jordan, Land and popular politics in Ireland, pp. 171-175.] 

He noted that Palmerston’s opinion ‘rendered it utterly unnecessary that he should deliver the speech which he had intended … he hoped the noble Lord would substitute for his Amendment that the system of wholesale evictions without cause or necessity alleged to be attempted in some parts of Ireland, was inconsistent with the best interests of the State’.[footnoteRef:481] [481:  Hansard 3, HC, cxli, 1715-6 (29 April 1856).] 

	Mr E. Ellice, M.P. for St. Andrews, appeared ashamed that it was a compatriot of his at the centre of the discussion. He regretted that the gentleman whose name had been so prominently brought before the House as promoting this system of eviction was a Scottish man, and, further that that system had long been known in Scotland, and was a curse to the country. He confessed that it was a difficult subject but one entitled to consideration and he also hoped that the Members for those remote parts of Ireland would not ‘hesitate on every occasion to denounce in that House by name the authors of such atrocious measures’.[footnoteRef:482] [482:  Ibid., col. 1716.] 

	Disraeli also favoured moving on quickly to discuss the Fall of Kars. Mr Disraeli said he quite agreed with the noble Lord at the head of the Government [Palmerston] that, considering the importance of the debate which had been adjourned from the previous day, it would be inconvenient that any other subject should intervene and delay the resumption of that adjourned debate. He noted that he had shown forbearance to Mr McMahon as the catastrophe he wished to avert could take place in July and thus he believed that indulgence should be shown to Mr McMahon, given the position in which he was placed,

The subject was one which he was certain that no one, whatever might be his opinion as to the general law, could have heard the statement of the Hon. and learned Gentleman, or have listened to so painful a history, without arriving at the opinion that the exercise of rights under the law as described was most intolerable in a Christian nation.[footnoteRef:483] [483:  Ibid., p. 1716-7.] 


He noted with pleasure that it was not an Irish man that was involved but favoured moving on to the adjourned debate.
Sir Michael Shaw Stewart, M.P. for Pollok’s home area of Renfrewshire, said he could not help saying a few words in favour of Mr Pollok, after the very strong language which had been used that evening against him. Mr Pollok was a friend of his and he had known him for a long time, and he was a highly honourable man, the language used was somewhat unfair, because they went upon the presumption that all that had been said was true. He was not aware whether it was true or not but the petition contained statements which he did not believe to be true.
	Mr J.F. Maguire, M.P. for Dungarvan, pointed out that Mr McMahon did not rely upon an ex-parte statement. ‘He could only say that this Scotch gentleman might be a very excellent man, but it was clear that he was a very bad landlord.’ Mr McMahon said that in consequence of the valuable opinions which had been elicited from all sides of the House, he would not be doing justice to those who had entrusted him with their case if he persisted in pressing it and thus he said he was prepared to withdraw the motion. No doubt there were sighs of relief on all sides of the house as attention switched away from obscure matters of land tenure in the west of Ireland to the more pressing topic of the Fall of Kars and the repercussions for Britain.
	The debate received coverage nationally and internationally. Much of this resulted from the fact that English-speaking newspapers across the world reprinted the House of Commons debates and thus the discussion on the Pollok evictions was reprinted on page one of The Newfoundlander and page two of the Sydney Morning Herald.[footnoteRef:484] The Nation reported on the debate on 3 May.[footnoteRef:485] News of the debate was also extensively reported throughout Connacht.[footnoteRef:486] [484:  Newfoundlander, 9 June 1856; Sydney Morning Herald, 21 July 1856.]  [485:  The Nation, 3 May 1856.]  [486:  Tyrawly Herald, 8 May 1856; Mayo Constitution, 6 May 1856; Connaught Telegraph, 7 May 
     1856; Western Star, 3 May 1856; Sligo Chronicle, 3 May 1856; Tuam Herald, 3 May 1856; 
     Roscommon Journal, 3 May 1856.] 


Pollok’s defence
Pollok had to wait until 22 May to have his defence presented to the House by his friend, Sir Michael Shaw Stewart.[footnoteRef:487] A petition was presented by Sir Shaw Stewart from Allan Pollok referring to statements concerning him made in the House of Commons and praying for inquiry. The debate on the issue took place on Tuesday, 27 May.  [487:  The Times, 23 May 1856.] 

	Michael Shaw Stewart drew the attention of the house to the petition of Allan Pollok in reference to the charges that had been made against him. He outlined that Pollok had purchased two estates in Galway and on one had arranged for the tenants to give up their holdings, provided compensation and employment for former tenants. He had endeavoured to do similarly on the other estate, but the tenants refused to give up their holdings and he had to resort to legal means to show that he could get legal possession. Pollok was prepared for any tribunal the house would think fit to appoint to examine the matter. Mr Shaw Stewart had letters from clergymen of the Church of Ireland, landowners, agents and other person in the neighbourhood of the West estate in Ballinasloe speaking highly of Pollok and also had a letter from the evicted tenants ‘stating that they were now cheerful and happy and were receiving more wages than formerly’.[footnoteRef:488] [488:  Nation, 31 May 1856.] 

	Sir Shaw Stewart pointed out that on the West estate all but nine tenants acceded to his arrangements and those nine had been evicted but remained in their houses as caretakers and seven of the nine now worked for Mr Pollok. He pointed out that the sale particulars for the Burke estate stated that there were no leases in existence and most of the land was held year to year, yet when Mr Pollok took possession he found that while initially tenants were ready to enter into similar arrangements to the West estate, they afterwards refused to give up their holdings and upon this Mr Pollok had resorted to legal proceedings – not to eject the tenants from the country but to show that he was legal owner and had legal rights. He pointed to an increase of 25 per cent in the population on the West estate and said that no one on that estate had been compelled to receive parish relief. A memorial from 742 people on the West estate was then presented to the House. It stated, 

Honoured Sir, - having seen and heard so many false statements made in London on your conduct towards us, we have deemed it our duty to write to you how much we are grieved at such a report, as we can satisfy the public that the reverse is the case. Most of us were tenants of yours at the time you became proprietor of the West estates. When we gave up our holdings you dealt liberally with us, and have found liberal employment, at higher wages, and more regularly paid, than we have experienced before. We are all comfortable, contented, and happy and should be very sorry if a stop were put to the present system of management. We returned thanks for your regular and good employment of our labour, and remain you humble servants.[footnoteRef:489] [489:  Hansard 3, HC, cxlii, 700 (27 May 1856).] 


Sir Shaw Stewart then turned his attention to the farm buildings and labourers’ cottages erected by Pollok and said he was anxious to show that Pollok was not indeed as he had represented – a ‘monster reared on Scottish soil’.
	Mr McMahon then entreated the indulgence of the House as it was he who brought forward the case. He backtracked considerably, stating that the subject was one of considerable difficulty as he was a total stranger to the county of Galway, to the petitioners whose case he had been requested to bring forward and to everyone connected with the estates of Mr Pollok. He noted that the motion had been postponed on a number of occasions in the hopes that an amicable arrangement could be achieved, but as the assizes and possible evictions approached he had to bring the matter to the attention of the House. He noted that Pollok was resting his defence in relation to the tenants in Glinsk upon the management of the West estate and admitted that the statement as to the West estates had come upon him with surprise. He questioned why, rather than relying on what had happened on the Quansboro and West estates, did Mr Pollok not say that he did not mean to evict people on the Glinsk Creggs estate? He noted that on the Quansboro and West estates, there had been 246 tenants and Mr Pollok had cleared every tenant except a few who had leases of lives. Mr Pollok’s petition suggested that the dwellings on those estates were not destroyed but McMahon had in his possession a letter received from the Rev. Fr Derry, parish priest in Eyrecourt from which it stated that as many as two thirds of the houses had at once been levelled to the ground. Furthermore Mr Pollok had in place of all these houses erected nine farm steadings, twenty cottages, one corn mill and one mansion house. In relation to Pollok’s statement that the tenants in Glinsk and Creggs had paid no rent, McMahon pointed out that Pollok purchased the estates in December 1853 – he commenced ejectments in the spring of 1854; no rent was then due and no opportunity had been afforded the tenants of making payment. McMahon’s statement ‘there was not a single allegation that Mr Pollok ever expressed his willingness to receive the rent’ was met with laughter in the chamber. McMahon continued saying that the rent would be paid now if he would accept it. ‘The tenants were ready to pay it. Why was not the Hon. Baronet authorised to say Mr Pollok would accept it? If he had offered to receive his rent it would have been considered a waiver of ejectment. Mr Pollok wanted the land and not the rent.’[footnoteRef:490] [490:  Ibid., pp. 701-3.] 

	He went on to note that Mr Pollok gave the House to understand that the people on the estate were quite happy and comfortable but if that were so there would have been no necessity for an increase of the police force. Concluding, he hoped that Mr Pollok, in mercy to these people, would abandon his proceedings and come to reasonable terms with his tenants.
	McMahon’s lack of research in relation to the matter was disparaged by a number of members. Sir John Pakington (Conservative M.P. for Droitwich) said he regretted that Mr McMahon had not met this case in a spirit of greater frankness. Viscount Palmerston defended himself stating that he had expressed no opinion whatever with regard to Mr Pollok, adding, ‘I rather think that the right Hon. Gentleman, the member for Buckinghamshire, [Disraeli] whom I have not the pleasure to see in his place, did express an opinion with regard to Mr Pollok, but I certainly did not.’[footnoteRef:491] [491:  Ibid., p. 704.] 

	Mr G. H. Moore said that since the question had been mooted in the House he had held an interview with Mr Pollok and that gentleman had evinced such a thorough and right minded sense of his duty towards the people on his property that he scarcely thought it necessary to make any remarks on Mr Pollok’s vindication,

The case, however, was this: - Mr Pollok had taken possession of a large property; he had converted the inhabitants into farm labourers; but he paid them well and treated them handsomely (cheers). Mr Pollok had adopted the system of high farming on a large scale, and no doubt as long as the great expenditure which he had entered into continued, the people would be well paid and comfortable, but, like most other gentleman who had tried high farming, he was becoming tired of the system, and was about to re-let this property in large farms. Provided, as was then generally the case, the land was laid down for grass, what would become of the tenants who had been dispossessed (hear, hear)? Such a system was, in his (Mr Moore’s) opinion, highly dangerous to the population of the west of Ireland. He hoped however that the ultimate result would be an arrangement satisfactory to all parties.[footnoteRef:492] [492:  Ibid., p. 705.] 


Mr Bellew said that although minor points in the petition might have been exaggerated, he thought it but fair to declare that the main statements contained in that petition were known by him to be true. Mr Pollok did not in the least intend to contradict the main facts alleged, namely, that of having ejected a great many persons. He admitted that he had ejected 177 tenants from their holdings on the estate to which the petition referred. He did not wish to prejudice the house against Mr Pollok. The complaint, which he made was against the system, and not the individual,

It could not be denied that a system of eviction had taken place in Ireland to a very great extent. The object of Mr Pollok was to introduce the system of large farms on his estates in Ireland, but there was no guarantee that high farming would pay in that country. It involved the necessity of converting small tenants into farm labourers; but those farm labourers would have no security of being permanently employed. They might have work this year and next; but what would be their condition five years hence? Mr Pollok was a man of capital, and was no doubt anxious to do good; but he (Mr Bellew) wished to impress upon the House this fact, that changing tenants of the soil into farm labourers was a hazardous experiment, for though they might be employed today this day fortnight they might be houseless and penniless.[footnoteRef:493] [493:  Ibid., p. 706.] 


Sir Archibald Campbell said that he thought the general feeling of the House was that this case had been brought against Mr Pollok without any justification and that the charge made against him had fallen to the ground.[footnoteRef:494] Mr H. Drummond, Tory M.P. for West Surrey, said that the House should not be inquiring into the management of private estates when there was no-one there to answer the allegations, [494:  The Times, 28 May 1856.] 


It was said the estate was admirably managed before Mr Pollok had it; but to what did that admirable management lead? To the Insolvent Debtors Court. And who was it complained? Why, Mr Kelly, under whose management that estate had been. The Estate was now in better condition than any in Mayo, and it would be better and wiser for hon. gentlemen, instead of attacking Mr Pollok, to encourage him – not only that, but to imitate his example.[footnoteRef:495] [495:  Ibid.] 


J.F. Maguire (M.P. for Dungarvan) concluded the debate saying,

Mr Pollok had been held up as a blessing and a benefactor to Ireland but he (Mr Maguire) solemnly cried, God forbid that his country should be blessed with such benefactors. The intentions of that gentleman might be of the wisest and most benevolent character, but assuredly the system he was endeavouring to introduce was one most objectionable and injurious to the tenants of his estate … He solemnly protested that he believed from his heart and soul such men as Mr Allan Pollok were Ireland’s greatest curse.[footnoteRef:496] [496:  Ibid.] 


The ability of tenants in an impoverished region of county Galway to have their grievances aired in the House of Commons was a significant milestone in the course of the Pollok evictions. In some respects McMahon’s decision to go ahead with raising the issue in the run-up to the adjournment of parliament, just as a key debate was about to take place, could be seen as injudicious. However, in another respect it may have been a clever move as the importance of the debate about to take place and the fact that a similar motion in late January 1855 had resulted in Lord Aberdeen’s resignation as P.M., resulted in a tense atmosphere in Parliament, a packed chamber and an attentive press corps. Perhaps if McMahon’s intervention had been made at a less controversial time, it would have resulted in little or no press coverage, but the timing of the debate meant that he had the attention of the London-based lead political writers in The Times and the Daily Express. Their attitudes to the debate were crucial and may also have coloured the subsequent viewpoints of others present in the chamber, men such as Gladstone, who along with McMahon, Bellew and Maguire, were present to vote at the conclusion of the debate on the Fall of Kars later on the night of 29 April.
	The press coverage which followed the parliamentary debates saw Pollok’s plans discussed throughout Great Britain, in all the leading newspapers and also further afield. Without the availability and cohesiveness of the Independent Irish Party at this juncture such an opportunity would never have been possible. Given the ease with which clearances had been effected in Scotland, Pollok could not have anticipated that his actions in Ireland would come up for scrutiny in such a public forum and his letters certainly suggest that he was taken aback and furious in equal measure that his name could be held up to such public calumny for a project which he believed would result in the betterment of all involved.
	The defence mounted by him a month later elicited nothing like the same number of column inches as the initial debate, suggesting that McMahon’s timing, which at first glance appears injudicious, may have been a masterful reading of the vagaries of parliamentary reportage.

Offer to pay rent arrears
Another important element of the resistance was an approach to Pollok with an offer to pay all arrears and a year’s rent in advance if the tenants were left in occupancy. Michael Kelly appears to be to the fore in the making of this offer and indeed he was probably the largest tenant on the estate and thus had the most to lose by Pollok’s plans. The offer is significant because it reflects some sort of community-wide organisation behind the scenes although the extent of the involvement of smaller tenants is difficult to determine. 
	An organised approach to pay all arrears and a year’s rent in advance was a show of communal solidarity on the part of the tenants but when that offer was rejected, the cohesiveness of the community stance was put to the test. Rent was withheld and it would appear that the exhortations of Fr Mulrenin from the pulpit in Crosswell helped in no small part to ensure that the community in the Creggs area remained resolute. Subsequent reports state that 150 tenants took the money on offer but it would appear that many of those did so in 1856, when it became apparent that Pollok had the legal upper hand. As late as September 1855 solicitor James B. Concannon bemoaned the fact that although he attended at Fairfield to take up possession, giving tenants full value of their crops, compensation and a receipt in full for two and a half years, few tenants came forward following the advice they had received from their pastor.[footnoteRef:497] In fact, it would seem that it was only in the wake of the final court case, when Pollok allowed tenants to stay on to take their crops out of the ground in the November of that year, that many tenants acquiesced to his demands. [497:  Letter from James Concannon to Ffrench R.M., 30 September 1855 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

	The offer to pay rent was an important tool in the argument subsequently made by Mr McMahon in the House of Commons and was taken up by a number of Pollok’s detractors but was laughed off by Pollok’s advocates who pointed out that no rent had been paid. Such was the confusion surrounding this particular offer that Under Secretary Thomas Larcom was asked by his superior Chief Secretary Edward Horsman to investigate whether or not such an offer was made and his investigations, using the knowledge of local constables, revealed that the offer had indeed been made, but had been refused by Pollok as it did not suit his plans.[footnoteRef:498] [498:  Letter from T.A. Larcom to E. Horsman, 24 May 1856 (National Library of Ireland, Larcom 
     Papers, MS 7577).] 


Court cases
Court cases involving large number of tenants which were attended by hundreds of tenants were another key and very visible element in the resistance. The cases were usually taken by the head tenant in a townland and in Ballykilcline those head tenants who took cases became known locally as the ‘Defendants’.[footnoteRef:499] It is likely that money was collected locally for a legal fund. In the case of the Ballykilcline tenants in county Roscommon a decade earlier the amount collected was five shillings per acre per year.[footnoteRef:500] [499:  Scally, p. 31.]  [500:  Ibid., p. 73.] 

The following are the most significant of the cases taken in relation to tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area.

March 1855		Pollok v John Hagarty and nine others
			Galway Assizes before Sergeant Howley
			Process server William Burke does not appear
Non-suit recorded, remaining cases withdrawn[footnoteRef:501] [501:  Tuam Herald, 24 March 1855.] 



May 1855		Pollok and Wife v John Hagarty and others
			Court of Queen’s Bench before Chief Justice
			Application sought to set aside non-suit at Galway 
Assizes
			Claim made that Burke did not appear due to 
Collusion with the tenants
			Chief Justice found no case of combination and 
refused to set aside the order[footnoteRef:502] [502:  Roscommon Journal, 12 May 1855.] 


October 1855	Pollok brings two ejectment suits for non-payment of rent to November 1855 and succeeds at Galway Sessions
Pollok brings six civil bills for rent to 1854, case dismissed[footnoteRef:503] [503:  Tuam Herald, 27 October 1855, 3 November 1855.] 



March 1856		Allan Pollok and Margaret Pollok v Andrew 
Kelly, Michael Murray, Mary Brenan and others
			Galway Assizes before Sergeant Howley
William Burke present and gives evidence	
			Verdict for defendant (Kelly and others), 
Tuam Herald and Freemans Journal reports result leaves 2,700 people in their homes for another year[footnoteRef:504] [504:  Roscommon Journal, 29 March 1856.] 



March 1856 		Mahon v Pollok and wife Keaveny and Magan v 
Pollok and wife
			Ejectment decrees for non-payment of rent reversed 
with costs[footnoteRef:505] [505:  Tuam Herald, 22 March 1856] 



June 1856	Allan Pollok v Andrew Kelly, Michael Murphy and Mary Brennan
Kelly allowed judgement to go by default, Murphy and Brennan took defence
			Court of Common Pleas before Judges Ball and Keogh
			Court unanimous in overturning verdict of 
Sergeant Howley. Verdict for Pollok[footnoteRef:506] [506:  Western Star, 7June 1856, Nation, 7 June 1856.] 




July 1856		Pollok and Wife v Luke Tiernan and two others, 
Galway Assizes, before Sergeant Howley
Pollok, member of the Grand Jury, 
present at the Assizes
Pollok and William Burke give evidence
Result			Verdict for Pollok with 6d costs
			Tenants allowed to remain until November 1st

Pollok v Hagarty
The non-appearance of process server William Burke at the spring assizes in Galway in early 1855 saved hundreds of tenants from impending doom. The legality of Mrs Pollok’s power of attorney and the chain of evidence in relation to the eviction documents were the nub of the case. The tenants only succeeded because of the non-appearance of William Burke, who had served the summons. It was intimated that this was part of a community-wide conspiracy, but this does not appear to have been the case. Rather Burke was peeved at the paltry amount of money on offer from Pollok for his own holding in Creggs and the fact that Denis Kelly agreed with his assessment suggests that this was the crucial factor in his non-appearance.

Pollok v Kelly
The case of Polloks v Andrew Kelly and others related to tenants in the townland of Boggauns, the townland at the greatest remove from the village of Creggs, from which bailiff William Burke hailed.[footnoteRef:507] By spiriting Burke and his son off to Glasgow, Pollok ensured that such a non-appearance did not thwart him a second time. It would appear that the failure of the second case represented Pollok falling foul of a jury of his peers. [507:  Western Star, 8 December 1855; Western Star 22 March 1856.] 

	The decision to bring the cases to court was not without precedent. The townland of Boggauns is located on the periphery of the Burke estate and was the closest townland to the Gerrard estate, scene of hundreds of evictions in the previous 20 years. Tenants on that estate had mounted a legal challenge to John and Marcella Gerrard’s eviction plans in 1844 so tenants in Boggauns could have consulted with remaining tenants on the Gerrard estate as to how best to procure the services of a legal representative and mount a legal challenge.[footnoteRef:508] [508:  Crehan, p. 26.] 


Pollok v Tiernan
The presence of both Allan Pollok and William Burke, allied to the fact that the Court of Common Pleas had recently rejected Sergeant Howley’s findings in relation to Pollok v Andrew Kelly meant that the case involving Tiernan and his fellow tenants was a last attempt to stay Pollok’s hand, but being allowed to retain their crops and stay in their holdings until November was a major concession for the tenants.

Impact of court cases
The court cases mounted by the tenants were important in a number of respects. Firstly, they boosted the tenants’ morale at a crucial juncture and encouraged others not to take the money on offer in the hope that the legal route would prevent Pollok carrying out his plans. Secondly, they placed the tenants in the direct line of sight of the press men and gentry from throughout the region at the assizes in Galway and the scenes of joy and delight that greeted Sergeant Howley’s verdict was imbedded in the minds of many present. Thirdly, the continuing cases meant that the topic of the Pollok evictions was reported throughout 1855 and 1856 as the cases were heard and re-heard.
	Reporters could fulminate for months about the unfairness of a particular eviction or could support at a physical remove a landlord’s plans, without ever coming face to face with the people at the centre of the event. The appearance of about 400 tenants at the assizes in Galway was to leave a lasting impression on those present. Questions arising included how 400 tenants had managed to make the 40 mile journey to Galway from Creggs; the number of carts and traps required or whether they travelled by rail from Ballinasloe station (24 miles from Creggs), where the tenants lodged in Galway for the week of the court and how they managed the costs involved in such a trek from home. The interest shown by the tenants in the case brought home to those present, both on the bench and in the press area, the huge impact that the forthcoming decision would have, and the press reports suggest a collective sigh of relief as Sergeant Howley worked a sufficiently large loophole to give a verdict in favour of the tenants. While the verdict was important, the impact of the presence of the tenants appears to have been both more significant and more long-lasting.
	The Court of Common Pleas was at a much greater remove from events locally and it was not long despatching Sergeant Howley’s verdict and reversing the fortunes in favour of Pollok.

Glinsk clearance
When the first case collapsed in 1855 because of the non-appearance of Burke the process server, it resulted in that set of eviction notices being declared null and void. It would appear that at least two sets of eviction notices had by then been served, as the non-appearance of Burke did not save all the tenants and at least seventy one tenants were evicted in Glinsk in June 1855. Had the case taken by John Hagarty not been successful, it would appear that Pollok would have evicted a much greater number of tenants, but by the time of his eventual success, a decision was taken not to evict all tenants.
	It would appear that the tenants evicted in Glinsk in the summer of 1855 were not allowed to stay on as caretakers as Larcom’s details of where they went indicates that few, if any, stayed in the area. This may have been a warning to other tenants and may have persuaded some tenants that their best option was to take the compensation and move. It is unusual, given the very visible evictions in Glinsk in 1855, that more tenants on the Creggs portion of the estate did not take the compensation on offer, but does go some way to explain how important the outcome of the court cases was for the 400 tenants that made the long and arduous journey to Galway.
	This clearance carried out in Glinsk made the evictions appear even more capricious in the eyes of the tenants. Had tenants in that area taken a case, it is possible that they could have been saved from eviction. The lack of clerical leadership in the area could have been a factor in the failure to take a case.

Illegal resistance
One unoccupied house at Moate was destroyed by fire (28 March 1854), but this appears to have been the extent of the illegal resistance to Pollok’s methods at the time of the evictions in the Glinsk Creggs area, suggesting that the communal efforts were cohesive.[footnoteRef:509] [509:  Report of Outrage, burning of unoccupied house at Moat, Creggs, 28 March 1855 (National 
     Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

	In the Ballinasloe area, incendiary fires appear to have been the preferred method of resistance. Two small unoccupied houses at Lisnacody were destroyed by fire, one house and outbuildings at Annaghbeg and one dwelling at Kankelly valued at £15 were also destroyed, as well as the mansion house at Sycamore Hill, which was within one day of completion.[footnoteRef:510] While Pollok would not have been too perturbed by the destruction of small unoccupied houses the destruction of the newly-built house at Sycamore Hill obviously angered him and his revenge was to suspend employment on the estate, which plunged many labourers’ families into immediate penury. The plunging of tenants into penury underlined the uncertainties of life as a labourer for the tenants of the former West estate. [510:  Report of Outrage, townland of Sycamore Hill, 22 June 1854; Report of Outrage, townland of 
     Lisnacody, 21 June 1854; Report of Outrage, townland of Annaghbeg, 9 October 1854; Report 
     of Outrage, townland of Kankelly, 10 January 1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 
     11609/1856).] 


Physical resistance
Physical resistance to the eviction was the last line of defence open to tenants. Women and children were to the fore in physical resistance, possibly because it was felt that the likelihood of court action being taken against them was slim.
	Bernard Cummins reported to his superiors that a large concourse of people assembled in the Creggs area on Monday 12 February 1855 and repeatedly stated their determination to attack those serving the notices. Death threats were issued against the bailiffs and constabulary and scalding water, cans and pots full of ‘nuisances of all sorts’ were employed. Two days earlier, on Saturday 10 February, stones were thrown in two or three instances, one of which struck Sub-Inspector Mr Sweeny.[footnoteRef:511] [511:  Letter from Bernard Cummins  to County Inspector William Coffey, 11 February 1855 
     (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 

	The resistance to the distraint for rent on the part of Edmund Dowell, who had recently sold his estate to Allan Pollok, was another important phase in the resistance. This distraint placed agent Michael Kelly in an invidious position. He was Dowell’s agent and although by this juncture had probably fallen foul of Pollok, had to effect the distraint for rent on behalf of Dowell. He had to demand money or chattels from the tenants who had once been under his command in his position as agent, but who now faced the same fate as Kelly – eviction at the hands of Pollok. It would appear that at the very least Kelly’s actions did not take his neighbours by surprise. They were well warned of the impending arrival. 1,000 converged on the distraint and those charged with removing the goods, livestock and chattels refused to act. 
	Receiver Charles Kelly of Ballymurray, Roscommon, reporting on the distraint, stated, that on 14 November 1855,

They effected several distresses in all of which cases the stock seized by them were forcibly rescued and brought away from them by a mob of persons, some of whom had large stones in their hands and others heavy sticks, who pulled and pushed about the deponent and his assistants in a most savage manner and telling deponent that they would harm him or any other person who would attempt to drive away a beast that day. That one man named Lawrence Kaveney came up to deponent on the road (where he had a cow under seizure) having a large stone in each of his hands who swore in a most violent manner he would harm the deponent if he attempted to drive the cow, that deponent, judging from the attitude the said Kaveney put himself into, apprehended that it was Kaveney’s intention to throw a stone at him … that deponent having a mob of twenty persons about him, considered that he and his bailiffs were in great and bodily danger, relinquished his intention of attempting to keep his distress[footnoteRef:512] [512:  Report of Charles Kelly, Receiver, of Ballymurray, to Constabulary, Athlone, 6 December 
     1855 (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 10395/1855).] 


Although this was not physical resistance to eviction but related to distraint, the fact that Pollok had purchased the estate meant that the resistance was mounted by what were now Pollok tenants who had been propelled towards eviction by their erstwhile landlord.
There was one element of physical resistance which wasn’t used, that of shooting Pollok. There were reports that a plan to shoot Pollok was being hatched in south Galway or north Tipperary, but police reports appear to dismiss the reports and place little faith in the veracity of the intelligence.[footnoteRef:513] While such a course of action may have appealed to many, particularly if the culprits managed to escape from Scotland to America before being apprehended, it would surely have created many more problems for the tenants on the estate, especially those whom Pollok allowed to remain in occupancy. However, there is no evidence of any plan to shoot Pollok emanating from the Glinsk or Creggs areas, although there were reports of the manufacture of balls of shot in Glinsk and Creggs in advance of the evictions. Pollok certainly appears to have been of the opinion that he was in physical danger and given the murder of Sarah Kelly and others, his fears were well founded. In May 1856 the Western Star reported that a plan to shoot Pollok’s agent, Mr Snodgrass, had been uncovered. A comfortable farmer offered a shoemaker three pounds to shoot the steward, but he gave evidence about the matter after exhortations from his wife.[footnoteRef:514] The lack of physical violence towards Pollok or his agents in Creggs appears further evidence that the tenants in the region were being held in tight control for the duration of the seismic events of 1854-1856. [513:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to County Inspector William Coffey, 11 September 1854 
     (National Archives of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).]  [514:  Western Star, 24 May 1856.] 

Not all of the resistance offered to Pollok was overt, many subtle actions of solidarity were taken with a view to showing Pollok and his agents that his actions were disapproved of. Hostelries in Ballygar refused to offer accommodation to constabulary involved in the evictions. Car men refused to take part in the distraint for rent for Allan Dowell following the sale of his estate to Allan Pollok. Gates around the estate were closed when the steward John Snodgrass appeared and doors were closed and bolted at his approach. Dr Bayley and his man were approached in a threatening manner in September 1854 as they hunted in Creggs.[footnoteRef:515] The cumulative effect of this subtle resistance was that it showed a communal disapproval of Pollok’s plans, not just in the Glinsk Creggs area, but in a much wider region, creating difficulties for all of those caught up in the saga, from Bernard Cummins and his fellow constables, to local Resident Magistrate Denis Kelly, bailiff William Burke and steward John Snodgrass. [515:  Letter from Bernard Cummins to unnamed superiors, 15 September 1854 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Women and resistance
The complex issue of the role played by women in resisting both distraints and evictions deserves further scrutiny. Samuel Clark has noted that women were often active participants in agrarian collective action, including resistance to evictions, before the Famine as well as during the Land War and the determination evinced by women in the west of Ireland during the course of evictions was part of a wider long-standing tradition.[footnoteRef:516] Men serving eviction notices in Lisanuffy parish in County Roscommon in May 1840 had to take refuge from a crowd of boys and women pelting them with stones. Their processes were taken and torn up.[footnoteRef:517]  [516:  Samuel Clark, ‘Strange bedfellows? The Land League alliances’, in Campbell and Varley, 
     p. 106-7.]  [517:  Outrage report (National Archives of Ireland, Outrage Reports, 9933/1840) in Huggins, p. 149.] 

The involvement of women in times of community crisis was not confined to Ireland and similar crises prompted similar reactions in England. E.P. Thompson noted that initiators of riots in eighteenth century England were often women and he points to many examples of women initiating riots and goading the crowd into further action.[footnoteRef:518] Robert Southey, writing in 1807 stated, ‘Women are more disposed to be mutinous; they stand less in fear of law, partly from ignorance, partly because they presume upon the privilege of their sex, and therefore in all public tumults they are foremost in violence and ferocity,’[footnoteRef:519] [518:  E.P. Thompson, ‘The Moral Economy of the English Crowd in the Eighteenth Century’, Past
     & Present, No. 50 (Feb., 1971), p. 115.]  [519:  Robert Southey, Letters from England (London, 1814 edn.), ii. P. 47 as quoted in Thompson
     ‘The Moral Economy’, p. 116.] 

	Margaret Ward has opined that female resistance to eviction was expected, it did not breach the separation of gender spheres, a fact underlined by Michael Davitt who stated that Irish women ‘could not be better employed than in the fight … to save the homes of Ireland’.[footnoteRef:520]  [520:  Margaret Ward, ‘The Ladies’ Land League and the Irish Land War 1881/1882: Defining the 
     Relationship between Women and Nation’, in I. Blom, K. Hegemann and C. Hall (Eds), 
     Gendered Nations: Nationalism and Gender Order in the Long Nineteenth Century (Oxford, 
     2000), p. 233; Michael Davitt, Michael, The Fall of Feudalism in Ireland, p. 299 as quoted by 
     Laird, ‘Decentring the Irish Land War’, p. 181.] 

Reporting on evictions in the Mountbellew area in December 1849, the Western Star reported, 

proceedings have been stayed for a time by the heroic, but alas! forlorn bravery of a poor woman. As the above gentleman and a number of his people were proceeding in their inhuman work, tumbling down house after house, flinging the wretched inmates in an inclement season on the world, with no canopy but the heavens – they at length came to the cabin of an old woman, who resolved never to leave her humble home but with the forfeiture of her life. The heroic Mr Smyth, chafing with rage at the opposition he encountered, swore he would shoot down all who opposed him; but this poor creature, rendered reckless in this her last extremity, laid him prostrate with a blow of a heavy tongs on the head. While down, he received some other severe blows, and is at present in a very precarious state. Thus the Thugs have been kept at bay – but, alas! Only for a time by this modern, but humble Joan of Arc.[footnoteRef:521] [521:  Western Star, 22 December 1849.] 


Heather Laird and Janet TeBrake have noted the centrality of women to the disruption of evictions during the land war and the weapons and methods used, including verbal taunts, scalding water, boiling gruel, burning turf, manure, rocks and sticks, were among those employed during the course of the Pollok evictions.[footnoteRef:522] [522:  Laird, ‘Decentring the Irish Land War’ p. 178; Janet K. TeBrake, ‘Irish Peasant Women in 
     Revolt: The Land League Years’, Irish Historical Studies, Vol. 28, No. 109 (1992), pp. 63-80.] 

Correspondents to the Schools Folklore Collection in Glinsk in the 1930s reported, 

There were battles fought at each eviction. The women fought gallantly with sticks and bottles and they used to throw rotten eggs and boiling water into the eyes of the evictors. The men fought very little as the law was very strict and those who disobeyed were punished by law.[footnoteRef:523] [523:  Told by Mrs And Mrs Andrew Quinn, Ardagh, Glynsk (80 and 76 years), Kilcroan NS, Co. 
     Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, ll. 386.] 


Laird and Beiner have concurred in terms of the rationale for female resistance relating to the conviction that women would be less likely to be punished for such resistance.[footnoteRef:524] [524:  Laird, ‘Decentring the Irish Land War’, p. 179; Bartlett, Thomas, ‘Bearing Witness: Female   
     evidences in court martial’ in Dáire Keogh and Nicholas Furlong, The women of 1798, (Dublin, 
     1998), pp. 64-87 as quoted by Guy Beiner, Remembering the Year of the French: Irish Folk 
     History and Social Memory, p. 192.] 

Bernard Cummins reported on the presence of women at the evictions in Kilcoosh but he makes no particular reference to women being involved in the resistance to evictions in Creggs. However, his reports of the missiles and ‘nuisances’ thrown at bailiffs and police protecting them and the lack of evidence of arrests suggests that this work was largely carried out by women and children.[footnoteRef:525] This is underlined by the fact that when one thousand local people gathered to counter the distraint on the Dowell land, the only person arrested was the stone-wielding Lawrence Kaveney. [525:  Eviction report from Bernard Cummins, Sub-Inspector, Ballygar to Inspector General 
     Brownrigg, Constabulary Office, Dublin, 12 November 1853, (National Archives of Ireland, 
     CSORP, 10232/1853).] 


Leaders of the resistance
The nature and extent of the resistance suggests that it was well organised and tightly controlled. It is impossible to ascertain exactly how that resistance was organised. However, the pro-Pollok newspapers of the era suggest that the parish priest Fr Coffey and his successor Fr. William Mulrenin and agent Michael Kelly were the prime movers behind the petition to parliament. Michael Kelly’s background and influences have already been examined.
However well-disposed Bishop Browne was towards the involvement of priests in politics it is clear that by the time the petition was being drawn up in the Creggs area and certainly by the time it was presented in Parliament, Browne was in poor and declining health. Cullen writing to Kirby in July 1854 noted that Browne had been very ill.[footnoteRef:526] In August of that year Cullen was on tour and met with the ailing Browne in Roscommon. Cullen was in Rome for the crucial juncture from January to June 1855, when the petition was being drawn up in the region and was presented to Parliament in March.[footnoteRef:527] After the presentation of the petition in parliament, Browne’s declining health necessitated the installation of a co-adjutor bishop and Cullen was determined that the new incumbent was going to reflect his views as opposed to those of the archbishop of the region, John MacHale. The extent of his determination is evident from the process which followed. In May 1855 the bishops in the Archbishopric of Tuam met to choose a co-adjutor for Browne. Vincentian and Roscommon native Laurence Gillooly received two out of twenty six votes cast. A further meeting in October saw Gillooly’s vote halved. Two days later Cullen wrote to Rome recommending the appointment of Gillooly, which was sanctioned by Rome the following February.[footnoteRef:528] Thus, by the time that the saga of the Pollok evictions came to a close Cullen had a much greater grip on the clergy in the Elphin diocese, but his attempt to ensure a uniform ultramontane viewpoint and attitude appears to have failed as Mulrenin continued his maverick ways right up to the 1880s.[footnoteRef:529] [526:  Larkin, The making of the Roman Catholic Church in Ireland, 1850-1860, p. 254.]  [527:  Ibid., p. 292 – 315.]  [528:  Ibid., p. 312 – 330.]  [529:  Nation, 12 June 1880.] 

The priest and agent were the prime community figures during the Famine and it would be reasonable to assume that it was to those two, as recognised intermediaries with the authorities, that the community turned to again once a threat was perceived on the horizon just five years after the end of the Famine in the area.
With approximately 900 tenants on the Pollok estate spread over Creggs and Glinsk it is reasonable to assume that the chapel in Glinsk and the newly-built hilltop church in Crosswell were the epicentres of communal life in the area. The weekly Sunday masses were among the few occasions when local people met in a community setting, as the distances across the parish made the journey difficult for all but the most able bodied. Mulrenin was reported as exhorting the tenants not to give up their land, advising that while they remained united they could defeat their enemy. A later statement from Mulrenin to a Land League meeting in the area in 1880 suggests that the rhetoric he employed was both powerful and effective.[footnoteRef:530] [530:  Ibid. The content of the letter to a local branch of the Land League is reproduced and discussed 
     in Chapter 6, which also examines Mulrenin’s rhetoric.] 


Motives
The resistance mounted by tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area was spearheaded by the land agent and local clergy. Pollok was providing superb financial inducements to those tenants who broke ranks with their neighbours and it appears that approximately 150 of the 900 tenants took the opportunity to move. However, many only took this opportunity after seeing their former neighbours on the Burke estate in Glinsk evicted and put out of their homes and as it was becoming obvious that Pollok would succeed in his clearance plans eventually.
What prompted agent Michael Kelly and parish priest Fr William Mulrenin to lead the tenants in opposition to Pollok’s plans? Local magistrate Denis Kelly suggested that the clergy were motivated by self-interest, but his comments must be taken in light of his on-going opposition to Roman Catholicism. 

They are all Romanists and this wholesale clearance cuts off the priests’ income by the board, as every married couple contribute to his payment; and last summer, i.e. the Summer before last, the priest of Glynsk was struck down by apoplexy whilst in the act of denouncing Mr Pollok at the altar – and all his confreres are making similar homilies.[footnoteRef:531] [531:  Letter from Denis H. Kelly to Thomas Larcom, 24 September 1855 (National Library of 
     Ireland, Larcom Papers, MS 7577).] 


A writer in the Western Star noted,

For it now appears that the petition was got up by the priests – Yes, two of those rev. gentlemen signed the petition, along with a Mr Kelly, a magistrate … But a little foresight would have led him into a knowledge of the real cause of complaint … Tenants who filled the chapels and the priests’ purses, who brought him the first fruits of the earth in harvest time to fill their barn, these, they feared, were about to be turned out, and thus leave the padre destitute of the peasantry who are the willing tools of a tyrannical priesthood.[footnoteRef:532] [532:  Western Star, 7 June 1856.] 


Kelly was regularly accused of having a monetary motive for his actions. ‘Know Nothing’ in an anonymous letter to the editor of the Western Star in April 1855 pointed out that he had received over €3,600 in compensation for stock and for the lands in his possession.[footnoteRef:533] [533:  Ibid., 21 April 1855.] 

	A special correspondent for the Freeman’s Journal visited the Pollok estate in 1888, as part of a series of articles on estates where the Plan of Campaign had been adopted. He suggested that it was Kelly’s humanity that prompted him to give up the land agency. Speaking of Kelly’s position as agent, the correspondent stated, ‘it would seem that when he undertook the duties of that position, he never bargained for the pranks of the Pollok family, and the latter never appeared to bargain for the possibility of a humane agent.’[footnoteRef:534] [534:  Freeman’s Journal article reprinted in Roscommon Messenger, 9 June 1888.] 

Both Kelly and Mulrenin stood to suffer financially as a result of Pollok’s plans. Kelly was to a lesser extent affected as he was compensated handsomely by Pollok for the remainder of his leases. It is also clear that both men were seen within the community as the natural leaders, those with the education and knowledge to interact with Pollok and some of the very few people in the region who could comprehensively present the tenants’ alternatives to Pollok as they sought to avoid eviction and all of the uncertainty that followed.

Conclusion
After the smooth transition experienced on the Lismany estate south of Ballinasloe, Pollok was probably ill prepared for the nature or extent of the resistance to his plans mounted in the Glinsk Creggs area. Little or no rent was paid for 12,000 acres of land for the three-year period under examination. The tenants who did remain in Mount Mary had to pay their rent up to date but given the small tenancies in question that would not have represented a windfall for Pollok, given his outlay of capital in both land purchases and improvements. The success of tenants’ cases at two successive spring assizes in Galway convinced him of the unpopularity of his plans among local gentry but also greatly delayed his plans. He began instituting his plans in Glinsk in the summer of 1855 once the tenants concerned had been cleared but it was to be another eighteen months before his improvements could get underway in Creggs.
Apart from the monetary impact, perhaps the greatest damage to Pollok was to his reputation. The man who attempted to change the name of Creggs to reflect the centre of his estate at Skehard could hardly have envisaged that his name would become a by-word for the newly arrived Scottish Encumbered Estates Court purchaser who cleared tenants on a whim, or that instead of becoming a luminary among the local people, ‘The Pollocks’ was to become a catchword for the groups of evicted tenants that squeezed into communities in Galway and Roscommon.[footnoteRef:535] [535:  Stories collected by James Delaney, NFC, lml. 1574, ll. 247, 252-3; O’Regan and Lacey, p102.] 

Considering the endemic poverty in the region in the early 1850s and the inducements offered by Pollok, as well as the severely negative repercussions which could ensue from being involved in the resistance movement, the nature and scale of the resistance mounted in the Glinsk Creggs area was surprising and significant.
	The eviction of tenants in Glinsk may have encouraged the tenants in Creggs in a belief that resistance was the proper course of action and their success in successive court cases in Galway may have engendered a false sense of security and a false belief that they would eventually win out against the capitalist. However, their celebrations in 1856 were to be short-lived and before the end of the year the greater part of the tenantry was removed. Perversely, it was the poorest tenants that had the better outcome. Because Pollok spurned the poor quality of the land on Mount Mary those tenants were the only ones fortunate enough to be left in place, although use of the word ‘fortunate’ may be stretching the lexicon to its maximum when talking about trying to eke out a living on three or four acres of very poor quality land.
	One key question that remains unanswered is whether the communal resistance played any part in Pollok’s decision to leave some tenants in occupancy on poor land. At the outset he clearly intended to evict tenants from townlands such as Boggauns where Andrew Kelly resided, but his attitude to this appears to have altered between 1854 and 1856. This may be because he came to a realisation that to expend huge sums on extremely poor land would be futile and leaving the current tenants in situ would be less difficult and more profitable. Another explanation is that this was a result of negotiation, but given Pollok’s reported determination and the lengths he went to in an effort institute his plans, this appears unlikely.
	There were recriminations at community level following the failure of the resistance movement and this was complicated by the fact that many of those left on the estate were by then working as labourers as Pollok created his large farms for letting.[footnoteRef:536] As they levelled the ditches and houses of their former neighbours and created the large open fields, their own futures remained uncertain as the work of creating these large farms would undoubtedly come to an end. [536:  Labourer Larry Tierny told guests at one of Pollok’s Harvest Homes that he would have been 
     ten pounds better off if he went quietly and did not wait to be evicted, ‘Statistics of Irish 
     Prosperity’, Dublin University Magazine, Vol. 52, Dec. 1858, p. 717.] 

	Of course, the labourers of the mid-1850s were not to know that mass mechanisation was just around the corner and the necessity of huge volumes of labourers for harvest time was about to come to an end with the advent of reaping and binding machinery. 
	The lack of success enjoyed by the tenants coupled with the fact that many of them went on to work for Pollok and the dispersal of the evicted ensured that few details of the resistance initiated by the local community were passed from generation to generation and the episode is largely forgotten in the area in terms of folklore. Pollok’s scientifically-advanced farming methods also ensured that the large tracts of untenanted land divided by the Estates Commissioners in the early years of the twentieth century gave few clues as to who had resided there until the mid-1850s.


5. Ideological and cultural clashes
As scribes in Ireland and England took up their pens in defence of either Allan Pollok or his tenants, emotions ranged from indignation to fury, and comments from admiration to admonishment.
	Coverage of the evictions centred around three main themes, the court cases, the House of Commons debate and evaluation of the merits or otherwise of Pollok’s project. Naturally, coverage of the court cases was largely confined to Ireland and was reported in great detail in newspapers throughout Connacht. It was the debate in the House of Commons and Pollok’s subsequent rebuttal of the points raised that caused the conflict to be circulated internationally. Stephen Koss opined, ‘Momentous events might inconveniently occur in distant places, but their impact was fully registered only when they were debated in Parliament and appraised by the leader-writers of the London press’.[footnoteRef:537] [537:  Koss, Stephen, The Rise and Fall of the Political Press in Britain: The Nineteenth Century, 
     (Carolina, 1981) p. 23) as quoted in Williams, p. 6.] 

It was the familiarity of the shipping fraternity with the timber business of Pollok, Gilmour and Co. that caused the House of Commons debate to make front page news on the Newfoundlander. Likewise, the account was carried in the Sydney Morning Herald largely based on reproducing parliamentary debates, and this ensured that the case was covered widely across the British Empire and beyond. The commentary was another important part of the press coverage, the topic of evictions being sufficiently offensive to Victorian sensibilities, yet this had to be tempered against the admiration of science and the benefits it was bringing to a variety of industries from medicine to agriculture.
	Reports on the initial court case taken by Hagarty and others in 1855 are scant and there appears to be no report of the eviction of seventy one families in the Glinsk area which took place in 1855.

Facing the tenants
The court cases mounted by tenants such as Andrew Kelly and others of Boggauns, Creggs, in 1856 were more significant in terms of bringing the Pollok evictions to the attention of a wider public. A report in the Freeman’s Journal as the spring assizes got underway in Galway on St. Patrick’s Day 1856 was reprinted on the front page of the Tyrawly Herald. The report noted that there were 29 cases for trial, 18 of which were taken by Pollok against his tenantry. It stated, 

It is a most pitiable sight to see the crowds of country people, in and about the court-house anxiously awaiting the result. No less than four hundred of them arrived in Galway on Sunday evening.[footnoteRef:538] [538:  Tyrawly Herald, 27 March 1856.] 


The effect of the local gentry and men of the press coming face to face with the tenantry was well expounded in the Tuam Herald,

The scene in the Court House of Galway last week, caused a great sensation; and we believe no one felt more joy at the respite given to this mass of human beings, than the landlords who were present, and who cannot but feel anxious on witnessing the rights of ownership pushed to a point that calls such painful attention to the system of landlord irresponsibility in this kingdom. … We have been made so familiar of late with the clearance system that cases of hardship take place with scarcely a passing notice. It is only when they come before the public in the appalling form presented in Galway last week, that men begin to enquire whether a modified ownership in land, would not better secure both private rights and the stability of society.[footnoteRef:539] [539:  Tuam Herald, 29 March 1856.] 


The pro-Pollok Western Star was not so emotive in its reporting style on this occasion, 

The case excited much interest, and a great number of the tenantry on the Pollock Estates being present, were excited and attentive spectators of the proceedings.[footnoteRef:540] [540:  Western Star, 22 March 1856.] 

Editorial attitudes
Opinions on Pollok’s project in east Galway were particularly polarised and the debate was a vigorous one. In 1856 an anonymous letter writer to the Western Star stated that the Pollok debate ‘seems to be at present the all-engrossing topic of public opinion’.[footnoteRef:541]  [541:  Ibid., 17 May 1856.] 

Of course the work of each editorial writer reflected the prevailing opinion in the newspaper and the growing number of regional newspapers gave greater voice to an emerging tenant middle class. Locally, the pro-Landlord opinions in the Western Star were vastly different from the pro-tenant Tuam Herald.
The Tuam Herald was centrally connected in terms of newspapers in the west of Ireland. The paper was founded by Richard Kelly (1810-1884) in 1837. He was born in Loughrea and his father Jasper had inherited Dunmore House from his uncle Richard Ouseley in 1804. Jasper’s grandfather was William Kelly of Buckfield on the Castlekelly/Aughrane estate (then in possession of Denis Kelly) and so Richard’s family were probably known to or related to Denis Kelly, the resident magistrate most closely involved in the Pollok evictions. Tuam Herald founder Richard Kelly was married to Margaret Tully and her brother Charles founded the Roscommon Journal, another pro-tenant paper in the region which carried many reports on the Pollok evictions. At a crucial juncture in terms of the Pollok evictions, in 1855, Jasper Kelly took over the Tuam Herald from his father. Jasper Kelly attended St. Jarlath’s College and was to the fore in organising tenant right events in the region.[footnoteRef:542] [542:  Ann Beirne, ‘The Kellys of The Tuam Herald’, JOTS 9, Journal of the Old Tuam Society, 
     Tuam, Co. Galway, 2012, pp. 91-97.] 

	Many newspapers professed neutrality, such as the Cavan-based Anglo Celt and the Ballina-based Tyrawly Herald, yet appeared to take the side of the tenants when they were faced with the might of a monster capitalist.[footnoteRef:543] Items on the events in Creggs were also carried by Conservative papers such as the Sligo Chronicle and Connacht Telegraph, which probably reflected the widely-held interest in events on the Pollok estate and a curiosity as to whether the investment of vast amounts of money in a County Galway setting by a monster capitalist from Glasgow would prove a wise move.[footnoteRef:544] [543:  Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, pp. 177-216.]  [544:  Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, pp. 185-213.] 

One example of the polarisation of opinion is to be found in a column in the Nation of April 1855.[footnoteRef:545] The column contrasted the pro-tenant stance taken by the Galway Vindicator with the pro-Pollok attitude of the Belfast-based Northern Whig, [545:  Nation, 7 April 1855.] 


we contend that the people born on the soil have rights which cannot be done away with unless by a force against which they cannot contend. If a Galwayman purchased a property in Scotland and immediately begun to exterminate the people on it, what an outcry would be raised. But Mr Pollock purchases a property here, and proceeds to put in operation this system. He prefers cattle to men, and then the ‘rights of property’ are brought into work, and over two thousand of the Irish people are to be sent homeless upon the world![footnoteRef:546] [546:  Ibid.] 


The paper then reprinted a letter from agent Michael Kelly which appeared in the Dublin newspaper Evening Packet. It was dated 30 March 1855 and in it Kelly took issue with the term ‘pauper population’ and pointed out that the tenants were willing to pay their rent. Speaking of the tenants, he said, 

They are, no doubt, sorely afflicted at the idea of being compelled to abandon their homes and the homes of their fathers for many generations. I ask you, sir, is this to be imputed to them as a crime? Where are they to go? – what is to become of those 2,700 souls?[footnoteRef:547] [547:  Ibid.] 


The writer in the Nation noted that the letter in the Packet was completely outdone by the defence of Mr Pollok in the Northern Whig,

In return for this kindness and generosity – kindness and generosity quite gratuitous, and, as the base conduct of the tenantry shows, perfectly underserved – the tenantry have commenced a cruel persecution of Mr Pollock – a house which he erected on his property has been burned down, and a conspiracy to prevent Mr Pollock following out the necessary legal step for their eviction has been carried out … Black as are the annals of Ireland with the oppressions exercised by cruel and rapacious landlords, the oppression of Mr Pollock by his tenantry, as told by the tenantry themselves, may fairly be quoted, and will be quoted in other countries, as a fair enough set-off against any of landlord crimes.[footnoteRef:548] [548:  Nation, 7 April 1856.] 


Commenting on the stance adopted by the Northern Whig, the Nation scribe stated, 

We are at a loss to conceive how the writer could adduce any stronger argument on behalf of slavery. What a pity Mr Pollock could not purchase the tenants along with the land – the Northern Whig would so valiantly stand up for his rights![footnoteRef:549] [549:  Ibid.] 


Locally, the Tuam Herald clearly identified with the tenants in the wake of their success at the Galway assizes, 

Crowds thronged the streets and celebrated their triumph by cheers and acclamations, which burst forth from their honest hearts in delight for the escape they had from the ruin that impended over them.[footnoteRef:550] [550:  Tuam Herald, 22 March 1856.] 


The Western Star examined the press reporting of the case in an editorial entitled ‘The social revolution in the west’,

We have perused with much interest the numerous and varied comment that have issued from the public press upon the result of the recent ejectment trials at the Galway assizes. The opinions expressed have, in most cases, been tinged with the peculiar religious and political views of the sources from which they emanated. Some have evidently written with a desire to deal impartially with the subject, but the great majority seem to have set out with the determination of shutting their eyes to both reason and truth and have dealt in little except denunciation and abuse. Some have enlarged in strains of touching eloquence, upon the peasant’s love of home, and the awful crime of severing him from his cabin walls, while others, with more show of argument, have dealt with great emphasis upon the ‘duties of property’, forgetting in their eagerness to reach a foregone conclusion that it has its ‘rights’ as well.[footnoteRef:551] [551:  Western Star, 5 April 1856.] 


Worshipper of Mammon
While Pollok was disparaged across large sections of the press, few rebukes were as stinging as the allegation in the London-based Daily Express that Pollok was a worshipper of Mammon. As an upright, hard-working and conscientious Presbyterian who held steadfast to a belief that his actions would result in betterment of the tenants, Pollok must have been greatly affronted by that particular allegation. Pollok’s background in business and the notoriety that was becoming attached to his name, in no small part contributed to the erroneous notion that purchasers in the Encumbered Estates Court were largely English and Scottish men of a business background. Nowhere is the disdain for the mercantile background more blatantly displayed than in the commentary which followed the House of Commons debate in the Anglo Celt (est. 1846) of Cavan,

Mr Allan Pollock, lately retired from selling soap and farthing dips in some back lane of Glasgow, has turned out Irish landlord, and, if in his new relation he had not gained for himself a name that will not soon die, no small amount of notoriety shall have been lost upon him.[footnoteRef:552] [552:  Anglo Celt, 8 May 1856. The paper described itself as neutral and sought the social 
     regeneration of Ireland and described itself as neutral, stating that there was not at this stage a 
     pure Saxon and hardly a pure Celt in all of Ireland. By 1866 it was describing itself as Liberal, 
     Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, p. 177.] 

The article went on to blast his taste for improvement and clearance, whether it be stones, brushwood or human beings that stood in his way, 

Full of the principle that a man has a right to do what he likes with his own, he acts upon it in its widest comprehension, ceasing to reflect – if, indeed, he may get credit for any amount of reasoning power beyond that which would enable him to “buy cheap and sell dear” – that no man has or could have a right to make such use, even of his own, as would tend to perturb society and bring about anarchy and desolation.[footnoteRef:553] [553:  Ibid.] 


Parliamentary reports
The next major event took place in late April 1856 when Wexford M.P. Mr. McMahon raised the issue of the Pollok evictions in the House of Commons, presenting a petition from the tenants on Pollok’s estate in Creggs and Glinsk asking that an inquiry be instituted into such wholesale clearances. The Times carried what was probably the most extensive report of the debate in the House of Commons which took place on Tuesday, 29 April 1856 and that report and the carrying of the parliamentary debates in newspapers across the British Empire ensured an explosion of interest in the events on the Pollok estate. The Nation carried an account of the debate on 3 May. News of the debate was reported in papers in Sligo, Mayo, Roscommon, Galway and the Western Star in its editorial expressed regret that the motion was not carried adding their certainty that a full investigation would vindicate Pollok.
Reporting on the debate, the Tuam Herald noted, 

The leaders of the two opposing factions in the House of Commons, though in all else they differ, agreed, with most cordial accord, to reject the prayer of the memorialists and to pass on to the orders of the day. The rights of property prevailed over the rights and dictates of humanity. That terrible but one-sided dictum of British constitutional Jurisprudence “that a man can do what he likes with his own” – may be a sound and safe axiom for the regulation and protection of property. Occasional and frightful evils may and do take place under its operation. It might, and we doubt not, it would be dangerous to interfere too much with it. But assuming it to be the very optimum of ethical wisdom, why we would ask is its operation confined to the protection of exclusively landlord property? Why not extend its protective influence also to tenant property?[footnoteRef:554] [554:  Tuam Herald, 3 May 1856.] 


Comments from the London-based Daily Express were re-printed in the Roscommon Journal. The report noted that Pollok evictions were deprecated by Palmerston and Disraeli and added, ‘we trust the rebuke which the two leaders of the Commons administered to Mr Pollok will have its effect upon him and his Mammon-worshipping toadies’.[footnoteRef:555] [555:  Roscommon Journal, 3 May 1856.] 

Reports of the debate were carried in the Conservative newspapers Sligo Chronicle and Mayo Constitution and the Liberal Connaught Telegraph of that week.[footnoteRef:556] The Conservative-leaning Sligo Independent carried an item about the Commons debate in its editorial and noted that while the Pollok evictions had drawn down the censure of men of all parties in the House of Commons, the subject was introduced at a very injudicious time in the middle of the debate on the Fall of Kars, and added, ‘It is to be feared, however, that a gentleman who is impressed with such an extraordinary mania for wholesale eviction is not likely to listen to the reproofs which have been administered by members of the British Senate’.[footnoteRef:557] [556:  Sligo Chronicle, 3 May 1856; Mayo Constitution, 6 May 1856; Connaught Telegraph, 7 May 
     1856, Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, pp. 185-213.]  [557:  Sligo Independent, 7 May 1856, Legg, Newspapers and Nationalism, p. 213.] 


The Times and the tenants
Presumably Pollok paid little attention to the musings of the Tyrawly Herald or even the disdain of the Anglo Celt. However, that would not have been his reaction to a particularly devastating article in The Times, which was reprinted in Ireland by the Nation, the Tyrawly Herald and the Tuam Herald. The Times was selling 40,000 copies a day in the 1840s and despite the Irish ancestry of editor John Thadeus Delane, the tone employed towards Irish peasants was one of contempt.[footnoteRef:558] The tone is exemplified by the 1845 statement, ‘If ever there is a country in the world which does not know that 5 and 7 make 12 to any practical purpose, it is that unthrifty, squandering, blundering Ireland’.[footnoteRef:559] [558:  Williams, pp. 8, 9, 11.]  [559:  The Times, 2 October 1845, as quoted in Williams, p. 115.] 

The paper was in the vanguard in terms of calling for the introduction of capitalist farming to Ireland,

Until a wealthy has superseded a poor proprietary, and capital with enterprise succeeded to a rack-rent indolence, the people of Ireland will go on starving on potatoes, dying of famine, and shooting the few landlords who venture to reside on their mis-called properties.[footnoteRef:560] [560:  The Times, 11 July 1848, p. 5 in Williams, p. 285.] 


Two years later, the Famine appeared to Delane as a providential solving of the Irish problem.

Has not Providence, in the course of its mysterious dispensations brought about again an extraordinary conjuncture of circumstances so near akin to those which opened Ulster to the British settler as to encourage a like attempt? Has not the crisis come for a new ‘plantation; of Ireland?[footnoteRef:561] [561:  The Times, 2 April 1849, in Williams, p. 309.] 


L. Perry Curtis in his book Apes and Angels: The Irishman in Victorian Caricature, noted that the simianisation of the Irish in the English press began in the 1840s and was particularly prevalent during the violent Fenian campaigns of the 1860s.[footnoteRef:562] Thus by the mid-1850s, this negative stereotype had been established and a sense of British superiority was growing based on Victorian ideas of physiognomy, ethnology and Darwinian evolution.  [562:  L. Perry Curtis Jr., Apes and Angels: the Irishman in Victorian Caricature (Newtown Abbot, 
     1971), p. vii; Simon Potter, ‘Review by Michael de Nie of The Eternal Paddy: Irish Identity 
     and the British Press, 1798-1882’, http://www/history.ac.uk/reviews/review/501, accessed 4 May 2014., ] 

In setting the scene for the debate on the Pollok evictions, The Times acknowledged that the question of clearances, although it had essentially become yesterday’s news, was a social problem which would continue to interest people.[footnoteRef:563] The Times went on to outline the course of Pollok’s plans and relied heavily on Mr McMahon’s statement that the tenants were not in arrears with rent. The report stated that Pollok ‘appears to be seized with a perfect mania of eviction’ and had issued notices to quit to all tenants, none of whom were in arrears of rent. [563:  The Times, 8 May 1856.] 


But it is the will of the new lord of the soil to change its destination from arable to pasture, and having come to this conclusion for financial reasons, he clears away the human encumbrances from his land with as little remorse as he would weeds or stones, a mortgage, a judgement or an annuity.[footnoteRef:564] [564:  Ibid.] 


Having placed its full faith in the veracity of McMahon’s statements, The Times came down heavily on the side of the tenants, 

Here is a case where every feeling of our nature is enlisted on the side of the poor tenants. They have faithfully discharged their contract, and are willing to do so for the future. They have no right to maintain their tenancy, but the land they occupy was bought with the full knowledge of their occupation, and Parliament in affirmance of natural justice, has repeatedly declared that the first charge upon land, more sacred than any individual proprietors can create, is the maintenance of its people.[footnoteRef:565] [565:  Ibid.] 


The commentary in The Times provoked an immediate response from Pollok. Written from Suffolk Street, Pall Mall and dated 13 May, it stated that he had not seen the report in the paper of the debates as he resided in a distant part of Scotland, but he had immediately made his way to London, only to find Parliament on the eve of adjournment. He stated that he intended to vindicate his character and asked readers to suspend judgement until he could rebut the charges. The rebuke in a prestigious and widely read newspaper such as The Times obviously stung Pollok and provoked him into immediate action and forced him to make the long journey from Glasgow to London to ensure that his reputation was properly defended.
	An interesting commentary on The Times and the Pollok tenantry was carried in the Roscommon Herald in 1927. The article stated that O’Connor Morris, who afterwards became County Court Judge for Roscommon and Sligo, had been sent by Delane as a special correspondent to Ireland in 1870 and had reported that although they worked inferior soil, the food producing abilities of the small tenant farmers equalled those of the land scientifically farmed by the ‘Scotch importations’. ‘Morris wrote that in 1870 and Gladstone when passing the 1870 Land Act – the first of its kind – used largely O’Connor Morris’s contentions and urged them on the House of Commons.’[footnoteRef:566] It would appear that by 1870 even the most ardent supporter of the introduction of external capitalists to Ireland recognised that the problem of land tenure in Ireland was an intractable and convoluted question. [566:  Roscommon Herald, 31 December 1927. The article was prompted by a proposal to expel Irish 
     workers in Scotland prompted by fears over the growing number of Irish people in Scotland 
     and the fact that native Scottish people were seeking a better living in other parts of the world.] 


Pollok’s ‘vindication’
Pollok’s defence in parliament was also extensively covered in the press across Britain and Ireland. Both the Nation and The Times took up the story, while at a more local level, the matter was reported by the Sligo Chronicle, the Mayo Constitution and the Tyrawly Herald. The Western Star of 31 May 1856 welcomed the clarification provided by the statements delivered in the House of Commons and printed in full the petition of Allan Pollok and went on to reprint every positive article on the subject, including an item from the Dublin based Protestant newspaper The Warder entitled ‘Mr Allan Pollok’s Vindication’ as well as an extract from the Galway Express, which stated,[footnoteRef:567] [567:  Brian J. Showers, ‘A void which cannot be filled up: The obituaries of Mr. .J.S. Le Fanu,Esq.’,
     http://www.lefanustudies.com/obituaries.html, accessed 4 May 2014; 
     The Times, 7 June 1856.] 


When Mr McMahon found that the statements contained in the petition were exaggeration, he endeavoured to get out of the predicament in which he had been placed, by saying that he stated ‘nothing of his own knowledge’ all he had said against Mr Pollok was mere hearsay – the gossip of the district. What a position for a gentleman to place himself in when forced to make such an admission. But this shows into what errors priestly influence leads its votaries, what errors, even politically it drags men into, what false assertions it puts in the mouths of those who are duped by it; for it now appears that the petition was got up by the priests – Yes, two of those rev gentlemen, signed the petition, along with a Mr Kelly, a magistrate; and on a petition so signed the hon. member for Wexford staked his reputation.[footnoteRef:568] [568:  Western Star, 31 May 1856] 


The Tyrawly Herald took a different stance. The editorial writer noted that Pollok had not altered his plans to evict his Ballynakill tenantry and conceded that they would likely receive the best treatment and wages that farm labourers can expect to receive. 

But will the most considerate and handsome treatment give them confidence or increase their respect for him who deprived them of their homes or compensate them for their independence? Besides, what guarantee does he hold out to them that employment and wages will continue … He may grow tired of farming on the present high scale and as other proprietors have done re-let his property in large farms to parties who may require them for grazing purposes, who will not require labour except what is indispensable to tending the flocks.[footnoteRef:569] [569:  Tyrawly Herald, 5 June 1856] 


Concluding the writer noted that Pollok stated that the property was still in the possession of the original tenants, but added, ‘This is no fault of Mr Pollock’s. If he could, it would be otherwise.’[footnoteRef:570] [570:  Ibid.] 

The Western Star of 7 June 1856 that reported on Pollok’s vindication in parliament also carried a report on the overturning of the original case at the Galway assizes involving Andrew Kelly and others. The appeal in the Court of Common Pleas began on Saturday and concluded on Monday, 2 June and extensive reports of the case were carried in both the Western Star and the Nation.[footnoteRef:571]   [571:  Western Star, 7 June 1856, Nation, 7 June 1856.] 

	At this juncture Pollok’s name was becoming synonymous with the evicting landlord. The Nation reprinted a report from the Newry Examiner on a tenant right demonstration in Cloghore, Co. Derry (thenceforth to be renamed Greerstown) during which a Mr McKnight in the course of his speech, referred to the conduct of Allan Pollok, 

and to his recent attempt to gloss over his proceedings in the Galway evictions, and ended by a forcible delineation of the evil consequences which must result to the nation if large proprietors were thus permitted to purchase the right of depopulation of the country.[footnoteRef:572]  [572:  Nation, 14 June 1856.] 


Despite their defeat in court, the tenants remained defiant, refusing to pay rent, a fact bemoaned by the editor of the Western Star who said in July 1856 that the people were badly advised.[footnoteRef:573] [573:  Western Star, 12 July 1856.] 


Eventual defeat
The eventual defeat of the tenants, which reached a finale on 30 July 1856 when the case of Allan Pollok and Wife v Luke Tiernan and others was decided in the Polloks’ favour, proved to be another occasion for the partisan reporting which had been a hallmark of the story’s coverage. The Western Star in its court report noted that after the case was decided in Pollok’s favour, the defendants consented to a verdict for the plaintiffs, without costs and with stay of execution until 1 November, all rent to that day to be forgiven, ‘The noble offer on the part of Mr Pollok was received with gratitude and duly acknowledge by Counsel for the Defendants.’[footnoteRef:574] The editor in a report noted,  [574:  Ibid., 2 August 1856.] 


it will be seen from our Assize reports that Mr Pollok has at length succeeded in gaining a verdict in his favour, and that occasion was signalised by another of those acts of princely generosity which have so largely characterised his dealings with his tenants and dependants in this country.[footnoteRef:575] [575:  Western Star, 2 August 1856.] 


	The Galway Vindicator observed, 

When it is considered that the tenants in question have been Mr Pollok’s most bitter and persevering foes, that they have done everything in their power to stay his improvements, and spread disaffection among his dependants, that for nearly three of the most profitable years farmers have seen for at least a quarter of a century, they have held his land, and refused to pay rent and that now, when he has them in his power he voluntarily frees them from all arrears and all law costs and bestows to them the present year’s crops rent free – when all these are fairly considered is it not but just to say that he has treated them with a fairness and a generosity to which few parallels can be found in the annals of Irish Landlordism.[footnoteRef:576] [576:  Extract from the Galway Vindicator reprinted in the Western Star, 2 August 1856.] 


The reference to recent years having been profitable is borne out of the fact that cattle prices at Ballinasloe October fair doubled between 1850 and 1855.[footnoteRef:577] The same edition of the Galway Vindicator also carried some interesting gossip from the jury room at the Galway assizes. Pollok had taken his place among the county’s Grand Jurors and his presence caused a stir. The paper reported that his fellow Grand Jurors asked him what he intended to do with his property and he reported that he intended to let it all out to tenants as soon as his improvements were concluded, except one farm at Lismany. He also told the jurors that he would give preference to Irish tenants and, unsurprisingly for a man of such high farming and scientific methods, would not give an acre to middlemen or non-resident farmers. The paper reported that five farms on the West estate were now ready or nearly ready for tenants. News of his decision to let out the farms would not have been welcomed among the labouring classes throughout the estate who would be aware that the level of employment provided heretofore was about to come to an abrupt end. [577:  Jordan, Land and Popular Politics in Ireland, p. 116.] 

	The Galway Vindicator also welcomed statements in the London-based Daily Express praising Pollok’s conduct as that paper had been to the fore in condemning him.

This magnanimous conduct on the part of Mr Pollok has for ever silenced his calumnators … He has overcome evil with good and those who censured his proceedings, and impugned his motives as a landlord are now loud in his praise.[footnoteRef:578] [578:  From a report in the Daily Express reprinted in the Galway Vindicator and the Western Star, 2 
     August 1856.] 


Not all of the Galway-based papers took the same stance as the Vindicator. The Tuam Herald asked why, if the former tenants on the West and Quansboro estates, now day labourers, were as happy as they were portrayed in Pollok’s petition to the legislature, were the tenantry on the Creggs and Glinsk estates so blind to their interests ‘as not to be placed in equally happy circumstances with their fellow tenants on the West and Quansborough property?’

A discriminating public will find it very hard to reconcile the opposition given by the poor creatures whom we saw in Galway at the last and previous assizes, to the intended alteration, with the evidence before their eyes of the contented and happy condition of the West and Quansborough tenantry. There is a screw loose here which will try all the philanthropy of Mr Pollok to explain.[footnoteRef:579] [579:  Tuam Herald, 2 August 1856.] 


The stance taken by the Nation was somewhat softened by Pollok’s decision to forgive the tenants their arrears, to allow them their crops and their homes until November, ‘Still it is a sad business. Mr Pollock’s favours will not sweeten the bitter draught or fill the breasts of the unfortunate people with admiration of English law or Scotch farming.’[footnoteRef:580] [580:  Nation, 2 August 1856.] 

Once the evictions had been finalised the anonymous letter writer to the Western Star once again resorted to his quill, styling himself ‘Lamb Junior’. He noted that forty miles of walls had been erected on Pollok’s property, as well as extensive farm steadings. However, he noted that a better feeling now existed on the estate, and that the ‘better classes through the county’ used a ‘more candid and kindly tone’ in reference to Pollok.[footnoteRef:581] [581:  Western Star, 4 October 1856.] 

An interesting aside to the coverage is the spelling of the name Pollok. The spelling of the name is one minute indicator of the stance being taken by the various newspapers but the reader within a few sentences would be well aware of the tenor of the article and the mindset of the author. Arthur, Allan and Margaret all apparently signed their names ‘Pollok’ at this juncture in the 1850s. Pro-Pollok papers such as the Western Star regularly spelt the name as Pollok apparently wished, while papers such as the Tuam Herald, Roscommon Journal and nationalist papers such as the Nation regularly spelt his name ‘Pollock’. Perhaps the mis-spelling was a statement of protest at Pollok’s actions and signified the papers’ unwillingness to bend to his wishes, but it must be acknowledged that variation in spelling was the norm in this era. Although this is a small point, it does reflect the fact that there were few disinterested observers in the Pollok saga.
While the positions taken by various newspapers were entrenched and unchanging, it was the wider social context that was changing, as the tenant lobby became ever more vociferous and voluble in terms of discourse in the public sphere. The unwillingness of local newspapers to spell Pollok’s name as he wished was a sign of increased questioning of the deference shown to landlords, a precursor to the unwillingness of Land League members to doff their caps on meeting a landlord, and one signifier of the cultural chasm that existed between Pollok and the more numerous local populace, which is discussed in greater depth in the following pages.

Pollok’s cultural challenges
As Allan Pollok surveyed the maps of the Glinsk Creggs and other estates that he purchased in county Galway it appears that he was unaware that he was getting his first glimpse into a world that was alien to that which he had experienced to date on the outskirts of Glasgow. Although both were parts of the United Kingdom at a remove from the seat of power, there were very important differences between the two worlds and in coming years Pollok was to learn that money and legal title were important aspects in terms of land ownership, but there were other forces involved, especially in an Irish context.
Pollok’s apparent lack of awareness of cultural nuances may in part have led to the resistance he encountered and it is possible that the fact that the Glinsk Creggs area was the most insulated from prior landlord interference that resulted in it providing the greatest resistance to his plans. There are many examples of Pollok’s lack of appreciation for cultural nuances and custom, including his unquestioned faith in the sale particulars, his lack of awareness of the nature of land tenure in the west of Ireland, his attitude to legal title, his failure to appreciate the tenants’ belief that they had an interest in the land, the closing of holy wells on his land and the attempt to rename the area.
When Arthur Pollok boldly declared in his correspondence with Michael Kelly that the police and military could overcome any tenant opposition, he failed to grasp a key tenet of faith exhibited widely by the poor in both England and Ireland throughout the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries; that normal rules no longer applied when people were in extremis. Just as Michael John Burke had risked his liberty to secure potato ground for the people of Ballintubber in the 1840s, so too men and quite often women in eighteenth century England, had deviated from the norms of deference to display mutinous behaviour when they believed that traditional rights were being trampled upon.
Speaking about this notion of a ‘moral economy’ among poorer classes in England in the eighteenth century, E.P. Thompson states, ‘the men and women in the crowd were informed by the belief that they were defending traditional rights or customs; and, in general, that they were supported by the wider consensus of the community … more commonly, the consensus was so strong that it overrode motives of fear or deference.’[footnoteRef:582] He also notes that on occasion this popular belief was endorsed in some measure by the authorities and the response of Larcom’s legal representative to Arthur Pollok’s letter seeking service of summonses by ordinary post suggests that Pollok’s transgression in terms of the ‘moral economy’ was recognised at the highest levels in Dublin. Huggins concludes that in pre-Famine county Roscommon local solidarity countered the state when it acted against defenders of the rural poor.[footnoteRef:583] [582:  Thompson, ‘The Moral Economy’, Past & Present, No. 50 (1971), p. 78.]  [583:  Huggins, p. 140.] 

Pollok’s disbelief that the penurious Irish tenant felt he had a moral, if not a legal right, to continue in his holding, shows his profound lack of understanding of rural Irish society and the independent status traditionally enjoyed by tenants, especially in an area overseen by the courts of chancery for decades. In 1839 Longford stipendiary magistrate John Barnes, told a Lords inquiry, ‘the People in Ireland, no Matter what the law is, look to the Possession as giving them a Right’.[footnoteRef:584] The approach adopted by Pollok reflected his previous experience as an employer of vast numbers of men and his lack of experience as an Irish landlord. There was a vast chasm between Pollok’s attitude to the rights conferred by yearly tenure and the attitude of tenants, not just on the Pollok estate. Thus his actions were seen as transgressing the moral economy, if not the legal framework and this prompted the resistance of tenants, the initial disapproval of fellow landlords as Thomas Bellew and George Moore and reluctance on the part of the authorities in Dublin to remove the legal obstacles that hindered his path. [584:  Select committee of House of Lords on state of Ireland: Report, minutes of evidence, appendix, 
     index, 1839 (486) xi.I, xii.I, p.930, as quoted in Huggins, p. 172.] 

	For a decade before his arrival in Ireland Allan Pollok was a member of an ‘Improver’ society in Scotland.[footnoteRef:585] His marriage to his cousin Margaret brought him unimagined wealth and this combined with the education and knowledge he had gained through his membership of the ‘Improver’ movement and his experience as a farmer meant that investment in land was an obvious use for the money. The availability of vast amounts of land at relatively cheap prices in Ireland had attracted many Scottish landowners, to such an extent that land agent Thomas Miller had established offices in Scotland. The merits or otherwise of investing in Ireland must have been debated at length by members of the various improvement societies in Scotland but few men had the wherewithal to match their ambitions. [585:  Email from Jim Murray, Librarian, The Royal Highland and Agricultural Society of Scotland 
     (RHASS), to Pauline Scott, 12 April 2011.] 

	The Polloks (Allan in conjunction with his father-in-law Arthur), agreed upon a plan to invest in Ireland. The young and ambitious Allan Pollok then embarked upon what was probably the most enjoyable phase of the business, planning how he would bring his improving plans to bear on this land which for decades had been denuded of nutrients and had never been made to produce to its full potential.
Sale particulars
A key mistake of Pollok’s was his failure to travel to Glinsk and Creggs to view the Burke estate prior to purchase. Arthur Pollok in his letter to Sir George Grey stated that he put unquestioned faith in the sale particulars, but this was a significant failing and one which led to an unforeseen number of evictions. It was also to cause significant financial difficulties, resulting in a delay of about three years in gaining possession of the estates, during which time no rent was paid and the lack of knowledge of tenant numbers also meant that a much greater outlay was required to compensate tenants and pay poor rates.
	This failure to inspect the Creggs estate relates only to his initial purchase of the estate of Julia Burke. By the time of the sale of the Dowell estate he had visited the area and would have seen for himself that this estate was much better managed than the Burke estate. His being caught unaware of the number of tenants on the Burke estate was in part his own fault, caused by his failure to visit the area. In terms of the old maxim of land ownership having its rights as well as its duties, it would follow that it was a duty of the incoming landlord to be aware of conditions at local level.

Land tenure and legal title
In his haste to get to Ireland and institute his planned improvements Pollok appeared to have carried out little or no research into conditions locally and appeared to be oblivious to the nature of tenancies in the west of Ireland. Had he been more familiar with the nature of such tenancies, the presence of ‘& Co.’ after a tenant’s name would have signified to him that the tenancies of various townlands were held by companies of tenants, or that tenants were working collectively. An appreciation of the nature of such tenancies would have lessened the shock of finding over 600 tenants where less than ninety were detailed on the sale particulars. This multiplication in tenant numbers may not have been an insurmountable obstacle for the Polloks, given their vast wealth, but an awareness of conditions on the estate could have prompted the Polloks to look elsewhere in terms of land purchase.
Having purchased the land the next major difficulty encountered by Arthur and Allan Pollok related to the benefits conferred by possession of legal title. Arthur Pollok believed that the difficulty they encountered on the Glinsk Creggs estate stemmed from the fact that the tenants had a mistaken belief that they had a stake in the land. In this respect, Pollok had the law on his side as the tenants were to find out over coming months, but the matter ran deeper than this.
In mid-January 1856, Arthur Pollok in a letter to Secretary Sir George Grey sought a change to legislation to allow service of notices to quit by post. In reply highlighted previously, a legal advisor dismissed the option of serving summonses by registered post, opined that such a move would be inadvisable for the Government and suggested ‘a more prudent regard to the habits and feelings of the population would have been desirable though he is a stranger to their habits’.[footnoteRef:586] The description of Pollok as ‘a stranger to their habits’ was apt as Pollok failed to appreciate the attachment that the tenants had, both to the land they held for generations and also to their community. Their uprooting represented the rendering of community ties that had been built up over generations, his plans would result in a scattering of families that had lived side by side for generations. Pollok’s unshakeable belief that his plan would result in the betterment of the tenants was countered on the other side by a firm belief on the part of the tenants that what he was doing was morally wrong and a determination to hold his actions up to public account. [586:  Legal advice from James B. Callaghan to Lord Lieutenant, 24 January 1856 (National Archives 
     of Ireland, CSORP, 11609/1856).] 


Tenant v labourer
A cultural chasm appears to have existed when it came to attitudes to converting tenants to labourers. For the tenant who eked out an existence on three or four acres of depleted land, the prospect of being paid weekly for looking after the stall-fed prize winning cattle in the various covered steadings on the estate must have seemed a wonderful, if alien, opportunity. Likewise for the mother of five or six sons, the opportunity to have them earning good wages by thinning turnips was a world away from the starvation endured in the area in the 1840s. The proposed changes were too big a cultural change for them to comprehend and embrace. 
Two new elements had to be reckoned into their lives to align themselves with the requirements of working for Pollok, time and the English language. A clock or pocket watch would have been required in the home and a good grounding in the English language at school was key to securing employment, as the labourers had to interpret the orders of the stewards although this requirement for English may not have extended to the harvest labourers. Whereas in the late 1700s, clocks and watches were the preserve of the gentry, increasing industrialisation in England demanded synchronisation of labour and the arrival of ‘Improvers’ such as Pollok necessitated the introduction of reliable time keeping mechanisms.[footnoteRef:587] The image of the steward with watch in hand regulating the labourer’s life was railed against by Wordsworth in his early nineteenth century poem The Prelude, ‘Stewards of our labour, watchful men/ And skilfully in the usury of time/ Sages, who in their prescience would control/All accidents, and to the very road/Which they have fashion’d would confine us down/ Like engines’.[footnoteRef:588] [587:  E.P. Thompson, ‘Time, Work-Discipline, and Industrial Capitalism’, Past & Present, No. 38, 
     December 1967, pp. 67-69.]  [588:  William Wordsworth, William, The Prelude, book v, ll. 377-83, (London, 1850), in Thompson, 
     ‘The Moral Economy’, p. 97.] 

The only area of the parish where the Irish language survived into the 20th century was Mount Mary, land that Pollok spurned, probably as it was unsuitable for his plans, being boggy soil and difficult terrain. This allowed the tenants in that area to remain autonomous and thus the language of the households remained Irish with a distinct dialect surviving into the 1950s.[footnoteRef:589] [589:  Bairbre ní Fhloinn, ‘D’imigh an ghaeilge agus tháinig an tae’, pp. 217 – 244; ‘Tomás Ó 
     Locháin (Tam Mhatt)’ in Béaloideas: The Journal of the Folklore of Ireland Society, Vol. xii, 
     (Dublin, 1942). This article makes reference to Tom ‘Mhatt’ Lohan’s father Matt holding eight 
     acres of land and being evicted by Pollok and later having to go to England, pp. 217 – 219.] 

Changing tenants to labourers was central to the national debate of Pollok’s plans. Many commentators foresaw difficulties. The Freeman’s Journal mused on the advisability of trying to convert the snug farmer, wont to give his daughter a large dowry, into a day labourer called by the ring of Pollok’s bell, echoing the words of Wordsworth in The Prelude, 

He talks of improving – perhaps intends it – but he takes the means to ruin his tenantry. How can Mr Pollock expect to improve what in Ireland is called “a snug farmer” by converting him into a spade labourer? … Take on lot 4 the 41 acre, the 31 acre, the 27 acre, the 46 acre, the 26 acre tenants, are they to sink down to day men called by ring of Mr Pollock’s bell, and to be cuffed and cursed at by a Scotch steward – men who were wont to ride a good horse to market – give £3 to the priest on a marriage festival, and hand one hundred bank notes to the young farmer who won the daughter’s heart, and got the blessing of the old couple with the prayer of the priest on his wedding day? These men cannot, will not become day labourers.[footnoteRef:590] [590:  ‘Scotch capital in Connaught’, Freeman’s Journal, reprinted in Tuam Herald, 1 July 1854.] 


Looking to the future, the author declared, 

He will drive hundreds of respectable families to ruin, and sweep from off his estate an amount of home happiness which will never visit it again in our day, and the ruin of which will haunt the memory and goad the conscience long after the theory will have proved a failure, and the visions of a landlord utopia will have vanished from the excited brain of the newfledged proprietor in fee.[footnoteRef:591] [591:  Ibid.] 


George Moore, M.P. for Mayo, also foresaw the difficulty that Pollok’s plans could cause and understood the cultural nuances and the diminution in status that would follow the conversion of a tenant into a day labourer. Speaking of Pollok in the House of Commons he said that, like others who had tried high farming, Pollok was becoming tired of the system and was to re-let his property in large farms and he expressed concern about the fate of the dispossessed tenants and opined that the system was ‘highly dangerous to the population of the west of Ireland’.[footnoteRef:592] [592:  Hansard 3, HC, cxlii, 705 (27 May 1856).] 

Commenting on ‘The Galway Evictions’, the Tyrawly Herald expressed fears that widespread clearance would result in a decimation in business conducted in the local towns. 

The clearance system will deprive our country towns of their principal support and from being thickly populated districts, the place of considerable trade and the abodes of hard-working occupants that they now are, these towns will be reduced to an unimportant condition and deprived of the support by which they now almost exclusively exist.[footnoteRef:593] [593:  Tyrawly Herald, 8 May 1856.] 


	Samuel Clark in stratifying agrarian classes, notes that the majority of landlords in pre-Famine Ireland were tenants with large holdings who sub-let portions of their holdings.[footnoteRef:594] Labourers constituted over half the labour force but there were significant divisions between landless labourers, labourer-landholders and small independent land holders who were tenant farmers of small holdings.[footnoteRef:595] [594:  Clark, ‘The importance of agrarian classes’, p. 24.]  [595:  Ibid., p. 26.] 

People in the Glinsk Creggs area were accustomed to self-employment only, albeit bolstered in some cases by earnings from migratory labour. Another aspect of the debate of tenant v labourer related to family make-up. A woman married to a feckless or sick husband could survive with the help of family and children and perhaps keep home and hearth together during difficult years. Likewise, if she was widowed, a landlord could provide a few years leniency until a son came of age to take over the tenancy whereas a woman married to a labourer was left in a particularly difficult position in the event of his incapacity or death.
Essentially the question was one of self-determination. The tenant was to some degree responsible for his or her own fate albeit dependent on the vagaries of the Irish weather, livestock disease and family circumstances. To a culture unused to life as a labourer, which was considerably below tenant on the social ladder, the idea that a livelihood depended on the whim of an overseer, steward or some senior figure, was totally alien. 

Religious difficulties
There were many difficulties in the cultural nexus between Pollok and the people of the Glinsk Creggs area but few were more contentious than that of religion. Three such examples survive of the difficulties encountered; firstly the closing of holy wells in the Creggs area; secondly the requirement that labourers on Pollok’s estate work on Roman Catholic church holidays and thirdly; the introduction of a Presbyterian community into Creggs.
There is no mention in the schools folklore collected in the 1930s of the hundreds of tonnes of guano or other fertiliser spread by Pollok’s labourers in Creggs in the 1850s but there are acknowledgements of the good employment given by him and the wages paid, albeit juxtaposed with his reputation as an evicting landlord. There is mention of him closing holy wells and at least one well in the Creggs area appears to have been closed and access to it denied following Pollok’s purchases in the area. A pupil in Creggs NS noted, ‘Situated near Creggs, were two holy wells, Saint Briget’s and Saint Mary’s, which were closed by the landlord Allan Pollock’.[footnoteRef:596] A well called ‘Toberweelcrusha’ in the townland of Park appears on the map surveyed in 1838 but both it and the nearby village of Park, which contained 18 buildings, are not to be found on the map surveyed in 1891.[footnoteRef:597] [596:  Creggs NS., NFCS, lml. 15, l. 155.]  [597:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, GY020 surveyed 1838, GY020-09 surveyed 1891.] 

Another report recalled that a local priest stopped the holiday work in Pollok’s term of occupancy: ‘It was Rev. Father Kelly that stopped the holiday work in the Polloks days’.[footnoteRef:598] Both matters are recounted in folklore collected in the Creggs area in the 1930s, almost eighty years after the events themselves took place. Both of these demonstrate a cultural clash, with the wells retaining an importance in the local everyday life that does not appear to have been appreciated by Pollok. Wells were also indicators of ancient rights of way and thus by closing the wells, Pollok may have been effectively removing the opportunity for local people to traverse his land. [598:  Frankie Kilby, Creggs, Roscommon, told by William Keaveney, Creggs, Creggs NS, NFCS, 
      lml. 15, l. 140.] 

The introduction by Pollok of an expanded Presbyterian community into the region caused cultural upheaval in the Creggs area in the 1850s. Pollok did not visit the Creggs area on many occasions after his first difficult meeting with his agent Michael Kelly, but the sod for the Presbyterian Church in Creggs was turned by him in 1862.[footnoteRef:599] The location of the church is interesting in that it was positioned in the most prominent point in the village, on the junction of the Glenamaddy and Glinsk roads at the upper end of the village. Pollok contributed half the cost of the building and half the cost of the home for the resident minister. The congregation of Creggs was organised in 1863 and the meeting house opened that year with Mr Robert Kennedy as its first minister.[footnoteRef:600] [599:  ‘General items’, Building News and Architectural Review, Vol. 9, 1862, p. 15.]  [600:  ‘Creggs and Roscommon’, A History of congregations in the Presbyterian Church in Ireland, 
     1610-1982, (Belfast, 1982), p. 352.] 

	The existence of a Presbyterian Church in the village was important in order for Pollok to attract key skilled workers, such as ploughmen and stewards. It likely also represented a genuine wish on Pollok’s part to introduce the tenants on his estate to the moral advantages of the discipline and hard work ethic which were such a central part of the Presbyterian aspiration and an acknowledgement by him that he owed his faithful workers an opportunity to avail of Presbyterian worship convenient to their homes.
	Baptismal records from the Creggs Presbyterian congregation in the 1860s give the name, address and occupation of the father of each child. Of the thirty nine children baptised, eight were from outside the area and four were children of two local constables. Of the remainder, all fathers were working on the Pollok estate. The first child baptised in the church was Robert Kennedy Ferguson, son of carpenter James Ferguson of Fairfield, presumably named after the newly installed minister Robert whose son Thomas John was also baptised in Creggs. Other men to have their children baptised included blacksmith John Taylor of Fairfield, land stewards Ivy McIlbraith of Creggs and William Brunton of Milford, game-keeper Walter Palmer, ploughmen James Sharpe (who called his son George Low Sharpe, presumably a reference to agent George Lowe), William Wilson, George Johnson and Thomas Bailley, carpenter James Hunter of Fairfield and labourers James Sharpe, Robert McMurray and John Simpson.[footnoteRef:601] [601:  Creggs congregation, Baptism register 1863-74, marriage register 1866-1922; Roscommon 
     congregation, baptism register 1868-1961, Presbyterian Historical Society of Ireland, 26 
     College Green, Belfast.] 

	However, there was a major flaw in Pollok’s plan. Initially he planned to have the newly-created farms overseen by stewards but within three years of purchasing the estate, and before the evictions were carried out in Creggs, he had a change of mind and had decided to rent out the farms. Three farms were advertised for leasing in 1861.[footnoteRef:602] They were subsequently rented out and many of those who took up the farms were Church of Ireland as opposed to Presbyterian. Once they took up residence, they used the minimum labour necessary and many of the Presbyterian tradesmen and artisans that moved into the area immediately after the purchase, moved out in search of more lucrative work opportunities. Numbers in the congregation in Creggs dwindled rapidly after Pollok’s major farm-building project was completed and Presbyterian congregation records show just two families in the Creggs congregation in March 1891. [602:  Roscommon Messenger, 30 March 1861.] 


Name change
During Pollok’s early tenure in Creggs, an attempt was made to use the word Skehard, headquarters of his estate, as the name for the area, as opposed to Creggs. This was an attempt to rename the area around the headquarters of the estate, as pertained in Lismany, Ballinasloe. Lismany was the name of Pollok’s house a few miles south of Ballinasloe, and came to be known as the name of the estate. The English word Creggs is a translation of Na Creaga, which means ‘The Rocks’, so it may have been more appealing to the Improver in Pollok to switch the name of the area away from its association with rocks. However, it is more likely that he chose the largest house on the estate, Skehard House, as the centre of the Glinsk Creggs estate and preferred to have the two portions of his estate known as Lismany and Skehard.[footnoteRef:603] [603:  ‘Skehaghard’, ‘Creggs’, www.logainm.ie/18982.aspx, accessed 10 
     December 2013.] 

	According to The Journal of Agriculture, the Creggs estate was designated the Skehard estate, with the Glinsk property included under this name.[footnoteRef:604] The name change is significant as it indicates the power of Pollok at local level in creating a new identity for the region. With this name change the memory of the various sub-regions, townlands and townland divisions was to be deleted and with it the memory of the hundreds of inhabitants who were familiar with its history and topography. Not all of the name changes which resulted from Pollok’s arrival were foreseen by him. His attempt to re-name the Creggs area to Skehard failed, but his name did become synonymous with his evicted tenants as the tenants who relocated to both Athleague and Abbeyknockmoy became known as ‘The Polloks’.[footnoteRef:605] [604:  ‘Scottish enterprise in Ireland’, The Journal of Agriculture, (London, 1866), p. 13. ]  [605:  Stories collected by James Delaney, NFC, lml. 1574, ll. 247, 252-3; O’Regan and Lacey, p102.] 


Conclusion
There were many unforeseen hurdles for the Pollok family following their investment in the west of Ireland. They were pilloried in many publications, their actions became the subject of a bitter and divisive debate but much of the difficulties that arose stemmed from the failure of each side to comprehend the actions of the other. Although English was largely a common language between the two sides, there were hugely differing interpretations of all aspects of the project. The chasm between the two was best described by Scottish writer George Campbell later in the 1860s who noted that in his travels in Ireland, tenant farmers referred to ‘owning a farm’, ‘selling a farm’ and ‘having inherited a farm’ and underlined the differing systems of land tenure by stating that in Ireland, ‘the man whom we call a tenant is something for which we have not even a word’.[footnoteRef:606] [606:  George Campbell, The Irish land (London, 1869), pp. 5-8, 58, as quoted by Laird, Subversive 
     Law in Ireland, pp. 64-65.] 

Pollok’s failure to consider the cultural implications of his actions cost him dearly. Had he shown greater sensitivity to important cultural markers perhaps the opposition to his plans would have been lessened. His failure to visit the site in advance of the purchase of the Burke estate was undoubtedly a significant failure and led to much unforeseen expenditure as outlined previously. Resistance resulted in an almost three year delay in instituting his plans and any further concessions to tenants’ demands could have caused even greater delays. His resolute determination to see his plans put into action and his firm belief that to do so would ultimately benefit the tenants meant that in some instances he failed to take proper cognisance of the cultural nuances of 1850s Ireland. However, it was this same single-mindedness that allowed him to overcome all opposition encountered and ultimately put his ambitious plans into action.


6. Aftermath

Ascertaining the exact number of evictions that took place on the Pollok estate in the Glinsk Creggs area is made difficult by the lack of documentation in relation to cottiers; the lack of surviving documentation on the 1855 clearance; the communal nature of the tenancies; the lack of estate records to show who left the estate voluntarily and the fact that when the evictions did take place, many were allowed to remain in place, for a short time at least, as caretakers. The question as to how voluntary the surrender of a tenancy really was also arises. Desmond Norton, addressing the subject notes, ‘agreement to do something when one has a gun put to one’s head is hardly voluntary in any accepted sense’.[footnoteRef:607] The Pollok evictions are included in the various statistics for both East and West Riding of county Galway in the years involved but records giving a landlord-by-landlord breakdown of these figures for the crucial years of 1855 and 1856 do not appear to have survived. [607:  Norton, p. 16.] 

	The difficulty in ascertaining exact eviction numbers locally is mirrored by the difficulty many contemporaries and historians have experienced in ascertaining numbers of people evicted both during the Famine period and in the immediate post-Famine period in Ireland. Tim P. O’Neill notes that Thomas Meaghar told the Cowper Commission in 1886 that 900,000 families had been evicted during the previous fifty years; Michael Davitt said in 1904 that 190,000 families or 950,000 people were dispossessed.[footnoteRef:608] Later, W.E. Vaughan estimated that 70,000 families were evicted in the period 1846-1854 and J.S. Donnelly estimates half a million people, while Mary E. Daly estimates that 19,283 families were evicted in the period 1846 – 1848.[footnoteRef:609] [608:  Tim P. O’Neill, ‘Famine Evictions’, p. 29.]  [609:  Ibid., p. 30. ] 

Figures became more reliable after police began recording eviction numbers in 1849. Their figures show the eviction of 47,511 families in the period 1849-1854.[footnoteRef:610] O’Neill concludes that 579,036 people were evicted between 1846 and 1854.[footnoteRef:611] The Pollok evictions fall outside that timeframe but the difficulty in establishing numbers is illustrated by the widely differing conclusions of eminent historians such as Vaughan, Donnelly and Solow. Solow, who calculated that 3 per cent of tenants were evicted in the period 1855 to 1880, was dismissive of the level of evictions in nineteenth century Ireland but was particularly dismissive of caretaker evictions.[footnoteRef:612] [610:  Ibid.]  [611:  Ibid., p. 48.]  [612:  Solow, The land question and the Irish economy 1870 – 1903, p. 57.] 

	The best statistics that do survive are to be found in the cancelled valuation books for the parishes of Ballynakill and Kilbegnet and also the recollections of John Kelly (who appears to be a relative or brother of Michael Kelly), in a memorandum for the briefs in the case of the Queen v Parnell written in 1880. That provides a townland-by-townland breakdown of eviction numbers which does not tally exactly with the cancelled valuation books but which appears to be broadly in line with the valuation book figures. Once again, the complete lack of evidence from the smaller sub-tenants is a huge lacuna in the story but the realities and everyday hardships of landless people in county Galway in the mid-1850s ensured that putting pen to paper to leave a lasting testament of what happened was not high on their list of priorities. It is possible that neither list takes into account the numerous cottiers with no legal right to the land. Many of these were undoubtedly evicted as Pollok put his plan for improved farming into operation.
	Fortunately for the historian the valuation books for Ballynakill and Kilbegnet were drawn up in advance of the evictions. The original books show the tenants in place following the estate sale although by the time the books were written Pollok may have bought out some tenants, while later valuation books detail the condition of the estate after large tracts of it had been cleared in the mid-1850s. The earliest version of the valuation books post-date Pollok’s purchase and also show him in possession of many small vacant tenancies. Vacant tenancies may have been a fact of life in Ireland in the period immediately after the Famine, but given the land hunger being experienced, this is questionable. The fact that Pollok had purchased when the first books were drawn up suggest that the books were drawn up in mid- to late-1854: they pre-date the success enjoyed by Andrew Kelly of Boggauns in his court case, which took place in March 1856. Individuals leaving the estate of their own accord may be represented in the books by a single strike through the name, while the larger clearances of entire townlands are represented by a large X through the page, although the exact matching of this is difficult to prove. The cancelled books show a pattern of Pollok clearing townlands in the areas of better quality land, to make way for large farms while some townlands on the fringe of the estate containing poorer quality land were left untouched as the land had little value in terms of Pollok’s plans.
[image: Kelly v Valuation]
Fig. 3 Eviction numbers as per John Kelly and the cancelled valuation books

Questions to be asked include how many families were evicted? Where did they go? Why were certain lands left untouched? Were the evicted people herded into the poorer townlands or did the population on those townlands reflect the existing families staying in occupancy? Did those who took the money and left the estate of their own volition fare out better than those who remained in situ to the bitter end? The fate of some of the leading figures also deserves to be examined, including agent Michael Kelly, parish priest of Creggs Fr Mulrenin, Andrew Kelly of Boggauns and local magistrate Denis Kelly. Pollok, in his defence in the House of Commons, pointed to an increase of 25 per cent in the population on the West estate: was such an increase mirrored on the Glinsk Creggs?
	The difference between the fate of the tenants on the Burke estate and those on the Dowell estate also needs clarification. For example, given the publicity that surrounded events on the Burke estate, was Pollok more circumspect when it came to eviction plans, or was it simply that different soil quality on portions of that estate meant that parts of that estate were unsuited to his plans?
	The evictions carried out by Allan and Margaret Pollok did not just affect those who were evicted. It also jolted the psyche of tenants on adjoining estates and those who were left in situ on the estate. Gerard Moran notes, ‘threatened evictions awoke all sections of society from their slumber and inertia towards the land question’.[footnoteRef:613] This is underlined by a report in the Tuam Herald of December 1858 which reported on rejoicing in Sonnagh on the estate of Edmond Kelly of Ballymurray when tenants learned that their former landlord had re-purchased the lands of Sonnagh in the Encumbered Estates Court and Allan Pollok was not to be their new landlord.  [613:  Gerard Moran, ‘William Scully and Ballycohey: A fresh look’, Tipperary Historical Journal, 
     (1992), p. 67.] 


For some period back the tenants on this lot had very naturally felt no small share of distressing uneasiness, fancying, in fact making sure – that they would soon have not for their landlord but for their master, this wholesale exterminator. But, thanks to the owner, who, is to save those now fortunate tenants, has got it bought in for himself and has shown that he would not willingly sacrifice the happiness and comforts of his tenantry for British gold.[footnoteRef:614] [614:  Tuam Herald, 11 December 1858, as quoted in Melvin, Estates and Landed Society in 
     Galway, p. 227.] 


The ‘truth-telling observer’ noted that bonfires had been lit in the townland to mark the rejoicing and similar fires were lit in response on adjacent tenanted properties. A party ensued where attendees ‘could not complain of want of either music or malt’. The author concluded that the scene,

proves beyond any question of doubt that, notwithstanding all that has been said in favour of Mr. Pollok as being an extensive employer, and all the lengthy articles that have appeared about his harvest dinners, &c, that he is indeed far from being popular amongst those who have a just knowledge of his dealings.[footnoteRef:615] [615:  Tuam Herald, 11 December 1858.] 


Thus the effect of the Pollok evictions was not confined to those who experienced eviction, rather it was a stark reminder to tenants throughout counties Galway and Roscommon that without security of tenure eviction was the fate that could befall them.

Numbers evicted and ‘turned out’
Statements on the number of people evicted or ‘turned out’ by Pollok vary widely. Pollok claimed in 1855 that he had evicted no one from the Glinsk Creggs estate and two from the Ballinasloe portion of his estate. In 1902 leading United Irish League figure John Fitzgibbon described Pollok as the ‘arch evictor’ and stated that he had ‘turned out’ 1,000 families.[footnoteRef:616] Arguments can be made in favour of both statements. [616:  Hugh Sutherland, Ireland Yesterday and Today (Philadelphia, 1909), p. 59.] 

The evidence provided by John Kelly in 1880, twenty five years after the evictions, indicates that a total of 481 families were evicted from what was previously the Burke estate, by Pollok and a further 30 from the Dowell estate and this seems broadly in line with the tale that emerges from the valuation books.
	One of the most striking aspects of the Glinsk Creggs demography after the arrival of Pollok was the sharp decline in population, particularly in Glinsk. Census figures show that between 1851 and 1881, the population on the former Burke portion of the Glinsk estate dropped by 83 per cent, while on the non-Pollok portion of Glinsk, it dropped by 5 per cent. In relation to Creggs, the population on the former Burke portion of the estate now owned by Pollok dropped by 64 per cent in the thirty year period after 1851, the population on the former Dowell estate dropped by 21 per cent and on the non-Pollok area of Creggs it dropped by 25 per cent. This is despite the fact that Pollok left 250 tenants in occupancy in the Mount Mary area of the former Burke and Dowell estates, some of whom had moved from other areas.
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Fig. 4  Population decline on the Glinsk division of the former Burke estate
	
[image: pop glinsk non pollok]
Fig. 5  Population decline in the Glinsk area not owned by the Pollok family

The decline in house numbers was also significant, dropping by 83 per cent on the Glinsk Burke estate, 63 per cent on the Creggs Burke estate, 33 per cent on the Dowell estate compared with drops of 22 per cent in the Creggs non-Pollok townlands and 10 per cent on the Glinsk non-Pollok townlands. It is also worth noting that this huge drop in population came after the Famine, giving a total population loss on the Glinsk Burke estate between 1841 and 1881 of 88 per cent, 77 per cent on the Creggs Burke estate, compared to a national average of 41 per cent.
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Fig. 6  Population decline on the Creggs division of the former Burke estate
[image: pop creggs non pollok]
Fig. 7 Population decline in the Creggs area not owned by the Pollok family

[image: Dowell Estate Population decline]
Fig. 8 Population decline on the former Dowell estate

	Population levels must be considered against the fact that Pollok’s plans required the introduction of many new families, many of whom settled in townlands such as Creggs, Milford and Fairfield, including many Presbyterian families who worked on the Pollok estate.
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Fig. 9 Population decline in the Glinsk Creggs area

John Kelly that a total of 534 families were evicted and an examination of the cancelled valuation books reveals a total of 482 families evicted (including cottiers), giving an average between the two of approximately 500 families. Kelly recounts that 277 families or 1370 individuals (an average of 4.95 persons per family) were evicted on the Creggs portion of the estate, while the valuation books reveal 232, while on the Glinsk portion, Kelly reports 227 evictions or 1153 people (an average of 5.08), while the cancelled valuation books show 218.
	On the Dowell portion of the estate Kelly states that Pollok cleared about 30 families from that estate. An examination of the cancelled valuation books shows 32 families evicted from that portion of the estate, with the townlands of Gorteenfada and Cuilnacappy being totally cleared. One family from Cuilnacappy, the Hurleys, were evicted from Cuilnacappy but settled in Boggauns, also on the estate, so perhaps they were not counted in Kelly’s total and there may be a second similar case.[footnoteRef:617] Using the average of 5.2 persons per family (which pertained on the Burke portion of the estate), this gives a further 31 families or 161 persons.   [617:  See Appendix 5: Interview with Michael Hurley, Corgarve, Glinsk, Co. Galway, 15 January 
     2011.] 

	On the estate of James Christopher Kenny no evictions appear to have taken place although at least one tenant left voluntarily and the holdings of neighbours were increased.
None of the statistics are entirely accurate but broadly speaking it would appear that approximately 530 families or 2,650 people were evicted by Pollok in the Glinsk Creggs area. John Kelly puts the figure at 2,523.
Given that John Kelly states that he was evicted and provides detailed figures, which are broadly backed up by the valuation books, a case could be made for taking his figures as accurate, given that he was an eye-witness to events and may be aware of nuanced elements of particular tenancies which are not evident from the cancelled valuation books, such as joint tenancies and people holding land in more than one townland.
	It is worth noting in relation to the memorandum written by John Kelly that the memorandum seen in the National Library of Ireland is a copy which had been transcribed and a number of important entries were transcribed incorrectly. For example, the address appears to be transcribed as Athlapul yet a detailed perusal of townlands in Connacht found nothing that remotely resembles the above, while a second study of the actual transcription shows that it could easily have been a mis-transcription of Athleague. Leanareavagh was incorrectly transcribed as Teampararevagh, while Treanpark was written as Neempark. The memorandum stated that the witness ‘had been receiver over the property in chancery before Mr Pollock bought it and Mr Pollock was most anxious to continue him as his agent’. Thus John Kelly may have been a relation of agent Michael Kelly and therefore he may have described himself as the receiver. It could also be that the name was mistranscribed and the memorandum was written by Michael Kelly as he continued to live in the area until the late 1880s.[footnoteRef:618] [618:  Nation, 12 August 1865.] 

Part of the discrepancy in relation to the figures from John Kelly and the valuation books may reflect the fact that the valuation books were written at a time when Pollok had already bought out some tenants. In the townland of Park, for example, when the valuation books were written Pollok had either all or part of four tenancies in his possession, possibly after the tenants involved sold out to him. The valuation books for the Burke portion of the estate show 46 such tenancies. Those who sold out to Pollok voluntarily, while initially threatened with eviction, were not actually evicted because Pollok got possession of the holdings. 
	Kelly in his memorandum to the Parnell Commission stated, 

There were in all 504 families, or about 2,523 persons evicted from the property at once. Witness was evicted with the rest, though he was offered £300 to give up possession of his holding. He refused lest it should be said he betrayed the interest of the tenants, and he was turned out of his holding the next day. None of the evicted tenants received or were offered a single penny from Mr Pollock as compensation for disturbance or for improvements.[footnoteRef:619] [619:  Queen v Parnell, Briefs I, 1880, ILB 343, p. 318.] 


The arrival of an ‘Improver’ often resulted in a significant drop in population. Mary Delaney notes that during the years when William Steuart Trench and his son Thomas were land agents on the Digby Estate, the population of Geashill declined by 40.3 per cent, ‘suggesting that the age of improvement at Geashill came at a cost to the lower classes’.[footnoteRef:620] Delaney concludes that Trench’s reduction in tenant numbers contributed to the rise of Ribbonism in the area and also led to a plot to kill Trench and his son, mirroring the threats made against Pollok and his agents, Snodgrass, Algie and Lowe.[footnoteRef:621] A significant difference is that the population drop on the Glinsk portion of Pollok’s estate was twice that experienced in Geashill. [620:  Mary Delaney, p. 51.]  [621:  Ibid., pp. 51-52.] 

	In examining the number of people evicted by Pollok, it is also worth examining the number of families displaced by his plans, which would be considerably greater. Approximately 530 families were evicted by Pollok in the Glinsk Creggs area. A further 220 families were left in situ, although they may have been technically evicted and reinstated, but this is unclear. However, Pollok’s actions certainly caused years of uncertainty and upheaval for 900 families in the Glinsk Creggs area. A further 250 families were affected on the West Estate near Ballinasloe and other families were displaced following Pollok’s purchase of other smaller estates in the Ballinasloe area. Thus, John Lynch’s statement that Pollok ‘expelled’ 5,000 persons from his estate may represent all of those affected by his purchases and subsequent plans.[footnoteRef:622] This is echoed in a report in the Roscommon Messenger in advance of Parnell’s visit to Creggs, which speaks of him driving out 1,200 families or 6,000 people. One reference in the schools folklore refers to Pollok evicting between 1,100 and 1,300 families, while another states that the evicted 700 families.[footnoteRef:623] The figure of 1,200 families may be over-representing the situation in the parish of Creggs, which is what is referred to by the Roscommon Messenger, but may in fact be a truer representation of the estate-wide displacement of people.[footnoteRef:624] [622:  John Lynch, ‘The land laws of Ireland’, (Ballarat, 1882), p. 199, 
     http://www.jstor.org/stable/60244868, accessed 4 May 2014.]  [623:  Angie Kilby, Creggs, Roscommon, told by William Keaveney, Creggs, Roscommon, Creggs 
     NS, NFCS, lml. 15, l. 70; Janie McNeill, Cloonadra, Ballymoe, Drimatemple Girls NS, Co. 
     Roscommon, NFCS, lml. 260-1, l. 291.]  [624:  Roscommon Messenger, 26 September 1891.] 


Where did they go?
Over one thousand families were directly affected by the Pollok evictions, but many hundreds more watched on while eviction was the fate that befell their parents, siblings, in-laws or cousins. It was akin to an entire community being made redundant although not all were immediately made homeless. Most of those affected now had the opportunity to rent their former homes from Pollok, sometimes for a long period, but in other cases just until the improvements planned for a particular townland took place. 
	Of the 900 tenants on the Burke, Dowell and Kenny portions of the estate, it would appear that approximately 530 were evicted, 150 sold out and moved and approximately 220 were left in situ.
The seventy one families evicted in the summer of 1855 had no opportunity to remain and all left the local community. For those allowed to remain for a time on the estate, their skill set left them wholly unsuited to the jobs now on offer, many of which were specialised and required experience, jobs such as ploughmen, smiths and masons. Allied to this was the fact that their source of income was now removed and thus many were unable to pay the rent for their homes long term. The help of extended family aided many families through this difficult period and perhaps remittances from the existing flow of emigration and migration also helped. Evicted tenants had a number of options: work as a labourer, emigration, migration within Ireland and for those less fortunate, begging or entering the workhouse were the options of last resort. 
	Under Secretary Larcom, in reply to Chief Secretary Horsman in the Irish Office in London in May 1856, reported on the fate of seventy one families evicted in the previous year. ‘Some have emigrated to America. Some are living in Roscommon, others remain on the estate, not in the houses they previously occupied. They have no land, and maintain themselves by labour. One widow and family, evicted in June last, are begging.’[footnoteRef:625] [625:  Letter from T.A. Larcom to E. Horsman, Irish Office, 27 May 1856 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, CSORP, 15416/1856).] 

	Thus the severity of the evictions in Glinsk in June 1855 was greater than those later experienced in the Creggs area.

Work as a labourer
Once Pollok got the estate into his possession, a huge programme of work got underway, building walls and piers, draining land, laying down guano, building farm steadings, erecting a village complete with village centre Presbyterian Church in Creggs. The programme of work required a huge amount of labour, some of it unskilled. Agent John Algie pointed to the huge expenditure on labour on the Glinsk Creggs estate. In the period from 1856 to 1863, £81,943 was spent on manual labour on the estate on the Ballinasloe and Glinsk Creggs portions of the estate. He also stated, ‘Employment was freely given to every man, woman and child who sought it, no matter whether living on Mr Pollok’s estate or not.’ He noted that boys and girls were able to earn from 2s 6d to 5s per week.[footnoteRef:626] However, the danger with work as a labourer was that it could be short-lived and so it was to prove. Speaking in the House of Commons G.H. Moore correctly foresaw the problems that would accrue once the ambitious programme of work was completed and the labourers found themselves redundant once again. [626:  The Times, 18 June 1863.] 

	Larcom in his letter to Horsman in the Irish Office in London reported on the wages available and did not attribute any altruistic motives to Pollok: ‘Previously to Mr Pollock’s purchase 8d to 10d. Now, 1s with diet. Cause of increase, scarcity of labourers from emigration.’[footnoteRef:627] The Roscommon Journal reported on the visit of Allan and Margaret Pollok to their property and said that they were constant in their inspection of the improvements underway,  [627:  Letter from Col. Larcom to E. Horsman, Irish Office, 27 May 1856 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, CSORP, 15416/1856).] 


In fact the Glynsk, Fairfield, Milford, Skahard and other portions of their property have been converted from a wilderness into a tract of profitable land, where the labourer gets employment and remunerative hire, and upon which thousands have been expended, where so many shillings would not find their way into the hands of the unfortunate peasantry if these properties were left in the hands of the former communal owners.[footnoteRef:628] [628:  Roscommon Journal, as reported in Tuam Herald, 15 May 1857.] 


A pupil at Toberroe N.S., contributing to the Schools Folklore Collection in the 1930s reported positively on the wages paid by Pollok. 

He employed many men to do his work and gave them very good wages too. Two men who with their horses toiled from morning to night and got only two shillings each per day got four each per day from Pollock. He also employed men to go to meet sheep and cattle which he shipped from Scotland. Sometimes they had to walk the stock from Dublin to Glinsk. Those cattle were housed all the time and stall fed in preparation for shows in England, Scotland and Ireland where they won many prizes for both cattle and horses. My grandfather always looked after the stall feds, and visited the shows with them.[footnoteRef:629] [629:  Toberroe NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, ll. 222-3.] 


Not all of the former tenants were adversely affected by the arrival of Pollok. For those able-bodied men who became labourers on the Pollok estate, his arrival was akin to a salvation. Instead of relying on the vagaries of Irish weather and with the prospect of crop failure still to the forefront in local minds, the men who found long-term work on the estate enjoyed a security which was completely unforeseen in the early 1850s. For those who held small tenancies life as a well-paid labourer was extremely welcome.
	The agent from whom Pollok purchased the land, Thomas Miller of D’Olier Street in Dublin, addressing members of the Royal Dublin Society in 1858, told guests that a Larry Tierny had risen spontaneously at one of Mr Pollok’s Harvest Homes and said, 

By bad advice he had opposed Mr Pollok in getting possession, but if he had known his character he would not have done so. If he had given up quietly, he knew he would have received £10 more than he did. He was better off now in Mr Pollok’s employment than ever he was before. He was now able to take a bread and tea breakfast, which he could seldom or ever do when he had the land.[footnoteRef:630] [630:  ‘Statistics of Irish Prosperity’, Dublin University Magazine, Vol. 52, Dec. 1858, p. 717.] 


Emigration
John Kelly reported that many of the evicted tenants emigrated. Larcom mentioned that people had gone to America and this is also backed up in the folklore. ‘The great bulk of the evicted tenants emigrated’, reported Mr Kelly to the Parnell Commission.[footnoteRef:631] The Freeman’s Journal correspondent noted in 1888 ‘in America and Australia there is hardly a town where the name of Pollok will not bring a frown to the face of many a father or brother of a victim.’[footnoteRef:632] [631:  Memorandum of John Kelly, Queen v Parnell, Briefs I, 1880, ILB 343.]  [632:  Roscommon Messenger, 9 June 1888.] 

An unnamed author of the folklore collected in Sonnagh N.S., midway between Glinsk and Creggs, reported, 

In the village of Corgarve there were many houses long ago and also in the village of Gortmorris. A ruthless landlord named Pollock got possession and immediately afterwards evicted those tenants who had to go to the bogs and mountains and the greater number to the emigrant ship.[footnoteRef:633] [633:  Sonnagh NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, l. 7.] 


Folklore collected at Kilcroan N.S., Ballymoe, reiterated the mantra, ‘He evicted tenants who had a few good acres of land and sent them into the bog and many of those took the Emigrant Ship.’[footnoteRef:634] This mantra recorded in the folklore of people being sent to the bogs and the emigrant ships may reflect the decades of nationalist historiography which preceded the collection of the folklore and thus greater evidence is needed to bolster this. It is difficult to prove the veracity of otherwise of the statements in relation to the emigration of large numbers of people from the estate as the records at points of entry in the US at this juncture in the mid-1850s, prior to the opening of Ellis Island, are poor. Rather than containing details of where the passengers originated, the ship manifests simply record lists of passengers’ names. [634:  Kilcroan NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, l. 385.] 

	Rita Kelly reported to M. J. Kelly, a pupil in Creggs NS in the 1930s, ‘Most of those who were evicted emigrated to America but a small number settled down in adjoining districts, and many descendants of the evicted tenants have since returned and settled down on the land of their forefathers.[footnoteRef:635] Máire Nic Gabhann of Kilbegnet N.S., Creggs, reported that houses had been numerous in the townland of Fairfield long ago, ‘and people were ran out of their homes long ago and they went to America’.[footnoteRef:636] Janie McNeill of Drimatemple Girls N.S., Ballymoe, reported to the Folklore Commission, ‘Mr Pollack cleared seven hundred families out of fourteen square miles of land. A great number emigrated to America, Australia and England.’ [635:  Folklore told by Rita Kelly to M.J. Kelly, Creggs NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 15, ll. 66-7.]  [636:  Maire nic Gabhann, Kilbegnet NS, Co. Roscommon, NFCS, lml. 261-2, l. 31.] 

	The fact that so few of the evicted families can be traced in Ireland is an indication that migration or labouring were not the options chosen by many. Where did those who emigrated go? It would appear that America was the choice of many, especially those determined to continue as farmers. Their numbers were probably boosted by the fact that from the time Pollok bought the estate until the evictions took place no rent was paid and this could fund emigration.
Evictions on the Mathers estate at Falty, Moore, near Ballinasloe revealed that the evicted tenants who emigrated went to America and Australia. In that instance, of the fourteen tenants evicted in that townland, seven remained in Ireland, including one who lived in the bog, two died in the workhouse and a third also died, three went to Australia and one to America.[footnoteRef:637] Australia is also mentioned in folklore collected in the 1930s in Drimatemple, Ballymoe, in relation to the Pollok evictions. Three witnesses in a memo to the Parnell Commission noted that Pollok turned out 250 tenants on the West and Eyre property. ‘The young and strong left the country, the poor sunk into poverty and the town of Ballinasloe was ruined,’ they reported.[footnoteRef:638] [637:  Queen v Parnell, Briefs 1, 1880, ILB 343, pp. 247-8.]  [638:  Queen v Parnell, Report of Proceedings, 1880, Vol. 7, ILB 343, p. 2.] 

Thomas Burns was one of the tenants evicted from lands in Glinsk and Ballincurry, probably in the clearance which took place in the summer of 1855. A number of his children had left Glinsk for the United States in 1850, along with his sister Esther Keegan (previously Neary, nee Burns). From 1850 to about 1855, those who had emigrated lived in Monmouth, New Jersey, which was home to at least 12 families from the Glinsk Creggs area and probably many more. Thomas Burns’s son John married Ann Croghan. A group including Esther Keegan, Thomas’s son John, John’s wife and their family moved from Monmouth County, New Jersey to Rush County, Indiana, in 1855 and purchased a farm. Thomas and his wife and at least four of his younger children left Glinsk after the evictions and joined Esther Keegan and John and Ann Burns in 1856. Thomas and his wife Mary died in Rush County, Indiana, before 1870.[footnoteRef:639] [639:  See appendix 2: Email from Pam Neary dated, 29 August 2013.] 

Enda Delaney, advocating a transnational approach to the history of late modern Ireland notes that Irish migrants ‘have been doubly marginalised: first by the society they left, and then by subsequent historians in Ireland’.[footnoteRef:640] Tenants evicted from Glinsk by Pollok in 1855 were part of a transnational story. Changing international diplomatic relations between France and England had created the commercial vacuum into which the firm of Pollok, Gilmour & Co. stepped, which in turn created the money used to make the land purchases in Ireland, the ensuing clearance pushed many tenants on a transatlantic journey, which first saw them settling near their city of disembarkation, before gathering the resources to move west and become farmers once again. [640:  Enda Delaney, ‘Directions in historiography: Our island story? Towards a transnational history 
     of late modern Ireland’, Irish Historical Studies (2011), p. 600.] 


Migration
Migration within Ireland and particularly within counties Galway and Roscommon was probably the favoured option for many tenants but the increasing predilection for grazing and the decreasing number of tenancies nationally resulted in huge competition for tenancies where they became available. The fact that such a huge number of tenants became redundant at the same time must have resulted in tremendous competition for tenancies in the decade after the evictions. Yet there is evidence of tenants from the Pollok estate moving to nearby areas such as Athleague, Ballymoe, Oran, Newbridge and further afield to Brierfield, Abbeyknockmoy and to the Dillon and de Freyne estates in county Roscommon. In some cases it would appear that groups of Pollok tenants, usually neighbours in a particular townland, got together and put in a bid on a large tenancy that became vacant.
	Octogenarian Michael Healy, a farmer from Clooneen, Athleague, county Roscommon, had, as an eleven-year-old, walked the three Irish miles to hear Parnell speak in Creggs in 1891. Speaking to folklore collector James Delaney in 1960, he reported, 

Just before my time a lot of Pollocks went to America. I never knew any of the Pollocks to come back. A lot of them settled around our place and then went to America … I knew a great deal of the Pollocks that settled there around Athleague. The land was there around Athleague for anyone to take, only pay the rates. They didn’t take much land, only three or four acres apiece, what they could till for themselves. Some of them have big farms now. But in them times no one wanted much land because there was no price for stock.[footnoteRef:641] [641:  Folklore collected by James, Delaney, Folklore Collector in 1960 from Michael Healy, aged 81, 
     of Clooneen, Athleague, NFC, lml. 1574, ll. 247, 252-3.] 


In an interview, Tom Egan of Ballyglass, Ballymoe recalled that thirteen families moved to Ballymoe after the Pollok evictions, settling on a no-man’s-land in the centre of the village. Among those families was the family of James Daly, who was later to be a leading figure in the mutiny by the Connaught Rangers and who was executed in Dagshai Prison in India in November 1920.[footnoteRef:642] Kathleen Hurley in the 1930s recalled the eviction of her grandfather by Pollok and the fact that the family were forced to move to poor quality lands at Ballyhiague, Ballymoe.[footnoteRef:643] [642:  See Appendix 3: Interview with Tom Egan, Ballyglass, Ballymoe, Co. Galway, 27 July 2010.]  [643:  NFC l. 485 ll. 213-9; NFC l. 463, ll. 152-4 as quoted by L. Perry Curtis, ‘Demonising the Irish 
     Landlords Since the Famine’, in Brian Casey (Ed.), Defying the Law of the Land: Agrarian 
     Radicals in Irish History, p .39.] 

	A similar event happened in the townland of Brierfield, Abbeyknockmoy, when a group of five tenants from Moate, headed by Martin Crowe, rented over forty seven acres of land from Martin J. Blake of Ballyglunin. Blake was M.P. from Galway town from 1832 to 1857. The discussions took place in early 1857 in Mount Tully with M.J. Blake’s agent Dominick Donelan, with the five tenants seeking to take one hundred acres between them on a lease for three lives or thirty one years. Tradition in the area reports that the families first lived in camps south of Scarry’s Cross in Abbeyknockmoy. The area later came to be called Baile na bPailicí.[footnoteRef:644] [644:  O’Regan and Lacey, p102; Letter from Domnick Donelan to M.J. Blake, 10 
     February 1857 (National Library of Ireland, Blake of Ballyglunin Papers, M6936); Padraig 
     Lane, ‘The General Impact’, pp. 44-74.] 

	A group of three tenants from the townland of Gorteenfada on the Creggs portion of the estate moved to Cloonkeen, Newbridge, in the parish of Killyan. The three, Owen Brandon, Patrick Carroll and John Muldoon, joined with another two men and took a total of just over fifty six acres. The three Creggs farmers became the major holders in what was the Davies portion of the townland, on what was previously untenanted land.[footnoteRef:645] In their new townland, Owen Brandon, who had left a tenancy of seven acres, took up a tenancy of just over twelve acres. Patrick Carroll, who had approximately thirteen acres in Gorteenfada, held approximately the same amount of land in Cloonkeen. A former neighbour of theirs, Patrick Conneran, moved to Kilcolumb in Glinsk, to the property of Mr Cheevers, a fact reported in the margin of the valuation book. He held two houses and over forty acres in Gorteenfada and twelve acres in his new holding, but may also have held land elsewhere. [645:  Cancelled Valuation Books, County Galway, Barony of Killian, Parish of Killian, Cloonkeen 
     ED.] 

	John Mee, according to family lore, left Glinsk having been evicted by Pollok, carrying his son John Francis on his back. The family moved to Oran and later settled in Athleague. The story of being evicted from Glinsk was passed down through the generations for over 150 years.[footnoteRef:646]  [646:  See Appendix 1:Letter from Frank Mee to Pauline Scott re eviction of John Mee, 12 August 
     2013.] 


[image: ]
Thomas Francis (Tom) Mee, b. circa 1848 Ballincurry, Glinsk, who recounted that his earliest memory was being carried on his father Johnny Mee’s back from the evictions in Glinsk.[footnoteRef:647] [647:  Ibid.] 



Tenant leader John Fitzgibbon from Castlerea made reference to tenants evicted by Pollok making their way to the Dillon and de Freyne estates in County Roscommon.[footnoteRef:648] [648:  Sutherland, p. 69.] 
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Map 6. Locations where Pollok tenants settled post eviction

	One of many problems in terms of the folklore collected in the schools was that it focused on local history and so the displaced people may not have felt that they had much to contribute to the local history of their new community and so the accounts of those who moved following eviction, to places like Abbeyknockmoy, Athleague and elsewhere, remained unrecorded.

Begging
Begging was the option of last resort for those evicted and at least two accounts remain of begging, both in relation to households headed by females. Larcom reported one widow and her family evicted in June 1855 were begging by May 1856.[footnoteRef:649] With no domestic employment available because there was no ‘big house’ on the estate and no option for women to join in the year-round labouring employment, the only options open to female-headed households that were evicted were emigration, labouring at harvest-time, becoming a peddler of small trinkets or begging. Janie McNeill of Cloonadra, Ballymoe, in her report to the Irish Folklore Commission, handing down an account of the Pollok evictions provided through her aunt by her grandfather, who was born in 1853, stated,  [649:  Letter from T.A. Larcom to E. Horsman, Irish Office, 27 May 1856 (National Archives of 
     Ireland, CSORP, 15416/1856).] 


Some of these evicted people had to go from place to place to get food. People never refused them for lodging because they often said that perhaps God Himself would come disguised as a poor person. Most of them sold little articles such as boot laces, tea boxes, egg cups and saltcellars. The people bought these things for a few pence.[footnoteRef:650] [650:  Janie McNeill, Drimatemple NS, Co. Roscommon, NFCS, lml. 260-61, ll. 290-1.] 


Her story reflects a link between travelling people and evicted households and an attitude that these travelling pedlars deserve respect as it was a fate that could have befallen any family in the local area as the circumstances of eviction were beyond their control.

To move or stay?
Tenants in the Glinsk Creggs area were presented with a major conundrum during the early 1850s. All 900 local families were initially faced with eviction. A strong campaign was mounted, which enjoyed some success and which may have stayed Pollok’s hand for a time. Pollok was offering financial inducements, but given the myriad of small tenancies, this would not have secured a tenant’s future, especially with the post-Famine penchant for consolidation. Thus the decision was whether to take the money and leave the area or remain to the bitter end in the hope that a beneficial deal of some sort would be struck. As the years went by, Pollok’s plans changed and many of the envisaged clearances did not occur, especially on poor quality land. For tenants outside these areas, a move to another part of the region in county Roscommon or Galway could have been possible, but family circumstances, illness or other factors would have ensured that this option would not have been favoured by all.

Tenants left in situ
During the debates in parliament, Pollok was accused of possessing a ‘mania’ for eviction, yet it would appear that this ‘mania’ waned considerably as the years went by.[footnoteRef:651] In relation to the Glinsk estate formerly owned by Burke, all of that estate (bar the townland of Kilmacrickard, which was at a short remove from the rest of the Glinsk division) was cleared, bar the houses necessary for the labourers Pollok deemed essential. In terms of the Creggs portion of the Burke estate, only one townland was left untouched, Camderry. [651:  Sligo Independent, 7 May 1856, The Times, 8 May 1856.] 

	Pollok’s next purchase in the area was the Dowell estate but his appetite for evictions was dampened by this stage. There are two possible reasons for this. The first, and most likely, is that Pollok, as a progressive agriculturalist, realised that much of the land in the area of Mount Mary was unsuited to his plans and thus he left the myriad of tenants on these townlands in occupancy. The second is that Pollok had not foreseen the huge public outcry which would result from his plans for the Glinsk Creggs estate and he shied away from a repeat performance in relation to the Dowell estate. It is also worth noting that much of the Dowell property was untenanted land adjoining his estate, so buying the land and putting up with the heavily populated townlands on the fringe of the estate may have been the most practical way to advance his agricultural project. In all, about 220 tenants were left in place, mainly in the area of Mount Mary, with others in the townlands of Gortnadieve and Knockmaskehill. No evictions were recorded on the townlands of the estates he purchased from James C. Kenny (1855), but as mentioned previously there were evictions on these lands prior to Pollok taking possession. The land he purchases in the 1860s in Gortmorris and Ballinakill was untenanted.
	Tenants left in situ on the estate faced great difficulty getting sufficient money together to pay the rent. In 1888 the Freeman’s Journal reported that it was seasonal work in Cambridgeshire and remittances from relatives in America that provided the money to pay the rent for families on the Pollok estate in the Glinsk Creggs area.[footnoteRef:652] [652:  Report from Freeman’s Journal reprinted in Roscommon Messenger, 9 June 1888.] 


Were the evicted people moved to poorer quality lands?

In a single sentence, the condition is this – where there is plenty of good land, there are no people; where there is no land but bog and rocky mountain side, there the people are huddled in poverty and destitution.[footnoteRef:653] [653:  William O’Brien M.P., speaking to Hugh Sutherland in 1902, Sutherland, p. 30.] 


The folklore in terms of evictions often makes reference to the evicted people being sent to live on the bogs and it is worth studying what happened in the wake of the Pollok evictions in Glinsk and Creggs to ascertain if evicted people ended up living on what is essentially boggy or marginal land, if these were people left in situ or if they were moved there by the landlord. The Freeman’s Journal correspondent noted in 1888, ‘The few who escaped the general process of extermination were moved from the holdings they had reclaimed to bleak and worthless patches’.[footnoteRef:654] [654:  Roscommon Messenger, 9 June 1888.] 

	After the Ballinlass evictions, half of the tenants on the estate lived in three townlands.[footnoteRef:655] Within these townlands joint tenancies continued with the villages referred to by the name of the head tenant e.g. Ward’s Village, which had fourteen joint tenancies.[footnoteRef:656] [655:  Crehan, p. 45.]  [656:  Ibid., p. 47.] 

	On the Armstrong estate in Glinsk, which was comprised of the townlands of Clooncagh, Clooncunny, Cloonfaughna and Derreen, adjoining Pollok’s estate, there was a small population increase. In Clooncagh, the population in the townland in 1851 was twenty seven and this rose to forty eight in 1861. In Clooncunny, the population rose marginally from forty eight to fifty in that period, while the increase in Cloonfaghna went from 174 to 184 and the increase in Derreen was from fifty four to sixty two. Thus there were forty four more people in the Armstrong portion of the estate in 1861 than there were in 1851. Investigation of the number of families reveal ten extra families in these four townlands, with half of these in Cloonfaughna, the most heavily populated of the townlands. However, given Larcom’s assertion that seventy one families were turned out of their houses in Glinsk, ten finding their way onto the Armstrong property, if this was the case, was a significant number.
	The diocesan lands at Faartan, owned nominally by Archbishop of Tuam, John MacHale, did not provide a refuge for many evicted families. In 1851, Faartan was home to thirty two families. By 1861 this had increased to thirty four.
	The Cheevers property in the Toberroe area of Glinsk proved more hospitable. For example, there were ninety people in Kilcolumb in 1851 and this rose to 109 a decade later, with the number of families increasing from seventeen to twenty. At least one of these, the Connerans, were evicted from Gorteenfada in Mount Mary and moved to Kilcolumb in April 1858. In Lisnageeragh and Toberroe the number of families remained stable in the decade, with a drop recorded in Oughtagh. In both Keelogues West and Curraghmulmurray the number of families dropped in this era.
	Pollok chose not to evict tenants in the Mount Mary area and the situation there now mirrored that in Ballinlass after the eviction, where the land that did remain tenanted was heavily populated with small tenancies and where a slight population increase was recorded in this congested area in the aftermath of the adjacent clearance.[footnoteRef:657] [657:  Ibid., p. 41.] 

Camderry was the sole townland on the former Burke estate left untouched and there the population rose from 128 in 1851 to 134 in 1861, a fairly insignificant increase, matched by the fact that the number of families involved rose from twenty five to twenty six. The Dowell estate had been better managed and thus the holdings were marginally bigger. Three townlands are useful examples, Ballythomas, Clooncullane and Leahive. In relation to Ballythomas, the number of families remained at twenty two in 1841, 1851 and 1861. In Clooncullane, the number of families rose from twenty six in 1851 to thirty one in 1861. In Leahive the number of families rose from thirty six in 1851 to forty three in 1861.
Further investigation shows that in Tallamhnamraher, the population remained stable, increasing by one family in the decade. In Loughglass, the number of families rose by two, in Knockmaskehill, the numbers rose from twenty eight to thirty five and in Gortnadeeve West the number of families rose from twenty four to twenty six. Thus, approximately twenty four extra families could have been accommodated in these townlands. The increases could also have been organic, coming from families within the townland or even elsewhere. It must also be remembered that the population in these townlands remained stable or increased at a time when Irish emigration was at its zenith and nationally the population in the period 1851 to 1861 fell by 13.9 per cent. The availability of well-paid work on Pollok’s building project may have been a factor in ensuring that the population on these townlands remained stable and rose in some cases.
It would appear that of the families evicted by Pollok, a significant portion of them, probably less than twenty per cent, or one hundred families, settled in the area by squeezing into already overcrowded townlands, in Glinsk, Creggs, Ballymoe, Athleague and elsewhere.

Tenants who opted to move
Did those who took the money and left the estate of their own volition fare out better than those who remained in place to the bitter end? Of the 150 reported instances where this occurred, one possible such family has emerged, that of Patrick Flanagan who lived in Keelogues East and had further land in Rosdaul and Prosperry.[footnoteRef:658] Patrick Flanagan did not initially give up possession of his land, his name is recorded on Griffith’s Valuation as having a house, office and land in Keelogues East, holding fifteen acres, one rood and seventeen perches. He had a further three acres in Rosdaul and another seven and a half acres in Prosperry, giving him a holding of approximately twenty five acres. The townland was not cleared which would suggest that his giving up the tenancy was voluntary and it is likely that there was a financial incentive for this. His holding in Keelogues East was rented to James Dowd in 1863, possibly a son of a neighbouring tenant and his holding in Rosdaul went to Michael Quinn, who appeared to move from Keelogues East, where his house was demolished. Patrick Flanagan moved to a twenty five acre holding on the estate of Louisa Pelly at Ballybride near Roscommon town.[footnoteRef:659] His name appeared on the perambulation books in 1855. Given that the Kenny estate was due to be sold in May 1855 and was eventually sold in October, it may be that Flanagan was anticipating Pollok’s actions, as he appears to have taken the Ballybride property before Pollok came into possession of the Glinsk holding. Despite the fact that rent had been withheld from Pollok for a number of years, and financial inducements may have been on offer, Flanagan did not move to a larger holding, but perhaps educational or employment prospects for his children were improved by the proximity of the new holding to Roscommon Town. [658:  Cancelled Valuation Books, Toberroe ED, townlands of Rosdaul, Keeloges East (National 
     Archives of Ireland, Cancelled Valuation Books, Co. Galway).]  [659:  Cancelled Valuation Books, Barony of Ballintubber, Roscommon E.D., townland of Ballybride 
     (National Archives of Ireland, Cancelled Valuation Books, County Roscommon).] 

	The lack of evidence from families who took the money on offer from Pollok and moved to other estates probably reflects the prevailing historiography of the early twentieth century which lauded tenant resistance, holding up as heroes those who resisted to the bitter end, even though that bitter end often meant penury, hardship and starvation for the families of those involved.

Local leaders and the wider community
The fate of the community leaders in the Glinsk Creggs area remains to be investigated. These men would have been well acquainted with each other prior to Pollok’s arrival as they all enjoyed prominent positions in the locality. Michael Kelly and Denis Kelly had encountered each other prior to the Pollok evictions when Denis Kelly had acted as magistrate in a case involving a John Kelly who appears to be a brother or relative of Michael Kelly, who was initially accused of embezzling money belonging to Glenamaddy Board of Guardians. The case, which involved three rates receipts, was dropped by the Board, but not before the matter had initially come before Denis Kelly in a local court. At that court, a legal argument had ensued about the admissibility of evidence and Denis Kelly dismissed the case. This resulted in a furious row between Denis Kelly and the Bagot family of Ballymoe, who featured in the case as both Guardians and solicitor for the Board of Guardians. Fr Mulrenin was well acquainted with his confrere in Ballygar and may have approved of his song-penning abilities. Andrew Kelly of Boggauns, as a large land holder in the Creggs area which bordered Newbridge, would have been familiar with the trio of other local leaders, agent Michael Kelly, parish priest Fr Mulrenin and Denis Kelly who at this juncture was busy progressing his project of building the town of Ballygar.

Michael Kelly
Agent Michael Kelly was undoubtedly the most prominent tenant on the Pollok estate at the time of the evictions. Prior to Pollok’s purchase his reputation among the smaller tenants was mixed, as it was to him that the rent was paid and in all probability he arbitrated in disputes among tenants and he also represented the area on the Glenamaddy Board of Guardians. During the Famine, he had proved a hard worker, but this was not always recognised or rewarded by local tenants. While he was in fact a tenant of Pollok, he was socially removed from the tenants holding four and five acres as he himself stocked and cropped over 1,000 acres of land and his living accommodation in Curraghbeg probably bore little relation to the mud cabins that abounded on the estate.
	According to John Kelly’s evidence, borne out by the writers of various letters to the editor, Kelly initially continued in Pollok’s employment, believing that his new employer and landlord would get rid only of the estate’s most destitute tenants,

They accordingly offered in a public letter, signed by Mr Kelly, one of the tenants, to pay a year’s rent in advance as security to Mr Pollok for the future punctual payment of his demands, to clear off all arrears and to increase their rents if such increases were deemed equitable[footnoteRef:660] [660:  Freeman’s Journal, 5 May 1856.] 


There are contradictory accounts of what was said during Pollok’s first visit to Kelly’s home at Curraghbeg. It may have been that Pollok intimated that no tenant or no solvent tenant would be forced to leave the estate and that Kelly understood that nobody except the most destitute would be disturbed. However, it would appear that Pollok’s actual meaning was that tenants could stay as caretakers and take up well-paid jobs as labourers. Whatever the formula of words used, the two men left the meeting with different understandings and this was to be the cause of much confusion, anger and bitterness on both sides in the following months and years.
	In many ways, Michael Kelly, although a tenant and agent, fulfilled the social role of landlord in the area. He also had huge power, in that the allocation of vacant land was in his remit and he could, if he so chose, use this tool to settle old scores and get retribution on enemies or troublesome tenants. 
	Yet, Kelly’s physical presence in the community is also of utmost importance. He would have encountered locals as he collected rent, bought and sold from them and to them at fair days in Creggs, passed them on the road, attended funerals or met them in the newly-built chapel in Kilbegnet. He spoke their language, both literally and metaphorically. Once he realised the scale of Pollok’s plans, he was at the helm of organising resistance. He is acknowledged as one of those who signed the Ballinakill Petition, along with the local parish priest and hundreds of other people. Given his standing in the community, it is probable that he was centrally involved in the physical collection of signatures, itself a valuable propaganda tool to inform tenants of the on-going situation.
	John Kelly writing about the reason for giving up the agency stated,

A very short time after he [Pollok] became owner of the estate, he set to work to clear out the existing tenantry for the purpose of converting the estate into vast grass farms. When witness found out that such was his intention he refused to longer act as his agent. A voluminous correspondence passed between them on the subject of which the original letters are still in the possession of witness. Mr Pollok urged him to retain the agency as his local knowledge would be most useful to him. Witness finally declined in a letter of which a copy is still in the possession of witness, in which he said that when he consented to become Mr Pollock’s agent, he understood from him that he was only going to disturb the poorer tenants to the number of about 30 and that even to these he was going to give some compensation for disturbance. Now that he found that his intention was to evict all his tenantry without giving them any compensation at all he must decline his agency. The whole of the tenantry, witness himself amongst the number, were evicted from their holdings … Witness was evicted with the rest, though he was offered £300 to give up possession of his holding. He refused lest it be said he betrayed the interest of the tenants and he was turned out of his holdings the next day.[footnoteRef:661] [661:  Memorandum of John Kelly, 1880, Briefs I, (National Library of Ireland, Queen v Parnell, ILB 
     343).
] 


Kelly’s statement highlights the fact that Pollok would have welcomed him continuing in his position and also the reason he gives for turning down Pollok’s offer of £300 the night before the eviction. He refused ‘lest it be said that he betrayed the interest of the tenants’. The statement, along with the very fact that John Kelly gave the evidence in a memorandum to the Parnell Commission, shows his connection to the local community. It should be noted that this John Kelly, who was writing in 1880, could have been the same man at the centre of the court case involving rent receipts and his detractors could have used this to question the veracity of his statements.
At one level, Michael Kelly was one of the major losers in the arrival of Pollok. Prior to his arrival he was in a commanding position on the estate, taking for himself much of the best untenanted land. It is likely that he could have negotiated the taking of one of the large farms planned by Pollok, possibly at Milford or Skehard, very near his home in Curraghbeg, had he not fallen out with his new landlord.
	The enmity between Pollok and Kelly is evident from the ensuing anonymous letters to the editor from various sources, all of which aim to vilify Michael Kelly, but since they are intended for an audience very different to those Kelly was playing to on the estate, the damage to his reputation locally would have been minimal. However, events on the estate would have reduced Kelly’s employment prospects as a land agent.
	It is remarkable that Kelly’s role is not mentioned in the folklore. He does not appear to have been buried locally. The lack of evidence in the folklore evidence and the common nature of the name created huge difficulty in trying to determine what became of him. It would appear that he purchased land in Athleague, which he sold again after a time. He lived locally, although London is given as an address on one letter possibly written by him as it is signed ‘The writer of the petition in question’ and relates to the petition to parliament from the Ballinakill tenants.[footnoteRef:662] [662:  Nation, 12 August 1865.] 

When the Freeman’s Journal correspondent visited the area in 1888 to report on the success of the Plan of Campaign, he met and spoke at length with Kelly and Kelly obviously showed him correspondence with Arthur Pollok and also his letter of resignation, which was reproduced in the paper.[footnoteRef:663] During the course of the article, the correspondence mentions that Kelly lived in the area all his life. Given that Kelly first comes to prominence following the death of Sir John Burke over forty years earlier, he must have been an old man at this juncture. [663:  Article from Freeman’s Journal, reprinted in Roscommon Messenger, 9 June 1880.] 


Fr Mulrenin
Denis Kelly suggests that the reason behind the vehement opposition to Pollok’s plans in Creggs is that a clearance would cut off the income of the local priest. However, he goes on to declare his mistrust of Roman Catholics, so his comments have to be taken in this context, especially given the clerical denunciations of his cousin Denis Mahon of Strokestown in the days prior to Mahon’s death.
	There is only one reference to Father Mulrenin in the folklore. ‘Father Mulrenin came from Castlerea and was parish priest in Kilbegnet for about twenty years. He was not much of a preacher but he was a great writer on religious subjects. In his old age he died here.’[footnoteRef:664] [664:  Creggs NS, County Galway, NFCS, lml. 15, l. 106.] 

	Less than a month before his death he sent a letter to a local branch of the Land League stating his support and demonstrating the powerful rhetoric that he most likely employed from the pulpit in St. Mary’s over two decades previously.

I heartily sympathise with your undertaking. The poor tenant farmers are too long in an abject state of serfdom and slavery. In Ireland alone a serfdom exists more galling than that of the serfs of Russia, more binding than that of the slaves of the Southern planters. But the voice of reason, the voice of justice, and the voice of humanity, cry out against that atrocious land code, so destructive to the Irish people … The country could well exist without landlords, but could not exist without the people. Mr Parnell goes to the root of all social evils in abolishing landlordism – all remedies are useless in healing a chronic sore without going to the root. As long as the root of the sore remains it will fester again and again until it becomes an incurable ulcer.[footnoteRef:665] [665:  Nation, 12 June 1880.] 


The letter shows a man with an appreciation of powerful rhetoric. His repeated employment of trinity-inspired symbolism ‘the voice of reason, the voice of justice and the voice of humanity’ reflects his clerical training and this trinity-related motif was common in terms of clerical speeches during the Land War. Rev. Ulick Canon Bourke, (a cousin of Archbishop MacHale) speaking at a meeting in Claremorris in July 1879, stated, ‘We have come at the call of charity, of mercy and of justice’. Mulrenin’s reference to going to the root of the sore also echoed the statement of Rev. Bourke in Claremorris, who referred to ‘cut off at one stroke the baneful root of much sin and evil in this land’. Interestingly, Mulrenin’s reference to the country surviving without landlordism was echoed the same month by Matt Harris who said ‘What is it that constitutes this island a nation? Is it not the people by whom it is inhabited? Destroy the people and you destroy the nation.’[footnoteRef:666] The quotes suggest that Mulrenin was an avid follower of the progress of the Land League, even as his health declined. [666:  Anne Kane ‘The transcendent role of Catholic discourse in the Irish Land War’, in Campbell 
     and Varley p. 203; Western News, 26 June 1880, quoted by Gerard Moran, ‘Matthew Harris, 
     Fenianism and land agitation in the west of Ireland’, in Campbell and Varley, p. 225.] 

	Both the tone of Mulrenin’s letter and the success it enjoyed in attracting seventy tenants into the League suggest that Mulrenin was a powerful opponent of Pollok when addressing the congregation in the new church on the hilltop in Crosswell during the mid-1850s.[footnoteRef:667] [667:  Nation, 12 June 1880.] 

	During the 1870s Mulrenin was silenced or forced to retire and a priest was put into place to run the parish for the last eight years of Mulrenin’s life. The demotion of Mulrenin appears to have resulted from the fact that his brother claimed or was given church lands.[footnoteRef:668] Mulrenin was buried in the cemetery in Kilbegnet facing his flock, the only priest not buried on Church property since the building of St. Mary’s Church in the 1840s.[footnoteRef:669] The Roscommon Messenger reported,  [668:  See Appendix 4: Interview with Donal Brennan, Leahive, Creggs (24 August 2010).]  [669:  Ibid.] 


After High Mass, the coffin was borne to the graveyard of Kilbegnet on the shoulders of the people, who, though a hearse was in attendance, insisted on paying this last mark of affection to their venerated pastor, who had spent amongst them the greater portion of his half century of sacerdotal life.[footnoteRef:670] [670:  Roscommon Messenger, 7 June 1884.] 


The last years of Mulrenin’s life were difficult. Apart from his demotion, Mulrenin also experienced the death of a favourite nephew, Professor Patrick Mulrennan, aged 34 in 1878. Patrick Mulrennan was a Professor at the Irish Catholic University in Dublin and later editor of the Ulster Examiner before going to New York to work as a journalist.[footnoteRef:671] [671:  Ibid., 26 July 1878.] 

	Mulrenin being borne shoulder high to his resting place in Kilbegnet Cemetery in 1884 would suggest that despite the difficulties over church lands, he retained a connection with the local population. He was buried in a grave where a Fr. Reany, PP of Kilbegnet for forty years, had been buried fifty years previously.[footnoteRef:672] [672:  Ibid., 7 June 1884.] 


Andrew Kelly
After events during the Pollok evictions, Andrew Kelly of Boggauns went on to become a significant leader at local level during the Land League, the National League and a son or grandson of the same name was a leading figure of the United Irish League in Glinsk up until 1918.
	The correspondent of the Freeman’s Journal sent to Creggs to report on the Plan of Campaign in 1888 noted that during the evictions all tenants in Boggauns were evicted bar one man who was left as a caretaker. Sheep were put on the land but it did not prove profitable and was later given back to one of the former tenants and a man who was transferred from another place and who was charged a ‘fine’.[footnoteRef:673] The reinstated tenant was Andrew Kelly while the transferred tenant was Hurley from Cuilnacappy. Scally makes a number of references to tenants being charged ‘fines’. After annual redistribution of rundale strips ceased, ‘fines’ were paid between tenants for the temporary use of parcels of land.[footnoteRef:674] It is unclear if Hurley’s ‘fine’ was paid to Pollok or Andrew Kelly, the tenant who had taken the remainder of the townland. [673:  Ibid., 9 June 1888.]  [674:  Scally, p. 77, 120.] 

	When the Irish National League held a demonstration in Mount Mary in March 1886, Andrew Kelly was among the local tenants on the platform. At the meeting those present pledged their allegiance to Parnell and vowed to oppose John Pollok’s attempt to evict tenants for non-payment of rent, stating that they were utterly unable to pay the rent.[footnoteRef:675] [675:  Roscommon Messenger, 26 March 1886.] 

	When a successful conclusion to the Plan of Campaign rent strike was negotiated, the Roscommon Messenger listed nine tenants who were responsible for the work and the list was headed by Andrew Kelly.[footnoteRef:676] The tenants in Boggauns benefited significantly from the rent reduction, Mary Hurley’s rent was reduced from £18 10s to £13 10s and Frank Kelly’s from £27 3s 6d to £18 2s 6d.[footnoteRef:677] [676:  Ibid., 4 May 1889.]  [677:  Ibid., 4 January 1990.] 

Andrew Kelly of Boggauns, a son or grandson of the evicted man, was among those allocated land on the Glinsk estate in the 1910s when the Pollok Estate was divided and the family still live in both Glinsk and Boggauns, Creggs. In 1918 Andrew Kelly as President of the United Irish League in Glinsk, refuted any suggestion that the UIL was being disbanded in Glinsk, suggesting that the rumour was the work of the ‘young men in the parish who have identified themselves with the Sinn Fein movement’.[footnoteRef:678] [678:  Ibid., 6 April 1918.] 


Denis Kelly
As a magistrate with almost 40 years’ experience Denis Kelly was very familiar with the local area and his ability to speak Irish was an important nexus between the authorities and the local tenantry during the course of the Pollok evictions. Despite his efforts to quell the violent opposition to the evictions and his work on many Famine committees in east Galway, Denis Kelly is remembered in all the available folklore of the Glinsk Creggs region as a ‘souper’ and the tone towards him is overwhelmingly negative.
	The events on the Glinsk Creggs estate coincided with the ‘Second Reformation’ in Ireland, and has certainly coloured the lasting public perception of Kelly. Martin Connell of Clooncullane, Creggs (on the Pollok estate) born circa 1869, recalled a local poet Marcus Hickee who met Denis Kelly and Kelly asking him to say something about his actions following his donation of a site in Ballygar for a Roman Catholic church. ‘The poet spoke and said: “The chapel is built and the church it may fall and kill Denis Kelly, his jumpers and all.”’[footnoteRef:679] [679:  Martin Connell, Clooncullane, Creggs, b. circa 1869, Gortnadeeve N.S., NFCS, lml. 16, l. 77.] 

	A pupil at Creggs N.S. noted, 

He was not a bad landlord and was not harsh on his tenants, but he possessed one very grave fault. He was a Proselytiser who tried to induce those living around him on his estate from the Catholic Church. For this purpose he established soup kitchens and preaching rooms at various places in the parish of Ballygar. The people who attended those places were called Soupers.[footnoteRef:680] [680:  Creggs NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 15, ll. 224-5.] 


The message of the poet and his account of the church falling and killing Denis Kelly is repeated in Creggs N.S. by a pupil who also reported, ‘Denis Kelly was a tyrant and was hard on his tenants. He used to give soup and meat to the poor if they turned away from the Catholic religion. Those who turned away were known as ‘beefers’, ‘soupers’ and ‘jumpers’.’[footnoteRef:681] [681:  Told by Mrs Bridget Burke, Coalpits, Creggs, to Eddie Fitzmaurice, Coalpits, Creggs, Creggs 
     NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 15, l. 69.] 

	Kelly continued to live in Ballygar but the grand project of his life, the building of the town of Ballygar, eventually led to his financial ruin and most of the family lands were sold in 1863. After the sale Kelly retired to live on an estate of 576 acres at Araghty, Athleague until his death in 1877.[footnoteRef:682] Even in death, the folklore about Denis Kelly was negative. Folklore collected in Creggs NS as part of the Schools Folklore Collection noted that horses refused to draw the hearse of Denis Kelly.[footnoteRef:683] [682:  www.landedestates.ie, accessed 4 July 2011.]  [683:  Eddie Fitzmaurice, Coalpits, Creggs, told by Mrs Bridget Burke, Coalpits, Creggs, Creggs NS, 
     NFCS, lml. 15, l. 171; NFCS, S195: 315-16, in Beiner, p. 240-41.] 


Allan Pollok and the aftermath
Events on the Glinsk Creggs estate greatly damaged the reputation of Allan Pollok and they were reported widely in places as far afield as Glasgow, Sydney, London and Newfoundland.
	Opposed by what Joseph Lee has dubbed the ‘three evil geniuses of socialism – priest, patriot and peasant’, Pollok mounted an energetic defence of his policy and in fact the magnificence of his plans and the cutting-edge engineering he employed won him many admirers of all classes in the years that followed.[footnoteRef:684] [684:  Joseph Lee, The modernisation of Irish society, 1848-1918 (2nd ed., Dublin, 1989), p. 151 in 
     Delaney, ‘Directions in historiography’, p. 614.] 

	George Henry Moore, speaking during the Commons debate, noted that Pollok planned to let out the estate in large farms, but the process must have taken much longer than initially envisaged, as it was 15 years after the sale before all of the land was let out in large farms. There are suggestions that the delays caused financial difficulties for Pollok and this delay may also in part explain why it was only after the census of 1861 that population dropped significantly on many parts of the Glinsk Creggs estate. Pollok kept much of the land in his possession until such time as the vast plans for improvement were carried out. In 1861 he had advertised the farms of Moate, Creggs and Milford but eight years later he held an auction of 800 cattle and 7,000 sheep on the farm in Creggs, advertising the auction extensively and procuring the services of a special train from Dublin to the event to ensure a lively attendance.[footnoteRef:685] [685:  Tuam Herald, 1 May 1869.] 

According to John Rankin, financial difficulties necessitated the arrival of Arthur Pollok to Ireland, the man whose money had provided the resources for the project. He eventually died in Ballinasloe in 1870 and is buried in Mearns Kirkyard in Scotland alongside his wife and brother and work colleague John. The loss of face involved for Allan Pollok due to the arrival of his father-in-law is referred to by a contemporary of Arthur Pollok’s in A history of our firm. The author noted that he met Allan Pollok once, in Lismany in 1860, and speaking of the relationship between Allan and his father-in-law Arthur added, 

I cannot believe that the shrewd and able old man had ever contemplated such a wild scheme as his headstrong and ambitious son-in-law had drawn him into. Doubtless need had followed need, and extension extension.
	The old man was endeavouring to unravel the tangle that things had got into, and the last years of his life must have been the bitterest. It was too much for his failing vigour; valiantly till his death in January 1870, he addressed himself to redeeming the position. He could only put the brake on. With the exception of the jointures (of £30,000 each) which he had previously set aside for each of his granddaughters, the immense joint fortunes of his brother and himself had practically been expended on the venture. At the date I have spoken of, 1860, Allan Pollok was already discussed by the country-side as ‘a distressed man’.[footnoteRef:686] [686:  Rankin, pp. 35-37.] 


The derisive comments towards Allan Pollok and his ambitious plans in county Galway would suggest that while Arthur Pollok was admired as an ‘able’ man who made money, Allan was looked upon as an ambitious upstart who spent money he had not earned in a foolish manner to fulfil his lofty ambitions.[footnoteRef:687] [687:  Ibid.] 

	1873 was another significant year for the Polloks as Allan Pollok’s son John married Florence Bingham, daughter of John Charles Robert Bingham, 4th Baron Clanmorris.[footnoteRef:688] To mark the occasion a presentation was made to Allan Pollok at Skehard, then home to Robert Glancy. The tenants presented Pollok with a portrait of his son. Amongst those present were Allan Pollok and his son John and his son-in-law John Gairdner, Robert Glancy, Terence Glancy, Rev Samuel L. Harrison of Clogher, William Cotton, William Neary, Hubert Satchwell, William P. Sheridan, Thomas Kelly and William Tully. William Cotton spoke on behalf of the tenantry saying that Pollok had ‘ever dealt with his tenants in a generous and considerate manner. You have exemplified the well-known motto “live and let live” and in doing so have laid us under obligations which we heartily and gratefully acknowledge.’ Pollok, in his reply stated,  [688:  Daily Express, 16 April 1873.] 


I trust that I have lived to show that my plans, so misunderstood at one time, were not dictated by the selfish desire for mere wealth or aggrandizement, but by an honest purpose to improve the country, to develop the capabilities of the soil, and to benefit my fellow-men by showing what well-directed skill and labour can accomplish.

Padraig Lane in his article ‘An attempt at Commercial Farming in Ireland after the Famine’ concludes that this scene suggested a harmonious relationship between Pollok and his tenants.[footnoteRef:689] A good relationship did exist between Pollok and his larger tenants in 1873, which was a relatively peaceful interlude in the Irish land question, but excluding the clergyman, there were only eight men present, representing the extent of the larger tenantry then in existence on the Glinsk Creggs estate. Pollok’s statement appears as an attempt at legacy building and seeks to repel the charge made during the 1850s that he was a ‘worshipper of Mammon’ by countering that he was not propelled in his actions by selfishness.[footnoteRef:690] [689:  Padraig G. Lane, ‘An attempt at commercial farming’, p. 66.]  [690:  Roscommon Journal, 3 May 1856.] 

	Family life was difficult for the Polloks, with a number of children dying at a young age. Two children of Allan and Margaret, Allan and Jean Coats, died in infancy. Arthur, named after his grandfather, died in 1863 aged 16. Margaret Pollok died in May 1866 and her father Arthur died four years later, aged 60. Allan died on March 22nd 1881 and all of these members of the family are buried in Mearns Kirkyard. Interestingly, on his headstone, Allan is listed as ‘Allan Pollok of Broom’.[footnoteRef:691] [691:  Monument Details Z03, Mearns Kirkyard Project, 
     http://www.mearnskirkyardproject.co.uk/monumentDetails.asp?monumentNo=Z03, accessed 7 
     March 2011.] 

	The obituary of this landed magnate in the local newspaper spoke volumes. The Western News reported the death as follows: ‘On the 22nd last, at his residence, Lismany, Ballinasloe, Allan Pollok, Esq., J.P., D.L., of Brum, Renfrewshire. Aged 65 years.’[footnoteRef:692] The editorial in that issue, rather than reflect on the career of this landed magnate, instead focused on the fact that the new Land Bill was to be presented in the House of Commons within a fortnight.[footnoteRef:693] [692:  Western News, 26 March 1881.]  [693:  Ibid.] 

‘A Paragon Estate?’
The estate created by Pollok once the evictions came to an end was described as ‘A Paragon Estate’ by the influential engineering magazine The Irish Builder. Articles lauding his work also appeared in magazines such as the Journal of Agriculture and the Dublin Builder. The Dublin Builder was an influential trade journal which began publication in 1859 and changed its name to The Irish Builder and Engineering Record in 1867.[footnoteRef:694] The Journal of Agriculture was the publication of the Scottish Highland and Agricultural Society, of which Pollok was a member.[footnoteRef:695]  [694:  Elizabeth Tilley, ‘Trading in Knowledge: The Irish Builder and Nineteenth-Century 
     Journalism’, Revue LISA/ LISA e-journal, http://lisa.revues.org/2602, 
     Vol. III, No. 1 (2005), p. 110.]  [695:  Highland and Agricultural Society of Scotland, Edinburgh, ‘Premiums offered by the Highland 
     and Agricultural  Society of Scotland for promoting agriculture and internal improvement in 
     Scotland in 1844’, Hume Tracts 1844, UCL Library Services, p. 5.] 

Enrichment of the soil was one of the first tasks to be undertaken by Pollok. One element in the creation of this paragon estate was the use of guano, a substance which was partly responsible for the vast wealth of the Pollok family. Guano had first been imported to England in 1849.[footnoteRef:696] In one week in 1857 Allan Pollok imported 700 tonnes of Peruvian guano, while a previous consignment had consisted of 620 tonnes.[footnoteRef:697] Valued at £13 per tonne, the cargo involved in these two shipments alone represented an investment of over £17,000. [696:  G. E. Fussell, ‘The Dawn of High Farming in England: Land Reclamation in Early Victorian 
     Days’, Agricultural History, Vol. 22, No. 2 (April 1948), pp. 83-95.]  [697:  The Times, 20 January 1857.] 

	By 1859 The Dublin Builder was writing about the ‘monster steadings’ erected by Pollok in Galway, stating that they had acquired a ‘world-famed celebrity’.[footnoteRef:698] The article also noted that an Elizabethan-style house had been erected for the proprietor (Lismany) as well as eight farm houses, a large flour and oatmeal mill with store and house for the miller, two carpenter’s shops and blacksmith’s forges, two saw mills, seven steam threshing mills, four lime kilns and forty houses for stewards, tradesmen and labourers and over 40 miles of stone walls. [698:  Dublin Builder, 1 November 1859.] 

	In late September 1860 the Pollok estate in Lismany had a very important visitor in the form of Prince Napoleon (cousin of Napoleon III, nephew of Napoleon I). He was met at the rail station in Ballinasloe by the Earl of Clancarty, President of the Ballinasloe Agricultural Society and after a brief visit to Garbally, he proceeded to Lismany to inspect Pollok’s extensive operations.[footnoteRef:699] In October 1863 the Lord Lieutenant visited Lismany and viewed the on-going work, a fact reported in the Western Star and Freeman’s Journal.[footnoteRef:700]  [699:  The Times, 1 October 1860.]  [700:  Freeman’s Journal, 19 October 1863.] 

	In 1861, The Dublin Builder commented, ‘Difficulties which would have paralysed the energies of almost any other man have been smoothed down, obstacles which would have appalled most men he has walked over with easy step; and now harmony reigns where confusion seemed but lately to be safe in perpetual dominion.’[footnoteRef:701] The article also noted that his efforts had come as a result of a clearance, ‘The engineering has been done; and now the plough, in turning over one furrow, may traverse several townlands in which no mark of home or hearth of man is to be seen, any more than if the furrow were that of a ship on its way to the ocean.’ Cutting-edge nineteenth century agricultural scientists believed the very climate had been improved by Pollok’s actions, ‘the climate itself improved by the superabundant moisture of the soil being allowed to escape by underground channels to the sea, instead of rising in vapour from the surface.’ [701:  Dublin Builder, 1 November 1861.] 

	Pollok’s project attracted international attention, being the subject of an extensive report entitled ‘Scottish Enterprise in Ireland’ in The Journal of Agriculture in 1866.[footnoteRef:702] That report noted that there were still over 300 tenants on the Glinsk Creggs portion of the estate with farms ranging from five to sixty acres. Pollok held 7,000 acres himself, excluding bog, and this, allied with his Lismany holding, saw him hold 14,000 acres of arable land in his own possession.[footnoteRef:703] [702:  ‘Scottish Enterprise in Ireland’, The Journal of Agriculture, April 1866.]  [703:  The Journal of Agriculture, p. 13.] 

	The Glinsk Creggs estate was divided into six farms: Skehard, Fairfield, Milford, Creggs, Moate and Glinsk, with Glinsk being the largest with 4,000 acres. The headquarters of the estate was at Skehard, home to George Lowe, who was the resident agent on the estate for nine years leading up to 1866. Because the farms of Skehard and Fairfield were worked together there was no need for a new steading at Fairfield and instead the large covered steading at Skehard was used.
	At Milford, the sheds could accommodate 280 head of cattle, all stall fed. In the fields, surface drains were made by opening a double furrow with a large plough. Prize-winning turnips were grown in Milford, earning a £50 cup for Pollok during the early 1860s. In the winter of 1865 the stock kept at Milford alone consisted of 222 bullocks and heifers (fattened on turnips and hay with 2lb of cake and 2lb of oats per head daily), thirty store heifers were fed turnips twice a day for three months and four milk cow had turnips and straw for six months.[footnoteRef:704] Alongside these were 300 wethers, 140 store hoggets and 256 breeding ewes.  [704:  Ibid., p. 15.] 

This paragon estate also contained, as mentioned earlier, the village centre Presbyterian meeting house and a handsome home for the resident minister.[footnoteRef:705] The farm of Creggs lay on rising ground, with a large covered steading and substantial dwelling house. The Journal noted, ‘This farm consists almost altogether of reclaimed land – a large proportion of it having been in whins and rocks, or under water, previous to its improvements by Mr Pollok.’ Creggs Farm was stocked with Cheviot and black-faced ewes and a lime-kiln was also built on the farm. Moate featured a roomy farmhouse and compact covered steading. ‘The only steam engine on the Skehard estate is at Moate; water, which has occasionally been conveyed from a considerable distance, being the power employed on the other farms.’ [705:  ‘General items’, Building news and architectural review, Vol. 9, 1862, p. 15.] 

The steading at Glinsk was also covered. Cattle on the Glinsk-Creggs estate were chiefly Irish, with a large number of West Highland heifers kept for breeding with shorthorn bulls. Fully stocked, there were over 2,000 cattle, 5,600 sheep, eighty pigs and 160 horses on the Glinsk-Creggs estate. The estate also produced grain for feeding stock.[footnoteRef:706] [706:  The Journal of Agriculture, pp. 15-8.] 

	Describing ‘A Paragon Estate’, the Irish Builder of 1870 stated that the 30,000-acre estate was purchased for about £250,000 and the sum paid to tenants to remove themselves added to the cost of improvements represented a total expenditure of £600,000.[footnoteRef:707] By 1870, the land was divided by stone built and lime-pointed walls into rectangular fields of fifty acres each. New farm roads had been made, as well as huge draining, liming and fertilising projects. [707:  Irish Builder, May 1870.] 

	The Irish Builder lauded Pollok’s efforts. ‘Their magnificent homesteads, richly manured lands, weedless fields, finely pulverised fallows, and pastures teeming with flocks, indicate the most perfect system of agriculture.’ Concluding, the author stated, ‘Mr Pollok’s system of farming has been called an exotic, but it is an exotic in the same sense as civilisation is an exotic in the midst of barbarism.’[footnoteRef:708] [708:  Ibid.] 


Pollok’s reputation
Allan Pollok was a godsend, a tyrant, an innovator or an Improver, depending on whose point of view was sought. Certainly, the overwhelming attitude in the locality towards him was a negative one, although there was recognition of the value of the labour that his plans provided. He appears to have had a mixed reception among the local gentry, who for a time at least, were appalled at the social upheaval he was causing and fretful that such changes on a massive scale would affect their positions adversely.
	While Pollok’s plans were initially pilloried by the local gentry, including the local M.P. in Mountbellew, he won many admirers for his project in later years with the extent of his ambitious plans only becoming evident as the various farm steadings took shape. The initial hostility to his plans was evident as Sergeant Howley and his peers upheld the tenants’ case in court. Although this ultimately was no more than a legal delay for Pollok, it demonstrates an initial reluctance on the part of the gentry to support Pollok’s plans. However, by the time that the assizes came around in July 1856, Pollok himself was present to give evidence and as a member of the jury, had the opportunity to meet many of his peers in the jury room and explain his intentions to them. Ballinasloe Agricultural Society was another nexus in the relationship between Pollok and his peers in the gentry. It allowed Pollok to establish his credentials as a High Improver and provided an opportunity for both him and his agents to demonstrate the nature of his plans and also the fruits of his labour, which won many prizes at both local and national level. In 1868 Pollok was elected as Vice President of the Society, with Clancarty as President.[footnoteRef:709]  [709:  Roscommon Journal, 25 January 1868.] 

Polloks in the folklore

‘As long as the past is talked about, it is in effect commemorated.’[footnoteRef:710] [710:  Beiner, p. 201.] 


The replacement of the feudal or traditional system by the modern or capitalist system of economics caused upheaval throughout Europe. Diarmuid Ó Giolláin notes that modernity involves a number of characteristics antithetical to tradition, including the decline of the social order, the secularization of power, the establishment of a money economy, consumption of goods and ownership of private property.[footnoteRef:711] In Ireland, this cataclysm coincided with the Famine, which resulted in the disappearance of a large proportion of the rural proletariat and had major effects on the Irish language, which in turn impinged on Gaelic oral traditions and traditional knowledge.[footnoteRef:712] [711:  Diarmuid Ó Giolláin, Locating Irish Folklore: Tradition, modernity, identity, p. 11.]  [712:  Ibid., p. 16.] 

	Academics increasingly came to view folk songs as archives of folklore to be mined.[footnoteRef:713] As early as 1854, when events were unfolding on the Pollok estate, Ernest Renan in his essay ‘La poésie des races celtiques’ influenced romantic thinkers and impressed upon them the unique nature of Celtic customs.[footnoteRef:714] In an Irish context, men such as Douglas Hyde began collecting songs, stories and phrases in his native county Roscommon.[footnoteRef:715] The work of Hyde and others was crucial in the building of Irish national self-awareness, an important stage in the development of a potential nation and once that nation was established, the process of cataloguing, storing and archiving of folklore and folklife helped to map the national territory.[footnoteRef:716] The collecting of folklore allowed ordinary people to partake in nation-building. ‘Folklore archives were ideologically informed, but represented the cultural production of the common people and formed a unique body of documentary evidence, which by their very existence offered an alternative view of history and culture,’ notes Ó Giolláin.[footnoteRef:717] Guy Beiner, in his study of folk memory and history in the west of Ireland, noted that an elitist approach has sidelined vernacular histories,  [713:  Ibid., p. 23.]  [714:  Ibid., pp. 25-26.]  [715:  Ibid., p. 107.]  [716:  Ibid., pp. 74-75.]  [717:  Ibid., p. 76.] 


Though largely unacknowledged and even berated, popular historical discourses can be of greater social and cultural significance than those proliferated by the academy. Communities throughout Ireland recalled their pasts in ways that did not passively comply with the agenda of professional historiography.[footnoteRef:718] [718:  Beiner, p. 9, 13.] 


Arguing for the democratic nature of vernacular histories, Beiner opined, 

Paradoxically, in some ways, oral tradition may be considered more ‘authentic’ than professional history, for it takes into account a multitude of voices from the past, which balance the centrality of the contemporary voice of the historian.[footnoteRef:719] [719:  Ibid., p. 22.] 


The collection of folklore by pupils in national schools across Ireland in 1937-38 was a key element of this in an Irish context.[footnoteRef:720] Children were asked to collect folklore from family members and neighbours and to write it down in standard notebooks. Instructions issued that the collectors and informants must be identified and stressed the value of every contribution ‘provided the material has been obtained locally’. A list of ‘Subjects for Compositions’ included ‘The Landlord’, but no mention was made of ‘evictions’.[footnoteRef:721] [720:  Ó Giolláin, p. 134.]  [721:  Ibid., p. 135.] 

Unsurprisingly, Allan Pollok was remembered favourably by few when folklore was collected in the Glinsk Creggs area in the late 1930s. A correspondent in Sonnagh N.S. described Pollok as ‘ruthless’ and went on to provide the stereotypical view of the harsh landlord evicting the happy tenants,

A ruthless landlord named Pollock got possession and immediately afterwards evicted those tenants who had to go to the bogs and mountains and the greater number to the emigrant ship. Their houses were tumbled down and the fences were levelled to the ground also, thus converting those happy villages of youth and beauty into ranches where the lowing of cattle and bleating of sheep took the place of the merry laughter of the people.[footnoteRef:722] [722:  Sonnagh NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, l. 7.] 


Exaggeration of the numbers and circumstances involved is also evident in the folklore. An unnamed correspondent in Gortnadeeve N.S., Creggs reported that Pollok 

Pollock bought all the places then and turned out about a thousand families from their homes. He would come and bring all the hens, ducks, geese, potatoes and oats. If you had not enough to pay he would bring the sheriff next day and turn the people out of their houses never to go back again.[footnoteRef:723] [723:  Gortnadeeve NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, l. 128.] 


A pupil at Toberroe N.S. erroneously reported to the Irish Folklore Commission that Pollok ‘bought the village of Buncrower from FitzGerald Kenny and I think his ancestors got the rest the time of Cromwell’ and went on to state, ‘Although he hunted many of his tenants from their places he wasn’t so bad because he compensated them for everything in the house from the house itself to the stool’.[footnoteRef:724] [724:  Toberroe NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, l. 199.] 

The psychological effect of eviction was powerful and accounts of unjust evictions were handed down through the generations. Mr and Mrs Andrew Quinn of Ardagh, who were born within a decade of the evictions reported, 

He was looked upon as a bad landlord. No landlord was known to have evicted as many tenants as he did. As he came hunting across his estate accompanied by a procession of men on horseback, he evicted tenants who had a few good acres of land and sent them into the bog and many of those took the Emigrant Ship. Their houses he levelled to the ground. He brought over his friends and gave them part of his estate.[footnoteRef:725] [725:  Told by Mr. and Mrs Andrew Quinn, Ardagh, Glinsk (80 and 76 years), Kilcroan NS, 
     Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, l. 385.] 


Eviction and ill-treatment rankled for decades and the tales of wrong doings were passed from generation to generation,

Mrs Quinn’s grandfather Edmond McKeigue was evicted even though he had paid the rent and he had enough of money besides cattle and good crops. But he had good land and Pollock, pleasing his wife, evicted them in order that his estate be enlarged so his wife said that ‘all Ireland was not big enough for a cabbage garden.’[footnoteRef:726] [726:  Ibid., l. 386.] 


There are a number of disparaging references to Mrs Pollok in the folklore, and repeated references to her supposed statement that all of Ireland wasn’t big enough to make a cabbage plot.[footnoteRef:727] Beiner notes that Protestant women were ‘relentlessly subject to stereotyping in predominantly Catholic folk histories’ and he notes a particularly entrenched resentment in relation to women of property.[footnoteRef:728] [727:  NFCS l. 463, ll. 152-4, in Curtis in ‘Demonising Irish Landlords Since the Famine’ p. 39; 
     Kilcroan NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, l. 385-7; Drimatemple Girls NS, Co. Roscommon, 
     NFCS, lml. 260-1, l. 291; Toberroe NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, ll. 195-6.]  [728:  Beiner, p. 194-5.] 

	Resistance to Pollok and his plans is lauded in the folklore, one example being the tenant in Cul Pairc near Creggs, who resisted Pollok’s efforts,

When Pollock had evicted the thirteen hundred families that once lived on his estates, his agent George Lowe discovered that there was a two roomed thatched cottage still standing and occupied on the outskirts of his state at Cul Pairc near Creggs. This was as the end of the old road leading from Creggauns to Aughagad west. It was occupied by a tailor named Pat Kelly, and to Pollock and his agent it looked an eyesore on the estate. They immediately gave him notice to quit, but found to their disgust that their legal difficulties were insurmountable. The house was built on an ancient boundary, the bedroom on the Packenham Mahon estate, in the parish of Athleague, Barony of Athlone and county of Roscommon, and the kitchen on the Pollock estate, in the parish of Kilbegnet, Barony of Ballymoe and County of Galway. Threats and inducements were used in order to get the occupant to vacate the cottage, but to no avail. He was visited almost daily for a considerable time by Pollock’s agent, but he steadfastly refused to give up possession.[footnoteRef:729] [729:  Creggs NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 15, ll. 185-6.] 


Another story of the Pollok evictions that has survived relates to children going to school in the morning returning home to find their houses destroyed. A pupil at Creggs N.S. reported in relation to the evictions,

In turning the countryside into a cattle ranch whole villages were wiped out in the course of a day. Children who left their homes for school in the morning sometimes found their houses levelled to the ground on their return, and the floor being ploughed up in preparation for grass seeds.[footnoteRef:730] [730:  Ibid., l. 66.] 


As the sale of the estate approached in the first decade of the twentieth century, a poem appeared in the Connacht Champion which represented the division of the estate as the righting of a wrong. Poet ‘Little Nell’ in a poem entitled ‘Pollock’s Evicted Tenants’ recalled the evictions and the subsequent emigration of tenants to America and Barbados, including those on an emigrant ship where an avaricious captain was going to nail down the hatches but the tenants were saved by an Horatio-type figure on the bridge. 
Prior to Pollok’s arrival, ‘happy homes lined the road’, ‘morning matins sweetly rose’ and ‘cuckoos sang from garden glades’. The final two of the twenty eight stanzas printed in the Connacht Champion read,

But now, thank God, the clouds are past
We live ‘neath brighter skies,
Where Pollock’s bullocks roamed at large
New hamlets now arise.

And Pollock’s star, thank God, is set
‘Twas oft eclipsed before
It’s now behind Corlaichen Hill
It’s sunk to rise no more.[footnoteRef:731] [731:  Connacht Champion, 3 April 1909.] 


Fergus Campbell in considering memory in rural Ireland, notes that often divisive periods were glossed over in terms of local folklore to avoid the repetition of local feuding.[footnoteRef:732] His sentiments are echoed by Beiner who states, ‘Memory also entails forgetting. Remembrance is a selective process,’ and notes numerous references in folklore relating to The Year of the French to respondents reluctant to name people involve in incidents because family members continued to live in the area.[footnoteRef:733] [732:  Fergus Campbell, ‘“Killing time” in rural Ireland, c. 1881-2013’, Irish Studies Review, 21:3, p. 
     285.]  [733:  Beiner, p. 113, 319.] 

There are no references in local folklore to recriminations within the local community following the evictions or the fact that the community may have been divided after some people went on to enjoy well-paid employment from Pollok. Another facet to this is that children in local national schools could belong to families brought into the area by Pollok to work as herds or masons. While many respondents are critical of Pollok in light of the evictions, others report with a note of pride that their ancestors were responsible for feeding Pollok’s award-winning livestock.[footnoteRef:734] Thus, evidence in relation to folklore must focus on not just the stories that are deemed fit for communal consumption, but also the divisive stories which, if told, might re-awaken old conflicts and disturb community life.[footnoteRef:735] [734:  Toberroe NS, Co. Galway, NFCS, lml. 16, l. 223.]  [735:  Campbell, ‘Killing Time’, p. 287.] 


Creation of a stereotype
Reasons for the eruption of the Land War are very evident from the population figures on the Glinsk Creggs estate in the late 1870s and 1880s. Those fortunate and determined enough to hold on to their tenancies looked forward to increased prosperity as agricultural prices increased. However, price drops in the late 1870s jolted the psyche of the tenant class and this, allied with a political organisation which the Independent Irish Party of the 1850s could never achieve, allowed the tenants to wield political power in a climate of an ever-widening franchise.
	As a new chapter in both Irish history and Irish historiography was being written Pollok was vilified in the emerging nationalistic discourse, presented as the stranger who came and cleared thousands in a merciless attempt to clear the human ‘encumbrances’ to make way for pasture for bullocks.
	Daniel Crilly was one writer who sought to give Pollok a role in a polemical pamphlet that featured bad evicting landlords pitted against a wholesome and bucolic tenantry. A native of Rostrevor, Co. Down, Crilly was educated in Liverpool and worked as a journalist there before joining the staff of The Nation in Dublin in 1880.[footnoteRef:736] An Honorary Secretary of the Home Rule Confederation of Great Britain and the Irish National League of Great Britain, he was elected as an MP in 1885 and held his seat for fifteen years. Writing in 1887 during the Plan of Campaign, he grouped Pollok in a discussion that included landlords such as the Marquis of Sligo, the Earl of Lucan, and William Scully of Ballycohey. The 1,200 families he speaks of may be a significant exaggeration of the figure in relation to Creggs alone, but his reference is to families dispossessed and not just evicted, [736:  M.R., ‘Our Poets. No. 19: Daniel Crilly, M.P.’, The Irish Monthly, Vol. 16, No. 185, (Nov. 
     1888), pp. 666-7.] 


Numerous other cases might be instanced in which wholesale clearances were effected, just because the landlord ‘wanted the land’. Allan Pollock, an agricultural speculator, purchased 28,000 acres in Galway, the valuation of which was £12,700. The human beings on this property he looked upon as mere encumbrances, and he drove them off without mercy. Solvency was no safeguard. Those who could pay their rent went the same way as those who could not; and in one district alone, in the neighbourhood of the village of Creggs, something like 1,200 families were dispossessed, and their houses razed to the ground to make way for sheep.[footnoteRef:737] [737:  Daniel Crilly, Irish Evictions, LSE Selected Pamphlets (1887), p. 11.] 


There is no doubt that Pollok’s project helped shape public opinion towards the Encumbered Estates Court in the 1850s and later decades. The extent of his project and the vehemence with which the matter was discussed in the press created a situation where Pollok, associated in the public mind with others such as Mathers in Moore, helped shape a stereotype of the Encumbered Estates purchaser as the hard-headed Scot when, in fact, most of the land was purchased by native landlords.
	Thomas Miller, addressing landlords in 1858, pointed out that there were then 660 Scottish farmers in Ireland, many of whom had come via the Encumbered Estates Court, compared to ninety six natives of England, the Scottish men outnumbered their English counterparts by seven to one.[footnoteRef:738] [738:  ‘Statistics of Irish Prosperity’, Dublin University Magazine, Vol. 52, Dec. 1858, p. 717. See 
     also Thomas Miller, ‘The agricultural and social state of Ireland in 1858: Being the results of 
     the experience of Englishmen and Scotchmen who have settled in Ireland in relation to the 
     people, climate, soil productions, and the progress of agricultural improvement in the country; 
     with an appendix, consisting of letters from Scotch and English proprietors and farmers 
     resident in Ireland’, (Dublin, 1858), (National Library of Ireland, Pamphlets Collection, P770).] 

	T.P. O’Connor in his book on the Parnell movement said of Pollok, ‘He was a Scotchman, and one of the objects of these wholesale evictions was to replace the Irish population by men of another race, and the tenantry by sheep and bullocks.’ O’Connor draws no parallel between the peoples of Ireland and Scotland and refers to Pollok as being of ‘another race’. O’Connor stated that five names ‘stand out in bold relief among the wholesale evictors’ and his list of five is as follows: Marquis of Sligo, Earl of Lucan, Mr. Allan Pollock, Lord Leitrim and Mr. John George Adair. His statements suggest that Allan Pollok played a key role in shaping public opinion and in creating a perception of the incoming Encumbered Estates Court owners as being from Scotland.[footnoteRef:739] [739:  T.P. O’Connor, The Parnell Movement (2nd Ed., London, 1886), p. 161.] 

	Padraig G. Lane in an article on unwanted tenants in Galway and Mayo in the 1850s pointed to other examples of purchasers who evicted tenants, including William Corrie of Brabazon Park, near Swinford, Co. Mayo; Lord Campbell, the purchaser of Arthur Lynch’s property at Barna and Daniel Mathers in Moore.’[footnoteRef:740]	Introduced in 1849, it was some years before the visible effects of the Encumbered Estates Court could be seen on the landscape of the west of Ireland and, by that time the increasing prevalence of tenant-oriented newspapers ensured that when the Pollok evictions took place there was better opportunity to highlight the evictions. For example, the Roscommon Journal in June 1854 condemned the system ‘which would displace the residents of the property with as much sangfroid as if they had been but sojourners for a day’.[footnoteRef:741] [740:  Padraig G. Lane, ‘The tedious business of unwanted tenants: Galway and Mayo in the 
     1850s, Journal of the Galway Archaeological and Historical Society, Vol. 60, 2008, p. 
     126.]  [741:  Roscommon Journal, 24 June 1854.] 

	In May, 1856, the Nation reported on a meeting of the Irish Tenant League held on the previous Tuesday. The Chairman read a letter from the Rev. P. Reynolds, PP, Claremorris, Archdiocese of Tuam, enclosing funds for the league. In the letter the parish priest stated, 

It is a gross mistake to suppose that the Pollocks are the exception to the general rule. Landlordism in this country is a cruel system of legalised oppression; and while self-interest is allowed to revel without check or restraint, what can we reasonably expect, considering the depraved tendencies of selfish human nature, but revolting acts of tyranny, not isolated cases of ‘conduct intolerable in a Christian land’, but oft repeated exhibitions of the most heart rending cruelty?[footnoteRef:742] [742:  Nation, 24 May 1856.] 


The above quote ‘conduct intolerable in a Christian land’ is familiar and appears to be an attempt to quote Disraeli during the debate, when he said that no one could have heard Mr Maguire’s statement ‘without arriving at the opinion that the exercise of rights under the law as described was most intolerable in a Christian nation’.[footnoteRef:743] [743:  Hansard 3, HC, cxli, 1716-7, (29 April 1856).] 

	Given the extent of the project Pollok initiated and the upheaval it was to cause for hundreds of families and the fact that it went on to create a type of improved farming heretofore unseen in the region, Pollok was always going to be a divisive figure and his project was used as a handy reference tool for people on both sides of the argument, be it the writers for the Journal of Agriculture or the nationalist commentators such as Daniel Crilly who used his name almost as a term of abuse.

Exemplar of clearance

‘Every movement and agitation against landlordism found its readiest recruits in the part of Ireland that of her thirty two counties had perhaps the bitterest experience of all the wrongs and privations’ – Michael Davitt[footnoteRef:744] [744:  Michael Davitt, The Fall of Feudalism in Ireland, (London, 1904), p. 145.] 


In the decades after the Pollok evictions, the Glinsk and Creggs areas were used as an exemplar of clearance and this in turn may have had a radicalising effect on the remaining population, but perhaps what radicalism did manifest was a result of prevailing attitudes in the area prior to Pollok’s arrival, given the huge disparity in the reception afforded to his plans in Ballinasloe and later in Glinsk Creggs.
	Tenants on the Glinsk Creggs estate mounted an impressive opposition to Pollok, given their poor circumstances and the fact that Pollok’s offer of money tempted many to avail of his largesse. However, hundreds of families were to be disappointed as they left the estate empty handed in November 1856. Resentment in the Glinsk area in the wake of the evictions did not dissipate immediately, as evidenced by an attempt to shoot Pollok’s agent, George Lowe, at Ardagh, Glinsk on 29 July 1861.[footnoteRef:745] [745:  Return of all offences committed in the County of Galway, West Riding, during the Eighteen 
     Months ended the 11th March 1862, House of Commons, p. 123.] 


[image: Ballincurry before]
Map 7. Townland of Ballincurry pre-eviction, surveyed 1837-38.[footnoteRef:746] [746:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, Co. Galway, 6 inch CE1, RN 38, GY007, surveyed 1838.] 

[image: Ballincurry after]
Map 8. Townland of Ballincurry post-eviction, surveyed 1890-91.[footnoteRef:747] [747:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, Co. Galway, 6 inch GY020-09, surveyed 1891.] 

Parnell and Pollok
Charles Stewart Parnell has been described as ‘a national leader of outstanding political acumen’ and during his career he rallied a demoralized peasantry to a belief that they could, by organised and disciplined protest, win a better life for themselves.[footnoteRef:748] [748:  James Loughlin, ‘Constructing the political spectacle: Parnell, the press and national 
     leadership, 1879-86’, in Boyce and O’Day, pp. 235-6.] 

Parnell was aware of the clearances effected by Pollok and used them in a debate on the subject in October 1879. The Times reported on a public meeting held in St. Mary’s Hall in Belfast in mid-October, convened under the auspices of the Ulster Home Government Association, to review the present condition of Ireland with M.P.s Parnell and Biggar as the central figures.[footnoteRef:749] [749:  The Times, 16 October 1879.] 


A Scotch gentleman had explained to him the system of Mr Allan Pollock, who had converted a farm into 100-acre farms, and cleared away the people. He (Mr Parnell) put a question to the gentleman. He said he did not think the system was a good one … he (Mr Parnell) asked the gentleman, Did he suppose that Mr Allan Pollock, the single man, was a better customer to the English merchants and the English manufacturer than the hundreds of families would have been if Mr Pollock had left them on the land?

Creggs in the 1880s was an active centre of the Land League and later the National League. Demonstrations, large pseudo-militaristic gatherings, were a key element in Parnell’s political armoury, featuring green banners and rosettes and the night-time gatherings were even more impressive, conducted by the light of thousands of firebrands.[footnoteRef:750] The Roscommon Messenger in May 1880 reported on an ‘enthusiastic and very largely attended land meeting’ held in Creggs.[footnoteRef:751] ‘Green was worn profusely, and banners waved in all directions bearing such mottoes as ‘Behold the dawn of freedom’, ‘God save Ireland’, ‘Parnell, save my people’. The platform included Mr J. W. Nally and J. W. Walshe from Balla, Co. Mayo, J. J. Louden B.L., Matt Harris from Ballinasloe and Rev. W. Mulrenin took the chair. ‘Resolutions were passed seeking a measure of protection for tenants and also pledging not to take a holding from which someone had been evicted for non-payment of rent.’ [750:  Loughlin, in Boyce and O’Day, pp. 226.]  [751:  Roscommon Messenger, 29 May 1880] 

By 1880 Charles Stewart Parnell was demonstrating an awareness of the problems created by conditions in areas such as Glinsk and Creggs, where the best land was farmed by graziers or large farmers and large numbers of smaller farmers lived in congested conditions. Parnell commented in late 1880,

Everywhere you go to you see all the rich lands without any inhabitants, and on the poorer lands and on the bogs you see people crowded together in small holdings (hear, hear). Well, then, before we talk of emigration to some other country wouldn’t it be better for us to develop the fields of migration which exist in our own country (cheers).[footnoteRef:752] [752:  Freeman’s Journal, 6 December 1880, as quoted by Liam Kennedy in ‘The economic thought 
     of the nation’s lost leader: Charles Stewart Parnell’, in Boyce and O’Day, p. 180.] 


In 1882 the local secretary of the Creggs branch was forwarding money to the Parnell Fund.[footnoteRef:753] By September 1884, meetings of the Kilbegnet branch of the National League were being held, with a Mr T. Hurley elected President and a Mr Mulrenin, presumably a relative of the late parish priest, elected Treasurer.[footnoteRef:754] In January 1885, Creggs was the scene of an enthusiastic tenant meeting attended by ‘thousands of sturdy Roscommon men’.[footnoteRef:755] ‘The Chairman, Mr John Fitzgibbon, Castlerea, explained in a pithy speech his surprise at such a large meeting, as almost all the surrounding country in the counties of Roscommon and Galway was inhabited by bullocks instead of human beings.’ [753:  Nation, 1 April 1882.]  [754:  Ibid., 27 September 1884.]  [755:  Ibid., 17 January 1885.] 

	The National League continued to find a stronghold in Creggs. In March 1886 the following resolution was passed at a meeting in Kilbegnet,

That it is with alarm we look at the distress prevalent in the district, together with the number of processes scattered broadcast, and in some cases the sentences of death carried out, and that we approve the spirit of the rackrented tenants of the notorious Pollock who refused to pay without a substantial reduction.[footnoteRef:756] [756:  Nation, 14 March 1886.] 


A week later the same branch passed a resolution condemning outrages and calling on the ratepayers in the Creggs division to vote for Mr John O’Kelly. The action of Allan Pollock and D. Kirwan towards their rackrented tenants was also condemned.[footnoteRef:757] [757:  Ibid., 21 March 1886.] 

	The Irish National League held a meeting at Mount Mary, Creggs in March 1886 to protest at John Pollok’s plans to evict tenants for non-payment of rent. Fife and drum bands were present from adjoining districts and resolutions were passed in support of Parnell and the Irish Parliamentary Party.[footnoteRef:758] [758:  Roscommon Messenger, 27 March 1886.] 

Pollok’s tenants in Creggs initiated a rent strike as part of the Plan of Campaign. The Freeman’s Journal sent a correspondent to Creggs in 1888 as part of a series of reports on estates where the Plan was adopted.[footnoteRef:759] The correspondent observed the spectacle of clearance in Creggs, [759:  Report from Freeman’s Journal reprinted in Roscommon Messenger, 9 June 1888.] 


To say that the whole countryside where once dwelt a thrifty and industrious people, has been depopulated cannot convey the remotest idea of the desolation this one man has been enabled to bring about. As far as the eye can reach for many miles no roof tree breaks the monotony of green grass and mountainy slopes. One has a sense of the most appalling loneliness in the midst of such a scene, for not a sound reaches the ear, not a human being is to be seen, not a movement to be noted over that vast and desolate wilderness.[footnoteRef:760] [760:  Ibid.] 


Rents had been fixed by arbitration in 1882 following the passing of the 1881 Land Act, but tenants were disappointed with the outcome, the highest abatement being 5s in the £.[footnoteRef:761] In 1885 tenants received a 10 per cent reduction. During the Plan of Campaign rent strike 254 tenants sought a reduction of 8s in the pound and the agreement eventually reached was for 5s 6d in the pound.[footnoteRef:762] Rents were further reduced by the Land Commissioners in 1890.[footnoteRef:763] [761:  Ibid.]  [762:  Ibid.]  [763:  Ibid., 4 January 1890.] 

In the midst of turmoil in his career and in declining health, Parnell opted to speak in Creggs in September 1891, knowing that a welcome would always await him in Creggs given the events that had unfolded in that locality. Three months earlier he had married Katharine O’Shea and his opponents were gaining ground, winning a by-election in Carlow and he suffered another blow when William O’Brien and John Dillon joined the anti-Parnellite side on their release from prison in Galway in July.[footnoteRef:764] Alan O’Day notes that only a fraction of Irish people ever heard Parnell speak or caught a glimpse of him in the flesh.[footnoteRef:765] It was 1891 before he travelled widely speaking throughout the country and generally he confined his travels to market towns served by the rail network.[footnoteRef:766] The location of the meeting is significant in that Creggs had by this juncture become an exemplar of clearance and the significance of the location would not have been lost on newspaper readers as they read reports of the meeting. Just as O’Connell had selected sites of historic significance for his ‘monster meetings’ and had referred to the local landscapes to awaken in his audiences an awareness of their grievance and the need for redress, so too the location of the meeting in Creggs was in itself a statement of intent.[footnoteRef:767] [764:  Philip Bull, ‘The fall of Parnell: The political context of his intransigence’, in Boyce and 
     O’Day, pp. x, 144.]  [765:  Alan O’Day, ‘Parnell: orator and speaker’, in Boyce and O’Day, p. 210.]  [766:  Ibid.]  [767:  S. Ryder, ‘The Politics of Landscape and Region in Nineteenth-Century Poetry’ in G. Hooper 
     and L. Litvack (Eds), Ireland in the Nineteenth Century: Regional Identity (Dublin, 2000), pp. 
     169-184, as quoted by Gearóid Ó Tuathaigh in Campbell and Varley p. 5.] 

Reporting on the forthcoming meeting, The Roscommon Messenger stated, 

As we have stated the country around Creggs affords a strong though sad illustration of this terrible fact [evictions]. In this one parish, let it never be forgotten, twelve hundred families – six thousand human beings – were driven forth to make room for cattle and sheep, without any effectual protest be made against this wholesale cruelty and robbery. There were, indeed, articles and letters or papers condemning the action, and even Mr Disraeli and others made speeches in Parliament in the same direction; but there was no potent force in Ireland to step between the oppressed and the oppressors and to insist that the former had some rights in the soil they were born on which should be respected even against the claims of the foreign squatter.[footnoteRef:768] [768:  Roscommon Messenger, 26 September 1891.] 


Parnell’s last hours are well chronicled and the meeting was reported in papers such as the Scotsman. It noted that leaving Broadstone terminus, ‘Addressing a crowd that had assembled to see him off, he said that he was going to Creggs contrary to his doctor’s orders as he was suffering from a severe cold.’[footnoteRef:769]  [769:  Scotsman, 18 September 1891.] 

The report went on to state ‘Mr Parnell stayed at Roscommon overnight, and proceeded yesterday to Creggs … he looked very pale, and carried his left arm, in which he was suffering from rheumatism, in a sling.’ At the meeting, ‘Mr Parnell who was loudly cheered, said that he had been ordered by his doctor not to leave his room, but he would not disappoint the men of Galway and Roscommon, especially as if he did the seceders would be saying he was beaten.’
	The Western People also reported on the meeting.[footnoteRef:770] It noted that Parnell stayed at Kearns’s Hotel, ironically one of the first buildings erected by Pollok in the village of Creggs.[footnoteRef:771] After receiving a number of addresses, the public meeting was held in the Main Street of the town and Mr James Kearns presided. Among those present at the meeting was John Fitzgibbon, Castlerea, who addressed the meeting, saying that independence could never be won by cringing to Englishmen. Mr Parnell told the meeting, [770:  Western People, 3 October 1891.]  [771:  See Appendix 4: Interview with Donal Brennan, 24 August 2010.] 


They cannot claim that this meeting has been got together by means of excursion trains (hear, hear). There are no railway lines anywhere within ten miles and if the promotion of the meeting could have fixed upon a more difficult spot of access and more depopulated in the whole of the counties of much-depopulated Mayo and Galway and Roscommon for the purpose of showing what the spirit of the men of Roscommon and Galway could do, I believe they would have done so, but they could not find a more inaccessible place.[footnoteRef:772] [772:  Western People, 3 October 1891.] 


In making reference to the spectacle of clearance around Creggs, Parnell was deviating from his usual style of speech. O’Day notes that Parnell’s speeches were notable for an absence of reference to local grievances, ‘Parnell preferred the plateau of generalization and principle to the trenches of particularized or local problems’.[footnoteRef:773] [773:  Alan O’Day, ‘Parnell: orator and speaker’, in Boyce and O’Day, pp. 211-212.] 

During the course of what was to be his last speech in Ireland, Parnell reflected on what could have been if the organisation had existed thirty years earlier.

In coming to the West of Ireland I have often thought, when seeing the desolate roof-trees, and the vast extent of cleared land without a human habitation, that we were thirty years too late in the commencement of our struggle in 1879, that much of the power and strength which might have been concerned for the future Irish nation, if we had been able to commence the work of the Land League in 1849 instead of 1879 might have been here still.[footnoteRef:774] [774:  Western People, 3 October 1891.] 


The Tuam Herald, reporting on the meeting, noted that the crowd that turned out to see Parnell in Creggs was short of 3,000 people. ‘When one considers the remoteness of the place and its inaccessibility that so vast a gathering should be got together in a practically uninhabited quarter, is a proof of the popularity of the speaker.’[footnoteRef:775] [775:  Tuam Herald, 3 October 1891.] 

[image: Gorteenfada before and after]
Map 9. Townland of Gorteenfada pre and post-eviction, surveyed 1838 and 1891.[footnoteRef:776] [776:  Ordnance Survey Ireland, , Co. Galway 6 inch CE1 GY 019, GY020, surveyed 1838, GY020, 
      surveyed 1891.] 


Pollok and the UIL

‘It was not in that House [House of Commons] that Land Acts were created, they were created … in the bogs of Connaught’ – T.W. Russell, 1902[footnoteRef:777] [777:  Hansard 4, HC, civ, 95 (28 February 1902), in Fergus Campbell ‘Irish Popular Politics and the 
     Making of the Wyndham Land Act, 1901-1903’, The Historical Journal, Vol. 45, No. 4 
     (December 2002), p. 773.] 


The United Irish League was a movement founded in 1898 aimed at bringing about a conclusion to the land movement by boycotting landlords, families that took farms from which people had been evicted (‘landgrabbers’) and graziers. The objective of distributing grazing land was particularly appealing to tenant families living in congested districts. Comparing the United Irish League to the Land League and the National League, Philip Bull describes it as ‘the most developed of the three agitations and the one which embodied the accumulation of experience from the other two’.[footnoteRef:778] [778:  Bull, p. 116.] 

The third branch of the United Irish League in Ireland was established in Glinsk, according to local priest Canon Bernard Geraghty, addressing a meeting in September 1910 aimed at reorganising the Glinsk branch.[footnoteRef:779] [779:  Roscommon Journal, 17 September 1910.] 

As one of Ireland’s most prolific evictors, the conduct of Allan Pollok was seized upon by the United Irish League in the early years of the twentieth century. John Fitzgibbon, a draper in Castlerea, was a leading figure in the United Irish League in the west of Ireland. Born in 1849, he heard talk of the Pollok evictions as a young boy. Castlerea being the nearest large town to the Glinsk area, it was where many tenants would have bought the provisions that could not be catered for locally. In 1902 he was visited by Hugh Sutherland, an American who was investigating the Irish land question. As part of his explanation to Sutherland of how the problems arose, he brought Sutherland on a journey to Glinsk. Sutherland reported, 

We passed Kilbegnet, turned north, skirted the tiny hamlet of Crosswell and so reached the place called Glinsk. Here there was another relic of Irish Ireland. On the side of the hill was the gray ruin of a big house, known, of course, as ‘the castle’. It had belonged to the Burkes, I was told, a fine old family of the country. There were about 10,000 acres. The Burkes were good landlords, but they became embarrassed financially at the time of the great famine, and the estate was sold to Pollock, ‘the arch evictor’, and 1100 families were turned out of their homes. A few miles more of the empty ranches, then a few miles across bogs that seemed to stretch to the horizon.[footnoteRef:780] [780:  Sutherland, p. 59.] 


Later in their conversation, Fitzgibbon added, 

You heard me speak of Allen Pollock, known as the ‘arch evictor’ … Pollok evicted 1,100 families. No reason or excuse was necessary, beyond the fact that he wanted the lands. Men who had been born and raised on the little farms were put on the roadside. Many had struggled through the famine, only to be evicted at last, in spite of their ability to pay the rents. Pollock’s idea was to work his land as a series of great farms, under the care of stewards and laborers. But the scheme failed. In fifteen years a receiver was appointed and the land was divided up among half a dozen graziers. The cattle browse to-day where the homes of 5,000 people once stood. In these terrible days the estates of Lord Dillon and Lord de Freyne became a refuge for evicted tenants.[footnoteRef:781] [781:  Ibid., p. 68-9.] 


Five years after that conversation Fitzgibbon gave evidence to the Royal Commission on Congestion in Ireland and said, 

I can remember myself the Pollock clearances, where, in one district, comprising only a portion of his estate, over 1,100 families were evicted, and not for non-payment of rent but simply for the purpose of consolidating the holdings and turning them into vast grass ranches in which condition they are seen today.[footnoteRef:782] [782:  Evidence of John Fitzgibbon, Castlerea, to the Royal Commission on Congestion in Ireland, 
     Friday 15 March 1907, Royal Commission on Congestion in Ireland; The British 
     Parliamentary Papers, 1907, XXXVI, 261, [cd.3630], Q. 25391, Appendices II and VII.; 
     CMSIED 9801356.] 


Fitzgibbon’s statement of remembering the evictions as a boy aged seven merits further examination. It is questionable how much a boy of seven could have understood of the complexities of the evictions, but it is an impressionable age and Enda Delaney has pointed to the radicalising effect that kissing the cold hand of the lifeless Fr Andrew Conroy had on the seven-year-old John MacHale, later Archbishop of Tuam. Conroy was hanged after he was found guilty of treason for assisting the French forces in 1798. MacHale’s sister, recounting the effect on MacHale stated, ‘It is said that he then vowed in his heart, that if the Almighty gave him life, ability and position, he would expose the misdeeds of those who ruled Ireland’.[footnoteRef:783] Likewise the injustice of seeing his family evicted remained with Michael Davitt for his lifetime, so perhaps the sights and stories surrounding the Pollok evictions had a radicalising effect on the young Fitzgibbon. [783:  Bernard O’Reilly, John MacHale, Archbishop of Tuam: His life, Times, and Correspondence, 
     (New York, 1890), Vol. 1, p. 28, in Delaney, The Curse of Reason, pp. 9-10.] 

Fitzgibbon’s repeated stating of a figure of 1,100 families being turned out by Pollok needs further investigation. John Kelly has stated that Pollok evicted over 500 families in Glinsk and Creggs. Another 150 left the estate after receiving compensation from Pollok, but their going was hardly voluntary and represented a ‘turning out’ as Fitzgibbon puts it. There were fewer than 250 tenants on the West estate in Ballinasloe when Pollok took over and he said all but two gave up voluntarily but it could be argued that they were ‘turned out’. A great many more tenants were turned out of the other portions of land near Ballinasloe that Pollok purchased and if that number reached 200, it could be argued that Pollok indeed ‘turned out’ 1,100 families. However, it is not Fitzgibbon’s contention that all of these were evicted. Yet Fitzgibbon’s statements appear to relate to the Glinsk Creggs area where the total number of tenants was 900, so there is some confusion about the inflation of the figure.
	Fitzgibbon in his evidence to the Royal Commission on Congestion in Ireland also noted that in November 1879, Parnell, addressing a meeting of tenant farmers in Roscommon town, proposed a basis of settlement to the Irish landlords by offering them twenty years’ purchase on the Poor Law valuation.[footnoteRef:784] [784:  Evidence of John Fitzgibbon, Castlerea to the Royal Commission on Congestion in 
     Ireland, 15March 1907, Royal Commission on Congestion in Ireland; The British 
     Parliamentary Papers, 1907, XXXVI, 261, [cd.3630], Q. 25397, Appendices II and VII.; 
     CMSIED 9801356.] 


Pollok in the House of Commons
The debates of April and May 1856 were not the last time that Pollok’s name was to feature in debates in the House of Commons and three contributions from T.M. Healy from Bantry in 1891, Cork M.P. James C. Flynn in 1901 and T.P. O’Connor in 1908 demonstrate how Pollok’s name had become a by-word for the evicting landlord at the close of the land war in the early twentieth century.[footnoteRef:785] [785:  Jordan, ‘John O'Connor Power, Charles Stewart Parnell and the Centralisation of Popular 
     Politics in Ireland’, Irish Historical Studies , Vol. 25, No. 97 (May, 1986), p. 47.] 

In 1891, T.M. Healy in a debate on the purchase of congested districts, where contributors included C.S. Parnell and Arthur Balfour (himself a Scottish landowner), stated that the question emerged after the arrival of,

big graziers, Scotch gentlemen who, turning out the tenants, occupied enormous tracts of country, erected a few herd houses, and commenced business with a few thousand sheep and bullocks and a cask of Scotch whisky. Then began the horror of the Irish people of grazing farmers. Mr Allan Pollock was the King of Scotch graziers, but when his funeral passed through Ballinasloe, in 1880, not a blind was drawn in token of respect.[footnoteRef:786] [786:  Eugene L. Rasor, Arthur James Balfour, 1848-1930: Historiography and Annotated 
     Bibliography (Connecticut, 1998), p. 16; Hansard 3, HC, cccliii, 325-7 (7 May 1891).] 


In 1901 Mr James C. Flynn, M.P. for Cork, introducing the Congested Districts (Ireland) Bill, said history furnished too many examples of how congested districts were created by driving people from good land to bogs and barren rock,

In the county of Galway we have an instance of a man named Pollock, who purchased 20,000 acres, and the 12,000 human beings living upon that property he looked upon as encumbrances, and drove them out without mercy. Solvency was no safeguard; those who could pay were driven off with those who could not, and their homes were razed to the ground to make way for sheep.[footnoteRef:787] [787:  Hansard 4, HC, xc, 1430-95 (13 March 1901).] 


Some years later Athlone native T.P. O’Connor M.P. referred to the effect that the Pollok evictions had around Ballinasloe,

One of his earliest recollections as a boy was the name of Allan Pollock, a gentle-man who amassed a fortune in Glasgow. He went to Ireland when that country was crushed and bleeding from every pore, when people were lying dead from hunger by the side of the roadside in a land of plenty, and he jittered the dictum, that Ireland would be a beautiful country but for the people … Ireland was so much of a tragedy that it required all his self-control to deal with it without betraying emotion. When he had to speak of a man like Allan Pollock, whose work they had to undo, he spoke of him coming to that fair portion of the county of Galway within a few miles of the town in which he was born and clearing 13,000 out of 15,000 acres of every human being upon them.[footnoteRef:788] [788:  Hansard 4, HC, clxxxiii, 748-832 (4 February 1908).] 


The repeated disparaging references to Pollok in the House of Commons were not something that any member of the Pollok family could have foreseen when they embarked upon their Irish project.

Sale of the estate
The Pollok evictions were recalled again as momentum gathered in advance of the sale of the estate to the Congested Districts Board. In October 1904 a meeting of tenants decided ‘not to enter into any agreement to purchase unless the entire estate out of which 1,100 families had been evicted is offered for sale’.[footnoteRef:789] Also in 1904 large contingents from Glinsk attended a UIL meeting in Glenamaddy which was addressed by John Fitzgibbon.[footnoteRef:790]  [789:  Roscommon Journal, 12 November 1904.]  [790:  Western People, 23 April 1904.] 

The sale and distribution of the Pollok estate was to drag on for a further six years. At a meeting in March 1907, presided over by parish priest, Bernard Geraghty, those present included many of the tenants whose families had been left in situ in the Mount Mary area. Interestingly, had Pollok persevered with his clearances of these townlands, it would have meant that there were fewer tenants in place to demand the breaking up of the estate fifty years after he began his project.[footnoteRef:791] [791:  Roscommon Messenger, 30 March 1907.] 

In 1909 Fr Walter Conway P.P., addressing a meeting in Glenamaddy, said that it was a spectacle to make angels weep, man, created in the likeness of God, squatted on the bogs in misery in sight of the land which their fathers rescued from sterility

You are aware of how this state of things has been brought about; all of you have heard of the doings and many of you have witnessed the fell deeds of the notorious Allan Pollok. In the black annals which chronicle the foul deeds of felonious landlordism there is not a blacker chapter, nor a sadder page than that which chronicles the doings of that arch-enemy of the Irish race (groans).[footnoteRef:792] [792:  Irish People, 30 December 1909.] 


In August 1909 agreement was reached for the sale of the Pollok estate in Glinsk and Creggs. Fifty new holdings were marked out in Glinsk and agreement was reached on who should get the new holdings and how their vacated land should be redistributed. In April 1910 the tenants became uneasy that if matters dragged on further, they would lose access to the land during the important summer months of hay-making. A delegation was sent to meet the grazier on 9 April, but no progress was reported. On Saturday, 15 April the lands were cleared and the stock driven to Ballymoe to the home of the grazier. The cattle were put back on the lands in Glinsk that night. On Sunday at 4 pm, two thousand people gathered and drove the stock and they were driven for a third consecutive day on Monday, a fact that The Scotsman saw fit to report.[footnoteRef:793] Two weeks later there were a series of drives on the estate, with three farms cleared and a total of 400 men involved. Less than a month later a settlement was arrived at on the Pollok estate, with the tenants getting 900 acres of grass lands into their hands and ten days later to get the 330-acre Ardagh farm and the 260-acre Ballincurry farm, the location of the cattle drives[footnoteRef:794]. [793:  Roscommon Messenger, 23 April 1910, Scotsman, 18 April 1910.]  [794:  Roscommon Journal, 28 April 1910.] 

	Events on the Pollok estate appeared to embolden tenants on neighbouring estates. In November 1911, a bailiff was prevented from executing decrees on the Rodney estate near Creggs. ‘A bailiff guarded by a half a hundred armed police visited the estate to make seizures for rent ... The party was met by a crowd numbering between four hundred and five hundred, bands played, horns were blown and a wild scene of turmoil and tumult was kept up till the police party left without securing anything.’[footnoteRef:795] [795:  Scotsman, 23 November 1911.] 

	As the local area prepared for the sale of the Pollok estate, Luke Kenny J.P., Mayor of Hyde, a prosperous town near Manchester, visited his home in Toberroe, Glinsk. The Roscommon Journal reported that he stated that on his last visit houses were being razed to the ground by the landlords, but now, to his agreeable surprise he found that the situation had been reversed and that houses were being raised up for the people to live in.’[footnoteRef:796] [796:  Roscommon Journal, 21 August 1909.] 


Conclusion
The Pollok evictions cast a long shadow, both locally and nationally. Pollok’s name was repeatedly used by tenant leaders, from M.P.s speaking in the House of Commons to the memory of unjust evictions which were nursed by families evicted by Pollok, whether they now resided in the local region or a wider region of counties Galway and Roscommon.
At national level, the fact that evictions were seen as a wrong that needed to be righted was reflected in the introduction of the Evicted Tenants Act of 1907. The mood nationally in terms of reinstating evicted tenants appeared to be mirrored in the locality, albeit that in Glinsk and Creggs the evictions were now half a century ago. A respondent to the Schools’ folklore collection also made references in the 1930s to former evicted tenants being settled on the newly divided Pollok lands, ‘many descendants of the evicted tenants have since returned and settled down on the land of their forefathers.[footnoteRef:797] [797:  Told by Rita Kelly to M.J. Kelly, Creggs, Creggs NS, Co. Galway. NFCS, lml. 15, l. 67.] 

Records relating to how the estate was divided do not appear to have survived. However the roll call of tenants placed on the formerly untenanted land in Glinsk features among its names Andrew Kelly of Boggauns receiving a farm in Ballincurry, where they were to become neighbours of the Hurley family, which had been evicted from Cuilnacappy. The reference in the school folklore to the Quinn’s ancestor Edmund McKeague being evicted also is a link in that the Quinns received a farm in Ardagh.
Perhaps the most symbolic new farm steading in Glinsk was that which was built on the ruins of the Pollok covered steading in Glinsk. That was to become the home of John Hagarty and his family. Hagarty had been living in Glinsk since at least 1901 and was born in the early 1850s.[footnoteRef:798] Although no direct link has been proved to date, given the symbolism and the unusual spelling of the surname, it would appear that this John Hagarty was a descendant of the tenant whose case had allowed the Pollok tenantry to remain in their holdings for the crucial year from 1855 to 1856, by which time Pollok’s ‘mania for eviction’ appear to have waned somewhat in that over 200 tenants were then allowed to remain in the Mount Mary area of Creggs.[footnoteRef:799] [798:  Census of Ireland, 1901, County Galway, ED Ballynakill, townland of Glinsk, Hagarty 
     household, http://www.census.nationalarchives.ie/reels/nai000819398, 
    accessed 5 May 2014.]  [799:  Sligo Independent, 7 May 1856, The Times, 8 May 1856.] 

7. 
Conclusion

This examination of the Pollok evictions clearly illuminates a number of facets of life in Connacht in the mid-1850s and poses significant questions in terms of the prevailing orthodoxy on evictions in Ireland.
	An examination of social conditions in this most difficult of decades reveals the powerful role of the local land agent and the authority of the local clergy, where they were able to maintain cohesion among the local community. It reveals the prevalence of poor housing and the lack of incentive for tenants to improve housing when they faced an uncertain future. In fact, this thesis shows the large difference in terms of housing conditions that can exist in one region and queries why historians have placed such value on a family being allowed to remain in a house when that house is a mud cabin with a porous thatch roof and little or no furniture.
	For poorer tenants, their only resource was the tenuous grip they held on their tenancy of a few acres. The idea that this tenancy was somehow split between the home and the land is erroneous, the only item of value was the land, however many lines were written about the importance of the hearth to the Irish tenant. Apart from the tenancy, the only other resource open to the tenants was the option of combination, but there were few tenants as brave or foolhardy as Michael John Burke, whose leadership qualities earned him seven years transportation.
	Two unusual yet representative figures have emerged from obscurity as a result of this study, agent Michael Kelly and parish priest William Mulrenin. The resignation of Michael Kelly, which he states was a result of his concern for his neighbours and fellow tenants, and his replacement by the portly Scottish steward Mr. John Snodgrass represents a watershed in terms of the background and role of the Irish land agent. It is unlikely that Kelly had any scientific training, but likewise Snodgrass’s knowledge of the nature of Irish land tenure and customs probably also left a lot to be desired. Had Kelly continued in Pollok’s employment, perhaps Pollok could have avoided some of cultural clashes which ensued, such as the closing of holy wells.
	If Kelly was the last of a particular mould of land agent, then Fr. Mulrenin represented the end of an era in terms of post-Famine clergy. Ordained by MacHale, he followed in the maverick footsteps of the Tuam Archbishop right up to the time of his death, urging tenants to band together and fight landlordism. By this stage he had fallen foul of his ecclesiastical superiors, but the scenes at his funeral suggest that he continued to enjoy popular support.
	Despite the upheaval caused by evictions in Scotland, the Polloks professed surprise at the level of resistance their improving efforts encountered in Ireland. The cultural chasm was to prove costly for the Polloks, especially the discovery of an additional 530 tenant families on the Glinsk Creggs property. This failure to comprehend the realities of Irish land tenure in the west of Ireland created a scenario where the smooth transition experienced on the ‘Lismany’ property was never going to be replicated on the ‘Skehard’ property.
The vastly different fate of tenants on the two halves of the property helped in part to obscure what happened on the Pollok property; in fact there is no one single story, every region and sub region on the vast estate fared differently, depending on when it was purchased and what the prior conditions were. Yet, it remains that the arrival of the Pollok family had serious repercussions over the course of a number of years for over 1,200 families across north east Galway. On the Glinsk Creggs estate alone, over 500 families were evicted. While work was to become available, it was evident prior to the evictions, according to M.P. George Henry Moore, that Pollok was already tiring of high farming and was preparing to let the farms out to large tenants.[footnoteRef:800] His Ballinasloe labourers saw just how precarious their finances were when Pollok suspended employment following the burning of the house at Sycamore Hill.[footnoteRef:801] [800:  Hansard 3, HC, cxlii, 701-3 (27 May 1856).]  [801:  Western Star, 8 July 1854.] 

The evictions in both the Glinsk Creggs area and the Ballinasloe area had a politicising effect on a number of key figures in late nineteenth century Ireland, including Matt Harris, John Fitzgibbon and T.P. O’Connor. The actions of the Pollok family also helped create a misguided stereotype of the Encumbered Estates Court purchaser as a foreign adventurer using his ‘parings of gold’ to decimate the countryside, clearing both the ‘ould stock’ of landlords and the tenantry. The ‘tabula rasa’ which resulted from the clearance was a very powerful motif and was recognised and employed by Parnell during his career. The migration of former Pollok tenants throughout counties Roscommon and Galway and the actions of significant political figures such as Harris and Fitzgibbon meant that the actions of the Pollok family were to reverberate in Connacht for forty years after the evictions.
	The story of the Pollok evictions became occluded in late twentieth century Ireland, due in some part to the rush to dismiss the significance of nineteenth century evictions. Solow’s 1971 work, which was a timely and reasoned questioning of the level of Irish evictions, caused a sea-change in attitude to evictions within Irish historiography and has come to be the dominant view on evictions.
	However, this examination of the Pollok evictions in the Glinsk Creggs area shows a significant weakness in Solow’s argument. Her dismissal of evictions where tenants were left as caretakers is over-simplifying the argument. In the 1850s, as Pollok sought to gloss over the nature of the evictions, Thomas Larcom rightly recognised that the evictions then on-going in Galway were de facto evictions. Being left in a house for a time was no panacea to an evicted tenant, which is borne out by the testimony of Ballinasloe-based tenants who eventually gave up their caretaker status in favour of small tenancies on adjoining estates. 
A family with a small tenancy in east Galway in the 1850s would have had much greater reason to mourn the loss of the few acres of land that sustained family life, provided grass for the cow, room for the pig to live as well as soil in which to grow potatoes and a small selection of other vegetables. A mud cabin could be raised with little outlay, with the help of friends and family and a suitable spell of weather. It was the land that was irreplaceable. Thus, Solow’s dismissal of all caretaker evictions is questionable and greater emphasis must be placed on establishing whether the family lost their home, their livelihood, or both.
This emphasis on the land being the tenancy as opposed to the home or hearth is a point largely overlooked to date. The need to reconnect with the land and ensure that their tenancies could never again be disturbed on the whim of a stranger guaranteed that security of tenure was the top political issue in the Galway/Roscommon region for decades to come. It is likely that it also encouraged many of those who left for America and Australia to have as their objective farm ownership. It was also apt that important Land League meetings were held in Creggs and the congested Mount Mary area and the village of Creggs, which had witnessed such upheaval thirty five years earlier, was a fitting setting for Parnell’s final address in Ireland.
	Over forty years have passed since Solow’s work and yet her thesis remains largely unquestioned, although historians such as Curtis and King are increasingly stressing the importance of nineteenth century evictions, particularly in terms of the psychological terror that they induced.[footnoteRef:802] Vaughan in his one-line dismissal of the Pollok evictions overlooked what was a most significant set of evictions in the third quarter of nineteenth century Ireland.[footnoteRef:803] The significance of the evictions lies not just in the events themselves, which caused a sensation at national level, but in the long-term repercussions.  [802:  L.P. Curtis, The Depiction of Eviction in Ireland 1845 – 1910; Carla King (Ed.), 
     Famine, land and culture in Ireland.]  [803:  Vaughan, Landlords and Tenants in Mid-Victorian Ireland, p. 27.] 

Just as Davitt was politicised by the eviction he witnessed as a child in Straide, so too the attitudes and actions of Harris, O’Connor and Fitzgibbon were shaped by their interaction with evicted tenants or their encountering the spectacle that cleared land presented.[footnoteRef:804] The determination of tenants in Glinsk and Creggs during the land war, their involvement with the Land League, National League and United Irish League until the eventual sale of the estate in approximately 1913 further underlines how this significant set of evictions reverberated in the area for at least two generations. [804:  Davitt, Jottings in Solitary, p. 6. ] 

	The lesson from this study of the Pollok evictions in the Glinsk Creggs area is that the term ‘caretaker’ in relation to eviction is really an umbrella under which a vast array of characters can take refuge. The outcome from a ‘caretaker’ eviction is as varied as the reasons that led to the cumbersome court process. A large number of nineteenth century evictions in Ireland have been dismissed because of ‘caretaker’ status. This dismissal of de facto evictions has also led to a diminution in the extent to which it is believed that capricious eviction in the 1850s was a root cause of the later Land War. This study shows how caretaker evictions can reverberate throughout a region for decades. Not alone were people removed against their will and dispersed over a great distance, many of those brought with them a sense of resentment and a sense that their treatment was unjust, it was a wrong that needed to be remedied. Parnell’s harnessing of that latent sentiment is just an exposition of his political acumen and also of the depth of feeling that existed in the region decades after events of the mid-1850s.
After forty years it is time for further investigation, not into the level of ‘caretaker’ evictions, but into the outcome of the evictions and the fate that befell the families involved in subsequent months or years. Solow’s thesis can no longer remain unquestioned. A tenancy in the west of Ireland in the 1850s revolved around the land and not the home. It is only through a cogent countering of Solow’s thesis that the role of evictions in the 1840s and 1850s in presaging the later Land War can properly be demonstrated.
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Appendices
Appendix 1: Letter from Frank Mee (12 August 2013)
Frank Mee
16 River Lawn
Abbey Farm
Celbridge
Co. Kildare
Mobile 087 2580875
E-mail:  frankmee@gmail.com
__________________________________________________________________
Pauline Scott
Ballinahowna
Creggs
Co. Galway

12th August 2013

Re:   	John Mee and Thomas Francis Mee
Pollock evictions Glinsk and KIlbegnet

Dear Pauline

I was interested to learn from Martin Ward that you were researching the Allan Pollock evictions in Glinsk and KIlbegnet in the 1850s for your PhD thesis. 

My family has a direct link with these infamous evictions which might be of relevance to your thesis. Let me explain.

I was born in Four Roads (formerly known as Tisara) in south Roscommon. My branch of the Mee family arrived in Four Roads when my Great Grandfather, Thomas Francis Mee, bought a 350 acre farm there in October 1889 for £300, having returned there from London with his English wife and then three children. 

Thomas Francis Mee was 66 when he died in April 1914, which suggests that he was born in 1848. His earliest memory was being carried on his father's back from the evictions in Glinsk / Kilbegnet. His father was John (Johnny) Mee who originally came from Ballincurry, Ballynakill which I know is close to present day Glinsk village. He was a tenant farmer there and is recorded in Griffiths Valuation as one of 9 tenants of a piece of land at Ballincurry with Allan Pollock as landlord. One of the co-tenants in the Griffiths Valuation record was listed as James Mee. I have found a genealogical record that tells me that John Mee’s father was also named John Mee. This John Mee was born in 1792 and married a Margaret Cuddy (born 1796) in Kilbegnet in 1815. They had three children – Bridget born 1816, James born 1818 and John born 1820. The John Mee born in 1792 is presumably the John Mee who is listed in the Ballincurry Tithe Applotment books from the 1830s as one of 56 tenants of a 201 acre holding which was split as to 120 acres of first quality land and 81 acres of third quality land. There are a number of other Mees listed as co-tenants in that Tithe Applotment Book.

Thomas Mee's mother was Nancy (Anna) Rooney from Castlecoote. Her family had the post office there for generations. We have evidence of links between the Rooney and Garvey families from Castlecoote who married Mees from Ballincurry in the early / mid 1800s. Rooney family records show that "Anna (Nancy) Mee, a married woman, aged 75, a Landholder’s Wife, of Coolusty, died on 15th August 1900, the death was registered by Margaret Mee, her daughter of Coolusty".

Thomas Mee talked about the eviction to his Roscommon family and that lore has been passed down through the generations to me and my siblings. From my conversation with you, you confirmed that John Mee and James Mee were evicted by Pollock in November 1856 and that would be consistent with the general verbal information passed down to me (I assume that that James Mee was John Mee’s brother born in 1818). That means that Thomas Francis Mee was aged 8 at the time of the eviction in November 1856 and one can picture the trauma for that boy as he was carried on his father’s back from the eviction. No wonder it left such a mark on him. We understand that Johnny Mee brought his evicted family to Clooneenbaun, Oran where we know that the Hanley family were very kind to them and helped them in their hour of need. At some stage, Thomas Mee left Roscommon for London where he did well. He turned out to be a sophisticated urbane man and must have picked up a good education somewhere along the way. He settled in the Isle of Dogs area in London. The street he lived in has been knocked down and was replaced in the 1990s by the Canary Wharf office complex. He married an English Catholic woman in London in 1877 when he was aged 29. His marriage certificate records him as an “Oil Cake Manufacturer”. He obviously was a good businessman and had a successful business career. We know that he owned a shop and that he had an involvement with the Coopers veterinary business (e.g. Coopers sheep dip).  He was advised by his doctor to take things easy and he returned to Ireland with his family and possessions in 1887. 

Initially, Thomas Mee bought a farm in Keenagh (Coolusty) Athleague in (we think) 1888. He brought his father Johnny Mee and sister Maggie (Margaret) Mee to stay with them on that farm. He remained in Coolusty until he bought the 350 acre farm in Four Roads in 1889. His father Johnny Mee became owner of the Coolusty farm at that stage and lived there for over 20 years until he died in 1910 in Athleague. He was recorded as being 81 years old in the 1901 census which confirms his birth year as circa 1820. He was 90 when he died, despite having a tough life and going through two awful events during his lifetime i.e. the great famine in the 1840s and 10 years later a forced eviction from his tenant farm leaving him and his family destitute. The Coolusty farm transferred on Johnny Mee’s death to his daughter Maggie who married a George Scally. They had no children and that line died out. Thomas Mee had at least two other siblings. One was a Mary Mee who returned from USA to Coolusty due to illness and died there in 1892. Our record says “Mary Mee, a spinster, aged 33, a servant, of Coolusty, Athleague, died on 29th November 1892.  John Mee, father, Coolusty, registered the death".  We understand that there was a sister who emigrated to USA and contact was eventually lost. It may be that there were other siblings but if there were we have no record. 

We know that Thomas Mee arrived to take over the Coolderry farm in 1889 with his wife and three children, all of whom were born in London. He had two further children born in Four Roads. He was a strong character and was a hard taskmaster for his sons Charles and Frank (the farm was willed to these two sons and split 50:50 between them in 1914). He brought lots of sophisticated furniture (including a large piano) from London. We know that in the early days they farmed from a British farming textbook. Thomas Mee would have left Ireland as a young man and would not have acquired the skills needed to run a big farm at that stage. His wife, Emma Harrison, was a very urbane English woman who had spent some years in Belgium and spoke fluent French. I can only imagine what she made of deepest rural Roscommon in the 1890s. They were a genteel couple and dined alone in the “parlour” while the servants and children dined in the kitchen.

After settling in Tisara (Four Roads) in October 1889, Thomas Mee became heavily involved as a community leader. He was the founder and Chairman of the Tisara Co-operative Agricultural Society in 1899. He donated the land to the society to erect its business premises. Unlike other co-op societies which were set up for specific purposes, the Tisara Society embodied a wide range of activities from the sale of eggs, farm and garden produce (including flowers), the provision of loans and the hire of implements and machinery. The Society acquired a steam thresher and other farm machines. He was well known to Sir Horace Plunkett, who founded the Irish Agricultural Organisation Society Limited (IAOS) in 1894 to develop co-operative business in rural Ireland. Thomas Mee served on the National Council of IAOS from 1912 until his untimely death in 1914.

So, in summary, there is a direct and known link between the evictions that you are researching and my direst ancestors Johnny Mee, his wife Nancy Rooney and his son Thomas Mee, who were evicted by Pollock in 1856 when Johnny was 36, when his wife was 31 and his son was 8. I do not have any photographs of Johnny Mee or Nancy Rooney. However, I do have some pictures of Thomas Mee and they are attached herewith. Feel free to use this letter or the Thomas Mee pictures in your thesis.

I hope that this letter is of assistance to you in your research. I wish you every success with your thesis when it is presented to UCG. 

Kind regards

Yours sincerely

__________________
Frank Mee

Appendix 2: Letter from Pam Neary (28 August 2013)

	Pam< pamaloo@pressenter.com>
	Wed, Aug 28, 2013 at 1:35 AM

	To: Pauline Scott <gorteenfada@gmail.com>

		Hello Pauline,

I have been following my ancestors who lived in the Kilbegnet/Glinsk area during the famine. My great-great-great grandmother was Esther Burns - apparently from Bookla townland in the Ballymoe area (still working on solidifying this connection) - who married Patrick Neary from Aghalative townland in Kilbegnet parish. Esther's brother, Thomas Burns, lived in the townland of Glinsk, farmed in Ballincurry and married Mary Courtney who I think was from the Kilbegnet parish (altho there are also Courtneys near Ballymoe). Their father was John Burns - the mother unknown. There was also a sister, Mary Burns who also married into a Courtney family, but she remains elusive with no further information about her.

Esther's husband, Pat Neary, died in early 1840, right before the birth of their second son, Patrick Neary (my g-g-grandfather). About a year later, in February, 1841, Esther married Peter Keegan of Rosdaul (farmed in Keelogues). They had 4 children over the next 8 years - during the famine - and in 1850 Peter and Esther Keegan sailed to New York - without their children, but with at least 2 of Esther's newphews - John and Hugh Burns. They immediately moved to Monmouth County, where several other families from the area already lived. In mid-1850's they moved to Rush County, Ill and after the Civil War, moved on to Whiteside County, Illinois. John Burns went with them. Hugh Burns to the California Gold Rush. Their parents and remaining siblings all moved to Rush County after Allan Pollack evictions of mid 1850s.

Here are some other families from the Kilbegnet/Glinsk/Ballinakill/Ballymoe area (you know, I assume, that these parishes changed their boundaries in 1878 - after the famine - so the records are quite interspersed with each other) who at least stopped in Monmouth county. 

I have visited Monmouth and combed through church records from Princeton, lost cemeteries in the area and state census. I also got a lot of info from the Whiteside County, Illinois bio of early settlers, which is where many families from Monmouth ended up. Many also went through Rush County/Connersville, Indiana area in the 1860's.

John Ratigan- married to Mary Neary - both of Aghalative townland came to Monmouth County before 1860 with at least 8 children. 
Both parents died around 1865. Bridget the eldest daughter married Denis Mullen - a name that is common in the Ballinakill area, but I haven't researched his roots - and along with most of her siblings, moved to Missouri in the mid 1860s.

Michael Croghan (Crohan), apparently from Dunamon parish - later added to Roscommon County. Came to Monmouth County in 1850 with his mother, Nora Hanley Croghan and sisters, Mary and Ann. Ann married John Burns of Glinsk while in New Jersey. This family moved to Whiteside County, Illinois.

Patrick Keegan - related to Peter Keegan, may be brother - immigrated to Monmouth County in 1850's where he married Rose and started a family. They ended up in Whiteside County, Illinois.

Martin Mee, son of Martin and Hanora Hurley Mee, immigrated to Monmouth County (Colt's Neck) NJ in 1850. He married Hanora Hurley, in Freehold in the early 1850's. Daughter, Mary, baptised in Freehold in 1854; son, John, born in Colt's Neck in 1852. Moved to Whiteside County, Illinois in 1861.

John and Mary Connealy, natives of Kilbegnet parish - buried in Holmdel RC Cemetery. 

I have many other families that I have found in Monmouth County, but have no definitive record of their origins, but names match to Glinsk area. I have some pictures from gravestones in Monmouth County, a spreadsheet of parish records from Princeton with entries from Freehold and other Monmouth Co areas, from the 1850s-1860s. Also some state census records with familiar names, etc. Leonards are another Glinsk area family who lived in Monmouth County. Some descendants of Neary's still live near Red Bank.

If you would like to call and discuss or with questions, please feel free. Pam Neary - 651 436-1033 ( I will be gone over Labor Day). I also have records from Ireland - including the "rental records" from the sale of Burke estate to Allan Pollack. Also many, many parish records from both Kilbegnet and Kilcroan (Ballinakill/Glinsk area).

Please tell me about your research. Is it academic or personal? Are you following the fate of the families after eviction? Or the fate of the communities? As you can tell, I am very interested.

Pam Neary
1033 Indian Trail So.
Afton, MN 55001
cell phone is 651 494-7673







Appendix 3: Excerpt of interview with Tom Egan, Ballyglass, Ballymoe (27 July 2010)

This interview with Tom Egan is being conducted by Pauline Scott at his home in Ballyglass, Ballymoe. Tom is aged 87 years.

P. S.
I was just going to ask you Tom, did you ever hear of the Pollok evictions?

T. E.
Oh, well I heard of them and they came down our way some of them, there was one thousand and two hundred, you can put this down …

P. S.
Yes.

T. E. 
… if you like, there was one thousand and two hundred evicted on the hills of Mount Mary and all that and that’s what brought Parnell into Creggs, to try and simmer them down and, after such a horrid amount of them being put out on the road and fend for themselves.

P. S.
And did any of them come down this direction?

T. E.
Thirteen came, thirteen families

P. S.
Ok. And do you know any of those families?



T. E.
Well, I knew one man of them, or James Daly was one of them and he joined the Connaught Rangers. There was a few of the older Dalys in Connaught Rangers as well.

P. S.
Ok, and where did he live or?

T. E.
Well, they lived now, d’you know now where Mickey Finnegan’s shop is.

P. S. 
Yes.

T. E.
There was a cutaway, a piece of a bog there, a wood.

P. S.
Yes.

T. E.
And it was going round and up by the other houses there that’s there at the end of the alley

P. S.
Yes.

T. E.
There was an L in it like, and it was a piece of no man’s land.

P. S.
Ok.


T. E.
And that’s where they settled and off that came James Daly. His mother was ah, his mother was Mary Crean.

P. S.
Crean?

T. E.
Crean, yes, that was where they came out of

P. S.
And was it the Daly family that was evicted or the Creans or?

T. E.
Oh no, it was, the Creans was James Daly’s 

P. S.
Mother?

T. E.
Mother.

P. S.
Ok. 

T. E. 
The Dalys were, am, evicted.


Appendix 4: Notes and excerpts from with Donal Brennan, Leahive, Creggs  (24 August 2010)

· Heard stories from his grandfather Dan Brennan who was born in 1858 and lived to be 90 years old.
· Understood that Pollok was a commoner who was not allowed to ride with the local landed gentry
· His ancestors the Mallowneys were evicted out the place that Donal now lives in. 
· After being evicted they moved to Clooncullane and later back to Leahive.
· The Mallowneys were forced to leave Leahive in 1863.
· Skeffington Gibbons was born in Fairfield House, Creggs.
· Pollok thought he was doing good, that the places were too small and weren’t viable.
· Mallowney’s were the only family evicted from Leahive because the rest of the land was too bad.
· He gave some people money to go to America, many went to Boston.
· There was a rent strike and when it came to the division of the Glinsk estate, preference was given to people who had refused to pay rent, whereas some people had been encouraged to pay their rent and these people were led by William Naughton of Gortnadieve
· Fr. Mulrenin was sacked or silenced.

D.B.
Mulrenin bought the place when Jones sold it, the priest’s brother, and the priest then went and gave him a field of the church property and that’s what put him in a spot of trouble and got him sacked and he’s buried in Kilbegnet old graveyard, any time you’re in there, take a look at it

P.S.
I saw it.

D.B.
There, now.

P.S.
Ok.

D.B.
Where is, where are we now?

P.S.
Mulrenin, he got the place that Hugh Jones sold and he gave his brother a field that belonged to the Church 

D.B.
Yes.

P.S.
And he ran into trouble and he’s buried in Kilbegnet graveyard?

D.B.
That’s right. 

…
P.S.
I cannot find out where he was ordained or when he went to school, or where he went to school or …

D.B.
There was eight years, that there was a, I don’t know what you call him, another priest put in to, he wasn’t made parish priest like but …

P.S.
Yes.

D.B.
But he was put in to run the church for that eight years.

P.S.
Ok. After, and was your man, was Mulrenin sent off anywhere or did he stay in Kilbegnet?

D.B.
That’s what I don’t know but he mustn’t have been too far away when he was buried in it anyhow.

P.S.
Yes.

D.B.
You see he wasn’t, they didn’t bury him at the church either now
…
D.B.
Am, there was ah, one family there, they were am, they were in Seamus Keane’s house, now that’s Jimmy Connelly’s house now, 

P.S.
Yes.

D.B.
You know where the, am, the two storey house, there?

P.S.
Yes.

D.B.
That was the first house Pollok built on the property.


P.S.
Now, is this, is this what was Seamus 

D.B.
I’d say it was 1840, but now, I couldn’t, I mightn’t be dead on on that either

P.S.
Yes, and is this where Seamus Keane had the pub, or where Jimmy …

D.B.
Where Seamus Keane had the pub, not the addition on the pub, where the lounge was.

P.S.
Yes, yes, yes.

D.B.
The rest of the house is

P.S
Yes. 

D.B.
Is all belonging to

P.S.
And that’s where Parnell stayed, wasn’t it.

D.B.
It was.

Appendix 5: Excerpt of interview with Michael Hurley (15 January 2011)

This interview with Michael Hurley, Glinsk, was conducted on the 15th January 2011.

P. S.
I’m doing a project about the Pollok evictions and was wondering did you ever hear anything about them or …

M. H.
Well I did yes, there was a lot of talk about them and one day when I was young, in the 30s, my father was bringing me to a fair in Mountbellew in the horse and cart and when we were going up near Friaryland, up towards Friaryland, he pointed in a place and said it was Culnacapail and he said that that’s where we were evicted out of and, at the time I being young, I wasn’t that interested in it, it was only in later years I thought back on it and ah, I was ah, very interested later on.

P. S.
And did he ever mention it again?

M. H.
No, he probably would but it was probably my, I didn’t ask him about it.

P. S.
Yes.

M. H.
He was very interested in it, with the way he was telling me about it.

P S.
Yes.
M. H.
You know.

P. S.
And did he say anything about the evictions or anything or did he just say that the family was evicted.

M. H.
He just said that the family was evicted out of there.

P. S.
Ok. And would you have other people ever mention it or talk about the Pollok evictions?

M. H.
Yes, I heard that, but I could never get enough information about it.

P. S.
Ok.

M. H.
Yes, I really did hear about it.

P. S.
And where did they go after they were evicted?

M. H.
Well, they went to a place called Boggauns.

P. S.
Yes?



M. H.
And they settled down there, I don’t know how they got permission, it was bad land.

P. S.
Yes.

M. H.
It was very bad land and I’d say that’s why they did go there, because there was nobody going to stop them from going there.

P. S.
Ya, and did you ever hear of anybody else or where they went or, that was evicted?

M. H.
Am, no, but people that was, people that, often mentioned about Blighes, names like that.  They were mentioned too, that they were evicted. 

P. S.
Ok, and would, would they have been living in the same area?

M. H.
Yes, in the same area, yes, but they weren’t, they didn’t go to Boggauns.

P. S.
Where did they go?

M. H.
Well, I didn’t hear now, I think it was to ah, I don’t know really where they ended up later on.

P. S.
What Blighe family is that?

M. H.
It was John Blighe.

P. S.
Is that Nora Duffy’s?

M. H.
Yes, Nora Duffy’s family.

P. S.
Ok, so they lived in Knockmaskehill?

M. H. 
John Blighe would be related to the Hurleys.

P. S.
Ok.

M. H.
He, John Blighe and my father would be first cousins and it was his people that would be evicted.

P. S.
Ok, and other than those, did you ever hear of anybody else?

M. H.
No, I did hear, but nothing, nothing concrete, but there was no names mentioned or no place mentioned. 

P. S.
Ok. And do you think that the evictions, that after that the people were more determined in terms of getting land or …

M. H.
Yes, they were, they were, because when the Pollok estate was down for dividing or that, they used to come down to Glinsk, so they used come down on horseback and ah, that was their way of travelling.

P. S.
Yes. And, so, when the estate was divided, who, was it your father that got land in Ballincurry?

M. H.
Yes, my father got land in Ballincurry, that would be in the 1911, 12, 13, 14, that years.

P. S.
And, do you think that he, that part of the reason why he got it was that they had been evicted in the first place or had that anything to do with it?

M. H.
Yes. It must have something to do with it, because he wouldn’t have got it otherwise because there was a lot of people looking for the land at the time.

P. S. 
Ok.

M. H. 
Yes.

P. S. 
Ok. I think that’s about it. Ok, thanks very much for that.


Appendix 6: Ballinasloe Estate Population levels
[image: Ballinasloe Estate cut]
Appendix 7: Map of Ballymoe policing sub district
[image: ballymoe MAP]
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