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Intrbductlon'

This thesis is an examination of the Irish Catholic
riots in Bytown in the mld 18308. The 1Irish riots
have been viewed as the outgrowth of an inherently
violent and criminal subgraup or as the result of
culpﬁre clash. It is our positbon that the confl}ct
between The Catholic Irish and the Loyalist Anglo-
Irish was blown out ’of all proportloun by the
Loyalist Angygf;;I;F\‘Thmgggﬁer Canada. It _ls our
position that when the Catholic Irish refused to be
an expendable part of the labour force a sliltuation
of moral panlic erupted. A moral panlc 1s an anxiety -

deflected to a powerless subgréup in society. It is

an 1ideological displacement of a threat to the

position of the definers of that society.

.-




In Uppér- and .| Lower * Canada in he 18305,_
reformers led by \ McKenzle “and Papineau were
contesting the form of government of -~the provinces.
Change to representative government would change the
balance‘of power, threatening the position of the

®pollitical establishment. \By 1835, the dlspute over
representative government was escalating towards the

~outbreak of rebellion in the wintexr .of 1837. The
unsettled political ielatloné created anxiety lh the
minds "of the estéblishment, the Loyal%pts and the.
Anglo Irish., They felt theilr position as the
definers of socﬁety threatened. When the Cathollc
Irish fought with the French over emplofment in the
timber trade, the Loyalist Anglo-Irish éstablishment
dlsplaced thelr anxiety over thelr own -position to

the Catholic Irish.

The Catholic Irish were a minority group. Theyq
were dominated  economically, politically, and

\
soclally by the Loyalists and the Anglo-Ixish.

The Catholic irlsh eml&?hﬁed to the United States
and British Noxth Americaqf in part, because of an
historic domination by Ra "minority, the Anglo-
Scottlsﬁ Ascendancy In Ir;?énd. In Britlsh Nortﬁ

America, they became a minority and an oppositional



3 &
sub-group within a larger whole dominatéd By a.
Loyaiist Anglo-Irish majority. One situation of
domlnation was exchanged fpx- another. Because of
theix  historic rebellion 1de016gy:-theii different
cultural heritage, ~ and thelr républican and-
democratlic politics they were looked upon-wlthigrave

suspicion by the majority.

L
+

problem of substance

The problem of substance which the Catholle.Irlsh_
labourer ‘faced again in‘ Upper Caﬁadé, waé how t?
work and to 1live within the = confines of an
opposlitional dominant group. The Cathollc Ii;sh had
met this problem in the past with the strategies of
, dissimulation and collective rebellion;r In Upper
Canada, the _relationship was not an easy ;one
resulting in wviolent coﬂfrontation. The Loyalists
“and Anglo Irish attempted to treat the Irlish
Qatholics as a disposable paft of the labour force.

The Irish Catholics resisted and collectively fought

for the right to work.
| '

L}
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the order/consensus and conflict paradigms

There are two dominant §oaitloné on what happens to
subcultural groups witﬁin‘the confines of larger
cultura} wholes, the order/consensus paradigm and the
confllict paradigﬁ. The order/gonsensus paradligm
attempts to understand society by placing at'the

o
centre of focus: a consensus on soelal values, an

—

inherently stable order of institutions and the
) g
gradual int#gration of ( social gro

u s..The conflict
paradigm is based upon §n understanding of éociéty'in
terms of group'conflicts, dlvergence of soclal valﬁes
and social change. It 1is our intention to show that
the conflict pafadigm provides a greater understanding

of the Catholic 1Irish situatlon in Bytown in the
,1830s.

{

The ordef/consensus paradigm assumes .the
accgptance of the societal values and ideologieé of
fhe dominant group in society. Research written
within the order/consensus paradigm omits dlscusslon
of the values’and ideologles of the domiwgnt group
in soclety. The wvalues and ideologieé?ftiZ?&Eore,
appear to be neutral. Since the values and

ideologles of the definers of society are assumed,

attention is deflected to the discordant groups in



socliety. Opbositional_ groupS'-afe treated as' a
préblem for: the societal system. The focus of the
dlscussion in the order{consénsué'paradigm is how to
rémove or nedt;al&ze the problem group to retufn
“soclety to a state of jequlllbrium. _ The
order/consensus paradigm posits an uni—di;e&}16n31
relationship. The focus is-.on the oppositlénal group
as it 'integrates of does not integrate with the

dominant group.

In Criminology this is of particular interest.
Fgr if criminologlical research ls carrled on within
the order/conéeqsus pargdigm the people or groups
who do nof integrate reaﬁlly Qith the domihant group

are assumed t

be the problem. They must be
neutralized o removed fo return soclety to a state
of equilibylum. Problems reside at the 1level of the
Individua No consideration 1is glven to the
dominant group in society who creates the criminal

designation.

The conflict paradigm posits that socleties are
composed of groups with opposing norms and values
who contest thelr place in soclety. The relationship
is an 1nteraétive one If research is conducted

within the bounds of the conflict paradigm, socletal



values BE the dominant groups as well as the

: . |
subordinate groups are a teréain for discussion. The

A

éradlgm does not presume' neutrality on
. . C
behalf of any group. Groups dynamically interact to

conflicqlp

seek a measure of recliprocal control.

LY 4
4 ¥

cultural marxist perspectlive

Our intention is to view the Irish riots from-withiﬁ
conflictlparadigm. In‘doing~ so we take a cultural
marxist perspective. Marxism posits that the
‘capltalist order divides people into classes or
groups, those who own the means\ of production ana

those. who “do not. cCultural marxism widens out the
discussion Eo include cultural ﬁréctices and
ideologles of groups as well as the economic and
political dimenslons of a pa;tlcular soclety.
Cultural marxism invélves the particular historic

relationshlps of people and groﬂps.

Classes are not £finite categogies but lived
relationships. There 1s a ‘lived relationship of
reclprocal contxol. The dominant groups will seek to

reproduce their soclety by controlling the

subordinate groups. The subordinate groups, in turn,



will seek to limit and control the definers pof thelr
society. The dominant groups can gain leglitimacy
through ideological consent or legal rules. If those

fail they will use coercion.

‘moral panic

The argument of thls thesls 1s that the
Loyalist and Anglo-Ixish establishment promoted a
moral pipic over the Catholic Irish. They did this
to shore up thelr definition of themselves as the
definers,of ‘society. It was a way of illustrating
their control over their soclety. A moral panic.is a
strateqy of dominatlon which paves the way for legal
and political control. The Cathollc Irish were a
powerless minority group in Upper Canada. The moral
panic —err the Catholic Izlsh was ideéloglcal but
translated into real consequences. When the Catholic
Irish refused to abide by the law, the Loyalists and

Anglo-~Irish turned to the coerclon of the Orange

<:\Qrder.



Chapter I

The Order Consensus Paradigm, Oppositional Subgroups

qand Riot.

I. _The Order/Consensus Paradigm and Oppositional

Groups

1. The Order/Consensus Paradigm

There are four main tenets 1in the order/consensus
paradigm. It presumes: (1) that there.is a consensus
on socletal wvalues, (2) that 'people must cohere
around the acceptedusoéial needs of the soclety, (3)
that the structurq of society,.if out of "joint, may

be brought into.some kind of equilibrium, and (4)

N -



* that socleties are similar 1in Qhat makes them
func%ion. Thug -.h;story‘ bécomeé an éxample. to
filﬁstrate.societal function,or disfunction (HorEpn,
1966, p.83).

fﬁe order/consensus pa;adigm presupposes a
certain discourse. The discusslion of. subcultural
groups, of‘ or what happens when one people meets
another people (aé'_happened in North Amei}ca with
waves of immigration), centres around the concepts of
adaptatiqn, acculturation and assimilation. Adaptation
1s the adjustment of Iimmigrant cultural norms to
harmonize with those of the host group without total
change. Adaptation ' can océur through acculturation,

. or modlficéfion of the. culture of a group, A
subordinate grﬁup will take on some of the
characteristics of a dominanp'group. Adaptatlion can

" also take place fhrough assimilgtion. Assimilation is
the "Melting Pot Theory". Culturefcontact results in a
fusion of culfures to produce a new cultural typeé.
Most of the following discussion is American in orfgin

and. has a particular predisposition to the "Amer ican

Dream".



e
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2. Adaptation or Acculturation
P

urban village of urban jungle

'Gans,_in The Urban Villagers (1964i, dividés Italian
1mmigiants of Boston's' wWest: End into twg;groups:
those that/,form the "urban village" and;those that
form thé-"urban jungle®™. Accordinj to this writer,
1£f the new immigrants adapt well to their new urban
environmentlthere will be an ‘“urban village". He
defines those who do not adapt well to their new
environment . as members of aﬁ "urban jupgle".
‘Adaptation Is ‘assumed to be a positive requirement

for a well-ordered socjety. Successful adaptation

. _
presumes consensus about norms and values 1in

soclety. Gans assumes that the 1Itallan subculture

v & .
will acculturate and finally assimilate 1in some

linear process towards some undefined Anglo~Saxon

host group (Gans in Sandberg, 1974, p.vill).
classes distinguished by family composition
Gans dlvides socliety 1Into classes which he calls

subcultures, dlstlnguisﬁed mainly by family

composition and ‘economic position.  The lower class

10



subculture consists of a female based Eamily with a
marginal father fighre} The maternal f£igure seeks
stablility fﬁ the mldst of poverty by relylng upon
the family. waer classifamiiy reliance detaches it
from the mainstream “of soclety. The middle class
subculture shares the mainstream economlc
congiderations of soclety in ; search for materlal
success and a stress on educatlon as the road to
advancement. The professional uppe;—mlddle class
subculture maximizes the individual development of
its members. Work translates into pérsonal
achlevement ndt a search for materlal gailn (Gans,
1964, p.‘244—251). Classes 1ln Gans' view of soclety
move upward ox downwarq as if soclety were a ladder
which can be climbed as .long as the immigrant
adapts and acculturates and finally assimllates to
the host'Anglo Saxon norms,

“Ty

<t

4 <
gsuccess ethic is the fuel to apculturate

4

' by
Ethnlc difference fuels the push to acculturate.
Ethnic difference conflicts with 'theirtn@ed to
survive in a society dominated and intetpreted by an

Anglo-Saxon host group. The desire for upward

mobility creates the desire to acculturate.

11
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Acculturation lends urther legitimacy to the

accepted norms and valu of the host group. This
1eglti¥acy brings that subculture into a state of
equllibrlum.wlth_the larger soclety. There 1s no
discussion of the hisforical background of the
Italian community or their particular strategles to
sﬁrvive. There 1s also no delineation of the values
of the mainstream soclety vis a vis the values which
the Iimmigrants hold. The discussion appeafs to be
neutral. Gans presumes that the success values of

‘ R
the "American Dream" are those universally held by

all members of society. 'Gans generalizes the Italian-

-exggrience to the German, Polish or Irish éxperience
because they belong Initially to the same immigrant
lower class subculture distinguished by family

composition, occupatlion, education and income.

<

cognitive dissonance as the fuel for acculturation

Sandberg in Ethnic Identity and Assimilation,

(1974), examines the Polish immigrant subculture and
comes to much the same conclusions as Gans. But he
relles on the'theory of cognitive dissonance, drawn
}rom psychology, to explain the acculturation of

immigrant subgroups. Sandberg maintains that there

Y % o "

12



_F)
s an "ethnic holding pattern". The Polish immigrant

adjusts to the Anglo-Saxon norms because of a

perceptlon of ethnic inﬁerlofity. Thls perceived

1n£erior1ty creates an uncomfortable psychologlcal

condition of dissonance, The immigrant, In an effort

to reduce "dissonance, submerges his ethnliclty in

order to adapt to the dominant host group. The
psychological crisis of rejection brings adaptation
and the coherenhce of the immigrant to the domlnant

group. The dissbnance ls culturaliy created. It

iﬁyolvés‘ the béliefs of the host group in the

success dream thch was‘ part of the BAmerlican
identlty. So the subcultural group adjusts to the
drive for success which |is part. of the accepteg
norms of the domlnant Aanglo Saxon soclety. The
rejection of the.immligrant bars him from the success
dreankagg\-integration (p.74). Cognitive dissonance,
then&ibridgs the Immigrant group Iinto equliibrium
with Lhe success norms of the Anqlo—;axon host

group.
——

4
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3. Pluralist Approach

_behaviourgl and structural integration

' Milton Gordon, 1In Assimilation in American ﬂife,

(1964), also accepts Anglo conformity as the

consenéual dominant  value system. But  he

. differentiates between behavlioural assimllatlon and

structural assimilation. The immigrant gRoup, in

Gordon's view, wiil refract the national or dominant
patterns of bhehaviour, through the "prism of its own
cultural¥ heritage" allowing for éhlturél pluralism
‘(b.38). This allows the immigraﬁt to retain the
structural forms . of religion or race while
behaviourally assimilating to the dominant culture.
Gordon prc;yides a menu for complete assimilation in

seven steps.

1. The immigrant can change
his/her cultural patterns
including religious beliefs to
those of the host country. This

would be a sltuation of
culturally behavioural
assimilation.

2. The immigrant c¢an take on
primary group relationships with
the host country which would
mean entering fully 1into the
societal network of groups and
institutions or socletal



structure. Thls is a situatlon . R
of stﬁuctural assimilation. -

3. The Iimmigrant can intermarry
and Iinterbreed with the host
group. This 1is a situation of
marital assimilatlion. ' :

4. The immigrant can develop a
sense of peoplehood wlth the
host _ country: This is a
sitvation of 1identiflcatlional
assimllation.

5, The immligrant ¢an reach a

point whereby they will
encounter no prejudicial

‘attitudes from the host country.

This is a situation of attltude

receptional assimilation.

6. The Immlgrant can reach a
stage where they wlll encounter
no discrimination within e
) host group. This 1s a situatdon
q  of behaviour receptdonal
assimilation. /

W 7. The 1mm1gran€/ can, by not
ralsing 1ssues 1involving value
and power, no longer conflict
with the host country. This is a
situation of clvic assimilation

{p.70)
Gg:;;; - maintains that " if .structural

assimilation has occurred the rest will follow. He
prssuées not only the tmmigrant, but also the
dominant group to which the immigrant is asajﬁi}ating,
will .agree with that assimilation and accept the

imnmigrant as he strlives for cultural conformity.

4

15



4. Arquments Against Pluralism

™
religion will prevent assimilation
. ;

A ]

. ’/‘
other scholars take the viéwpoint that chltural

pluralism ls not posgible. Herberg in Protestant,

Catholic, Jew (1955), - writes that cultural

assimilation will mirror linguistic assimilation wﬁere
lanquage has ‘remalned Anglo-sSaxon modified with a few

foreign words. {(p.33) But institutional religion will

prevent total fuslon. Society wlll cohere around the

major religions of Protestantism, Catholicism and

Judalsm. Glazer and Moynihan (1964) agree that.

cultural pluraiism, "a league of nations established

in the new wor1ld", has not happened (p\i3). But

immigrant subcultures become  "recreated" by the™

numerlical pressure of the host socliety and langquage
and culture become 1lost in the £flrst and second
generation. Total assimilati n, however, only occurs
wiéh'immigrants who are similar to the ﬁost group,

like the Protestant Irish and the Getman.

e

16



'rgllgion and xenophobia prevent assimilation

o
.

Glazer and Moypithan, In Beyond the Melting Pot,
’ -

{1364), tle assimilatlon to the éoiltlcal process.

" They point out that cultural reteﬁtipn within the

subcultural group and discrimination within the Anglo-

host .group will prevent total assimllatlon._Strong

\

immigrant cuIturai and religlous background wlll

inhibit assimilation. Xenophobla, or fear Iof "the
stranger on the part of tﬁé host group, also may
prevent assimilétion {p.14). But they gd’ 6n té
maintain that the "ethnlc group--in American soclety

became, not a survival from the- age o0f mass

immigration, but a new social form" (p.l6). The-fquﬁyk

of the political process‘créates a more homogenlzed
group. It will occur as the Immlgrant becomes a full
civic - membex of his soclety. In other wor?s, as
soclety extended the franchise, it brought the
ethnically different into line. '

17



5.' Larqer Hovahantg as the Bolvent for Subcultural

Groups
migration helps incorporate subgroups

Park (1950), Wirth (1969) and Hechter (1975) dlscuss
the lncorporatlon -of subgroups. as the result of
larger soclietal movements. But the 1result 1is the
" same. The soﬁletal system, through - immigration,
democracy or 1ndustrialization, will create a
consensual equlilibrium, | Park- maintains that
higration itself 1is both the cause for change and
also the cause f&i 'a new equilibrium. '"When the
existing economlc and social order is disturbed,
mlgration,and .population movements take place in an

effort to achleve a new equilibrium" (p.10).

.
B

democracy- creates collective understandings and

’

coherent cultural wholes

Wirth (1969) w~iews not only the franchise but in a
larger sense the whole process of competitive
democracy as the assimilating force (p.xviil).
Contact or interaction of groups will not

necesiﬁrily produce coincident agreement on norms

';,—4{3
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and values which makes soclal llfe possible (p.xix).
Contact betﬁeen distinct groups, Wirth points out,
is-just: as liab}el to produce conflict as hafmony.
But, in hls view, socliety rests on.a symbiotic order
which'produces a type of equlilibrium where grqups
of people coﬁpete with one another. People coexist

there is an ecological commﬁﬁiéy;:contact
\ependence produce an economic community
wherg therg 1s a dlvgslon 6E labour. A normatlve
communlty 1s one regulated by common values. A
cultural community exist; because of shared language
and attitudes. Collective existence ané collective
understandlngs, within which franchise 1is only a

part, create a consensuval order.

Withln this larqe: framework, ln a Mertonlan
sense, phere will be disd3dvantaged subcultures,
which'are' treated as, and regard themselves as, "a
group apart". These groubs may pose a problem for
the“total soclety. But for a society to act together
it is important to have a collective understanding
producing a consensus for colléktive action (p.
xvili). Wirth categorizes minorjity subcultures as
plurallist, assimllationist, secesslonist ‘ oY

militant.
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prob}em minority groups will eventually come into a
state of equillbrium

The &pluralist minoxrity" seeks toleration of
difference in order to lead a peaceful existence
.~within a larger whole. At the same time?\if will
maintaln it's freedom and political and ernqmlc
equality. The ‘"assimllationist minority" waﬁfS‘more
than toleration. ‘It wants complete incorporation
into the political, economic and social order. The

Y

"secessionlst minoriéy" seeks politiéal and cultural
independence from the larger group. And the
"militant minority", convinced of it's superiority
to‘the. large} gfoup, wishes to dominate others in

conguest.

Wixth sees four stages which result
ultimately in a final state of equilibrium. If the
pluralist subgroup 1is tolerated and allowed its
autoﬁdmy, it wlll reach a stage of assimlilation
whereby it becomes Incorporated into the laxger
whole produciné a state of equilibrium. A
frustratlon of thiz assimilation may result in a

secessionlist group. The secessionist group may
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seek 1ncorp9raflon;into another cultural group, with
which it has _an affinity, aﬁd reach a state of
equllibrium. But this process may produce a milltant
group, whéreby fhe minofity subculture, in milltary
conguest, sheds 1t§ minority status ‘to‘ become the
dominant group and creates | a new state of
equllibrium fp.262-263). In Wirth's view, socletles
constantly develop into largei, wholes with
collectlive understanding .on consensual norms and

values which produce order.

industrialization as the I1ntegrative factor in

producing cultural wholes

Hechter (1975) sees the successful Incorporation of
peripheral subcultures £rom the socic-economic view
of industrialization. This view emphaslzes coherence

in national developments. Natlonal development is

the

process by which a state
characterized by sectional or
otherwise competing economies,
politics and culture, within
which a given territory is
transformed into a soclety
composed of a single, all
pervasive and in this sense
national economy polity and
culture. (p.17)
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Coherence 1s a positive value. Natlonal coherence
has the Durkheimian sense that social order must be

predicated upon a *collective conscience or culture

of a group" (p.4). Hechter proposes two models: the

Diffusion Model and thé Internal Colonlal Model.

The D1ffusion Model 1s his explangtion of the
homogenized society caused by industrialization.
The preindustrial soclety 1is dlvided into a core
group and a perlpheral group or groupings. These two
.groups are isolated from one another. With thé
beginning of industriallization, interactlve contact
between the two groﬁps becomes more intensive. This
‘increasing interaction produces acculfuration and
commonality; Tpe .influence of ﬁthe core radiates to

the perfﬁhery untll there is a \homoqeneous national

group. : -

The Internal Colonlal Model 1s one where the
core dominates the perlpﬁery and seeks to‘maintain
its economic and cultural superlority by exploiting
the periphery. Institutionalized dominance enables
the core group to maintain its prestige. The core
group does not encoérage acculturation because it {is
not in 1ts interests. The periphery depends upon the

core and is complementary to it.
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"Hechter ~ties cultural integration or homogenelity

.to a high level of modernization. The models appeai

to be ideologically neutral. However, thére 1s the .

undeclared assumption that  capitalism forms the
basis - for hatlonél development. Caplitallst
development creates a homogeneous soclety. The only
hope of the disadvantaged perlpﬁery in the Internal
Colonlal Model s to ldentify with the members of

the core group In an attempt to pass as part of that

group (p. 40). Thus, the disadvantaged, in the

Internal Colonlial Model, willl accept the dominant

g

capitalist order of the socletal system, or appear

to do so, in order to partake of societal benefits.

Capitalism draws the society together in homogeneoui

unity. Confllct which ‘may be generated 1n this
process can be resolved or regulated by the system.
The underlying' éssumptianj that capltalism will
create a cohering soclety, accepts the capitalist
order as .essentlal to natioﬁal development. It
presumes, in a conservative sense, that capitalism
is a necessary and sufficient” conditlon to any

cohering soclety.
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Conclusion: the . Order/Consansus Paradigm and

Oppositional Subqroups -

.

consensus on.societal.valueg

The above dlscu;sions of what happens .wheﬁ'peoples
meet 1is predicated upon the acceptance of a
‘consensus on societalf_values as nécessary to the
functloning of a sociai order. The subcultures all
acculturate to or assimilate with an accepted Anglo

Saxon .ideal._.The norms and values, to which they

lend thelr allegiance, are the norms and values of,

the American capitalist society with its stress on
monetary éuccess and upward mobility. Whether, as
for Gans, those acculturating to the host'group
produce the wurban village' or as in Sandberg,
subcultures seek to alleviate psychologicai
dissonance to become part of the membership of the
host group, the subcultures cohere around accepted
soclal needs. The desire for success or for
resolution of dlissonance brings subcultural groups
into a state of equilibrium. The £final result, a
functional unity, ' may have Involved stress ox
conflict but it is assumed that functional unity

will occur. it 150 assumed that the Italian
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subculture in Gans, - or the Polish ' subculture in
Sandberg, are examples of what happens in all

socleties and can be generallzed to all situatlions.

lack of speclfic strategies

The nature of those subcultures and the str;tegies
ngeded Eor‘ them to acculturate or assimilate is not
speclfled. The order/consensus paradigm wlthllts
discourse of accultuz:jjon and assimilation
submerges individuél ac ity bringing it under
generallzed headlings. People becoél part of a
category. There is no sense of the lived relations
of the people who make up the cateqgory. There 1is a
conservative sense of static coherence which
précludes any meaningful change. If change occurs,
it is the suscultures-wh1Ch change in théir movement

towards coherence with the domlnant soclietal

structure. Ef

a seemingly neutral stand on norms and values

Wwith Park, wirth and Hechter, the underlying :

assumptions of the larger‘ movements are never—
0 ‘l\
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questioned. They presume that what i3 qood for the
dominant Angld.Saxon host group mustfbé godd for the
subcultures.rhnd‘ what .1s good for 'dgmociacy and
lnduétriaiization must be good for the people within

those systems,

L

individual action is lost ¢ i // L

The sense of the particular 1s 1lost by consldering
the soclietal system as an accepted positive. It is
essentially a view from the top. The dominant group
and the dominant ideology, aré presumed to be'pf
ultimate beneflt. It leaves the £ield open for the
definers of society to regulate socliety af~theif
Interests. Those who are already in possession of
the Anglo Saxon .ideal’ and those with the with the
power In a caplitallst societ&)or a democracy set the
tone to which others can- adapt, acculturate or

assimilate. The individual disappears behind the

totality.
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fI.‘TheiofderICOnsehsus Paradigm and Riot -

%

What 1f the subpulturai groups do not acculturate or
asslimilate to the consensual norms .and -values of
soclety? Wwhat |If opposltiongl subcultures deﬁelop
and bregk oué "In riot. Riot is conEllctﬁal by
nature. It 1is indicative of a conflicé\of values
rather than a consensus of  values. Eﬁlot is
distinguished by  v1olence not by adjus ment. I
people rebel and resort to violence for a reason,

then one ¢an Impute the motlives of the riot by

exanining against whom the rlot occurs. - Targets of

riot are wusually representativés of the political

8 “

order.
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The explanations of «rebelllon or oppositional
subcultures depends upén the point of view taken by

the observer. If the observer is a representative of

‘the political order againsé whom people rebel, then

the riot is perceived as a problém for the politicai

order (a problem for the system). This is the view

of the ofder/consensus .paradigm. Deflners of the

political order may seek wa&s to bring opposition

into a state of order with the rest of soclety. Or
' }

' they may attempt to neutralize thbse who rebel by

definlng them as criminal.:"

T. Robert Gurr (1970), Charlés Tilley (1969)

and Clifford Geertz (1963) all approach the study of -

riot within the order/consensus paradigm. They
assume soclety to be healthy but for the
oppositional subcultures. According to Gurr,
oppositiohal subcultures arlse because of the
inherent drive of men who want what they dolnot
have. Tilley views them as part of the normal
historical change broughti about by the push fo
industrialization. Geertz highlights the confllqt
between ethn;c groups pioduced by the emergence of
the natlon state. All three scholars locate the
reasons for rebellion wlthin the oppositional

subgroup. They also offer a solution which would
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" bring the rebellious® into -a state of equillbrium

with the soclial order.

-

1. Relative Deprivation as a Cause for Rebellion

L
relative deprivation

-

Ted Robert'Gurr, in Why Men Rebel (1970), explalns

putbreaks of ‘rebelllon from the eﬁonomic stagdpoint
of relative deprivation fuelled by the frustratibn—
aggression theory of psychology. Strain and
—discéntent causing violence disrupts soclietal order.
The cédsal factor creating discontgnt or strain s
relatlive deprlvéfion. Gurt gsees relatlve deprivatlon

as the "basic instigating condition for

participation in  collective violence" (p.13}.

Relative deprivaﬁlon is the perceived dlscrepancy
between the gqoods and conditions of 1ife which
people may feel are rightfully theirs and those that
they are capable of attaining or mwaintalning given

the conditions available to them.

Behind that premise, 1lies the assumption that

there is some consensual agreement as to the goods
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_ and condltions of life the clitizen of a soclety

zw _ néejf or expects. If spcial conditions lincrease. the
levll of expectation nithou; increasing ﬁthe
citlzena! capab111t1q3, 'the1£ level of discpntent

will be Iincreased. If, for instance, tne immigrant
//”’;prgnﬂﬁéxpected a situation of 1ncreaséd soclial
values In Upper Canada and did not recelve them,
tnen their discontent would be intreased. Social
conditlons that decrease the level of the

' capablilities for the attalnment of soclietal values

without a conseﬁuent lowering of expectétions also

produce discontent, and increased deprivatlion.

frustration/aggression theory and "anomie"

. According to Gurr, ‘felative deprivatlon 1is a

_ necessary precondition for civil stq}fe of any kind.
It 1Is as "fundamental.tb understanding civll strife
as the' law of gravity 1s to atmospheric physics”
(Mascottl and Bowen, 1968, p.52). Thils condltion
p?oduées tensions, 1n soclety which dispose men to
violence, But Gurr maintains‘thét the dynamic which
actually makes men rebel is the basic psychologital

"dynamic provided by man's Iinherent nature. He éays

it is a fundamental property of the human organism
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that "if‘men are exposed to noxious stimull they
cannot ' avoid or errcome -they have an Iippate
dispositlon to strlke out at thelr sources" (Gurr,

&
1970, p.23). S~

The problem 1ls located securely at the human

not the societal level. Gurr comblnes relatlve
b

degrivation with Durkheim's éoncept "anomie" or

normlessness. He malntalns that the greatef the .

degree of-~norm1e35hess, the less certaln people are

of the norms. Uncertainty as to how to satisfy their

value expectations . furthex limits thelir

opporfpnities and further frustrates .thélr ablility
to rectify. their deprivation. Thqmg Gurr's thesis
becomes: relative deprlvatlon Iis a condltlon that
will create conflict because of man's inherent
disposition to aggression if frustrated. This will

be increased if he £finds himself 1n a normless

situation. rg;)

intensity and scope of relative deprivation

The Iintensity and scope of relative deprivatlion

relles upon the greatness of the dlscrepancy, the

importaﬁce of the desired societal values, the
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multipliclty of alternative avenues to satisfy
expectations and  the 1length of time xrelative

.deprivationuéxists. A rise in expectations which are

abruptly frustrated c¢reates a climate of discontent

leading to violence. He directs his theory largely
to establlshed urban workers acting. in political
"movements not to immigiants. He says that there is
no relationship between urban migratiﬁh and urban

riot (p.100). He mainyains that men do not rebel

Jus becausel they are exposéd“:to something new.

o~

.Peopl
govergyment as leglitimate, if the government can
bring errwhelming force to bear, or ,if there are
stable alternative éourges of satisfaction.

\ o

)

/

rélatiég\deprivation and history

The maln problem with Ted Robert Gurr's explanation
of collective vioiencé is that he considers his
paradigm as ahlstorical. "It 1is not, as William
Chambliss put it,” that history 1is Iignored or
conslidered "1r£e1ev$nt to understanding the present"
but that socliety is perceived as a system “whicﬁ is
unconnected with a =~ particular historical epoch"

(Chambliss and Mankoff 1976, p.2). The assertion

will also not riot If they regard the
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that  people . suffer relative deprivation and
therefore will rebel is generallized to‘alllsocietles

and all epochs.

i

assuming soclety to be a positive good

Y “ .
_ﬁ\\\\\\muf*'Gurr assumes that the societal oxdex 1is a positive

good. It 1s not the structure of soclety, nor lts
norms‘and values which are problematic. Strain is
created through the perception on the 'part of the
citizen that he dées not share a portlon of socletal
-v%lues. The attendant frustration leads to
aggression. The structure of society which Gurr
assumes is acceptable is the capltaltstic State. So
that State, In the larger sense, Iis acbeptable. And
Qumj? if the citizen pérceives- that he 1is an equal
partaker in that State, he will integrate wlthin the
state and offer his allegiance to lt. There I3 no
question as to why there 1is relative deprivation
except that ;1t is a perception on the part oftthe'
citizen. Change only occurs 1F the perception of
relative‘ deprivation lsl removed. Change s uni-
directional. The clitizen coheres around the accepted

values of the State and is brought into equillbrium

with the State wvalues. But how does the Staté @
Qv
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'chahqe? There 15 no sénse of socletal change; only
coherence to the alreédy—in—place consensual norms.
Riot does not céuse change, only a problem for the

aystem. .

. problems in soclety deflected tq the Iindividual
By focuslng attentlbn at the Individual level,
atfention i1s deflected from the question;'why is
there sucﬁ deprivatipn? This results in a one-glded.
consideration of society.‘People-may suffer relatlive
deprivation and may experieanqf;gstration, but this
is a desdriptive explanation of one part of society.
gittle is séia about the interactive effect of
socletal structure on people. There 1s the
possibllity that people of a Staté suffer relativq
-deprlvation because 1t ls‘sysyematically generated
by the structure of the sbciety, by a whole
constellation of cultural probleﬁs generated by
sdciety. Theré is also the poséibllity that people.
will suffer deprivation and consequent frustration
.but, because of a large social control mechanism or
a soclety with adequate representative structures,

they may not rebel.
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W _
relative deprivation ‘presumes a consensual view of

societal norms. o ~

Gurr's vision of humanity ;s‘pased on the consensual
notion that all human: béings perceive re}ative
'deprivation ‘and want what 'fheyA do not have. His
concept of humqnity s one wﬁqre human belngs aré
inherently self-centered. There also must be a
consensus as to Qhat constitutes relative
deprivation. By focusipg on - the system as a
.+ positive, Gurr has to bring iIn some other
explanation; the frustration aggression theory,'from
outside the system to explaln change (Sumner, 1979,
p.107). Thls, however, is not a sufficlent
explanation of why this pértlcular group Wwlll reb fn-‘“\\\
+and another will not, particularly in a state qﬁgze T
l.ﬁ"i‘:wo groups may suffer relatlve deprivation. During
the mid-eighteen thirties in Upper Canadg, the
French' Canadian_ timber workers suffere relative
deprivation wvis-a-vis the rhling Anglo group in
Ottawa. Why did they not riot or rebel? 1In focusing
on relatlve deprivation,.Gurr leaves out the human

being, hils culture and the structure of his

particular historic soclety. By leaving out the
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speclflclty of culture and history, the”paradigm
focuses on the citizen ~of a society who becomes a

depersonalized, but self-centered entity, with an

inherent frustration aggression drive. He suffers ,

from normlessness and deprivation, but, aside from

rebelling he seems to have no other life.

i

2. Industrialism as the Disordering and Ordering

- FPactor

broad social changes resu}t in riot

Charles Tilley in "Collective Violence in European
Perspective", (Graham and Gurr, 1969) maintains that
) the explanation of riots 1is not concerned with the
unlversal instincts of aggression. Tllley takes the
viewpoint of Park, Wirth and Hechter in pointing to
grand social movements, particularly the push to
industrlalization, as the causal factor in/social
conflict. Tilley studiés forms of riot by uging the
two varliables state structure and the desire of men

to have power In the state. He vléﬁs these two

concepts in a broad generalized historical evolution
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from prlmiti#e 'through reactlonafy to'quefn. He
assumes that a shift 1in the arrangements of power

- produces clivlil vlolence; The nature of clvil

violence relates to the nature'of_‘the soclety. He

maintains that theré I1s a common 5ense theofy of the
life cycle of 1ndustrializatlon and urhéﬂ?zatlon.
This: common sense tﬁeory Is that, ln the 1n}tlal
stages of 1ndustr§al development, there is a chabtic
response toi displacement and dlsruption. The middle

stage of lndustrlalization 13 colncldent with the

rise of a militant, violent working class and the.

last stage 1s the peaceful Integration of the
working class into the economic and political life.
Collective violence should become an anachronism lIn
the' later stages of capitalism (p.1).

But increasing violence, Tilley maintains,

did not go along with 1increasling urbanizatlon. In

France, for 1instance, he points to a negative

correlation between urban growth 'and the intensity

of collective violence. Migration from country to
clty or from country to country, atomlzed the
peopk?Q Rebellion was impossible because they were
rootless and therefore no 1longer had the necessary
'group cohesiveness., The move to the citles grouped

people into neighbourh30ds according to thelr
- \: he .
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special work .or class thus creating a new type of
kinship. With the passage ofiklme, new kinship Bonds
were formed resulting in special’interest groups or
a working class. Reslding 1n cltles hear the centre
of power, they were a more concentrated threat. The

authorities, therefore, had to adopt new strategies

to control them.

primitive, reactionary and modern vielence

For Tilley, violence exists In three categories:

primitive ( or feudal), reactibnary { correspondling

tc the formatlon of the nation state}, and modern

(characterized by the emergence of a full blown

industrial economy). Primltive vliolence was directed

against,the feudal authority of large landholders.
It was a scattered, Iinstrumental form of pre-
politlical communication 111ustra£1ng the maintenance
of traditional power and the equilibrium of power
between the common people and their betters. Rlot
was the actlion of local commﬁnal groups. Branding
conflict as outlawry was the answer of the locai
authorities, crej}ing the rise of the Robin Hood

type of bandit.

“y
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Rgactionary violence, Tille maintainﬁf_ls
‘the result of the formation of'theﬁindustrial state.
Men f£lght the loss of their traditional power and
rights -caused by the changing force of the new
industrial sState. Since the{ people 'were belng
deprivéa of thelr traditional rights they rloted:
the Waltham Blacks riotedi against enclosure, people
rebelled against consciiption' ,and the Luddites
spashed power 1oqms and shearing frames. But, as
people formed new kin groups In towns and cltles,
mutual aid societies began. Peoplé' with the same
grievances created the beglinnings of unlions. Because
of thelr proximity, they mobilized quickly thus

posing a threat to the authorities. The modern

people wanted rights they had never enjoyed but were

now almost wlithin reach. They assumed that the.state

had a durable existence and wanted morxe power in
that societal structure if not necessarily under

that management (p.37).
violence tied to social structure
Primitive violence then, arises out of a communal

life system where there was an lnherilted membership

and traditional 1life styies. Reactionary violence
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-was the des}re to ﬁhintalh thelr traditional ways.
Modern violence arises from éssdciational and
organizational gfoupings. The primitive groﬁpS‘have
defined positions of power in the State, the
reactionary. groups are losing theilr positions of
power 'in the State and the wmodern groups .are
~acqulring positlons\ of power In the State. This
violence will be dissolved by the "nadir of

industrtalization" ( p.l). |

violence and State gtructure
s

In Tilley's vlew; groups transform from communal to
associational qrgﬁﬁfégs whilst the State changes
ffom community to nétion. Tilley maintains that
collective Qiolenceu clusters at the junctures when
power changes. Violence s seen as an interactive
relatlonshlp with the structure of the State.
without speclifying how the &State gets its power,

Tilley maintéins that the State will attempt to

intervene in the relations of the State to maintain

. 1ts power.

”

Tilley's assumption that civil wviolence has a
A

correspondence wlth the structure of the State has

merit but it fails to specify what structure and

10
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what State. .He is téally describlhq the change to a
_capitalist societf in England and generalizing that
to all situations in all countrles. He assumes that
_“oné can put all types of historical incldents lnto
three ﬁajdf categorles and then make some.klnd of
~common assumption about them ’worldwide. Tilley's
veréion of history " reduces hlstoflcal forms and
evengs to mere variations on a theme" {Sumner, 1979,

/
p.108).

broad social movements fail to explain the

particular

Tilley's explanation éannot explain the partlcular.
It. does not explaln the cCeltic Irish situatlon.
becausé, in Tilley's thesis, migration from country
to. élty' or from country to country produces an
atomized population which coheres on an
associational level only after a perlod of
transition. This did not happen wlth the Celtlic
Irish. They came as ‘an Integrated group and remained
one. They did not cohere with other immigrants along
occupational lines or neighbourhood 1lines. They did

not change thelr cultural grouping. They were not

atomized by migration but rebelled a short time after



immigratlion. quuétrlallzathn did not destroy the kin.

' assdciaﬁion. Tilley's analysis  uses histbry as an
example and, in so dolng,. fails to address the

particular..

Tilley states that "collective violence cannot
be unde:stood without reference to politlical 11fe"(1h
Graham and Gurr, 1969, p. 2). To understand riot one
must also understand the étate and the authorlity
vested in the state. But‘Tilley only approaches this
.through a very generalized view of the structure of
the State.. He does not address how the authority of
the State affected the people. He maintalns th;t'as
the landléss group rmoved to the cities, the
authorities had to £find new ways of.containing the
asgociational'groups. But he neverx %pecifieé the ways.
Nor is there any explanation as to why the State
changed. There is Just a generalizéd deéeription of
some Pargq push to 1ndustr1alization and urbanlzation.
In the final analysis, the industrial State will
create a situation of equilibrium as all conflict will
end. The State then seems to have become  static. This

QreshmeS' that 1industrialism 1is the only function of

the State.
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3. Bthnicity as the Cause for Rebellion

the eamergent Btaée crxeates ethnic violence

Clifford Geertz in 014 Societies. and New States

(1963), takes the perspective that civil discontent
arlses with the emergence of the Natlon State, the
"well ordered soclety" necessary to "social reform ox
material progress" (p. 109). The formation of natlons
containing peoples of dlfferent ethnlc subcultures
creates tensions. When Ehese ethnic differences are
poiiticized, they may be a sufficlent explanation for
riot. The eﬁergence of a national sState creates
conflict between those who wish to malntain a

"soclally ratified personal identlty" and , those who

deslre to construct a state 1ldentity. Primordial tiles-

aré the "kin connection" that stems from being born
' Y
into a particular religlous community, speaking a

particular lanquage and following particular soclal

practices.

, Geeftz would agree with Milton Gordon that people
are governed by a sense of peoplehood or etﬂnicity.
The fo??ing of different cultural subcultures to
beéome part of a larger whole creates tension. This s

very close to what Tilley is saylng. As people are
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forced to become part of a larger  more complex

grouping, there will be violence. But1 whereas Tilley

-

says clvlil strife changes 1its charactery, as soclety

changes, g?ertz is saylng that people have thelr owﬁl

character, thelr own ethnic 1identity. Viclence 1is a

by-product of forcing a culturally distinct group to

be paft of an emergent State form. States malntaln
their unity through routine allegiance guided@ by
governmental use  of force and "ideological
Impressment" (p.ilO). Civil violence, then, i3 created
by the interaction of Ehe citizens of the State and
" the forces of the Staﬁe where the ethniclty  or
peopiehood of the cltizen becomes a threat to the
’iarger sbc1a1 order. Violencé, in Geertz's terms, can
be a prdperty 6f the people 1In the State and of the

State 1tself.

politicization of ethnic groups leads = to

stratification

1

Primordial ties tend to become po}iticlzed. One group
a . .

may seek to maintain power through the enforcement of

a8 cultural division of labour or stratification built

on fethnic difference (Hechter, 1975. p. 39). Civil

violence arises when the civil éuthqrity is weak and
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where culturally defined soclal positions  create
- manifest -inegualities.’  According to Geertz, the

properties around- which violence wlll.crystallze are:

’assumed blood tles, race, regioh,”feiiglon, custoﬁ and

language. Assumed blood ties rebresent the notion of

kinship or tribe. Race is the iargér grouplng with all

the inherited quallties of shared mythology, hlstory‘

and ., physical similarities. Reglon - s the
geographically -1nduced differences, Rellgloh;
hiétorically, is. a major fomenter of strife and can
erupt between different religions or between sects of
one religidn.r Custom causes confllct, partlcularly

‘where one culture expresses itself. _as more

—

sophisficated than another. Language, Geertz

maiﬁtains, is not . often 'a_ partlcuiarly strong

crystalllzer of violence.

differential sharing of sécietal values along ethnic
lines produces conflict

Geertz addresses the <c¢leavages that exlat “1in new
States or States in formatlon. He malintalins that
patterns of primordial tdentlflcation which cause
cleavages withln the GState ",..are not £luld,

shapeless and infinitely various, but are deflinitely
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demarcated and vary- In . sgsystematlic ways"(Geertz,
- 1963, p.118). One would thus expéct people with a
¢ertain -ethnlcity to act - In . a- certain way.

Differential sharing éf socletal values according to

ethnic differénce produces conflict. Conflict car’

" arise "over the formation of the State itself. By the
very process of formation of a sovefeign State the
process "... skimulates sentiments of pérochialism,
communallsm, raclallsm ... because 1t introduces

‘Into soclety a valuable 'new prlize over which to

fight and a frightening new force with which to

contend” (p.120}. g

without different ethnic groups societies would be

peéceful

Geertz explains conflict from a totally ethnic
perspective. without ethnic differences,
presumably, socleties would cohere peacefully.
Accordling to Geertz, superordlnate groups andg
subordinate groups are conflictual because of
difference 1in ethﬁicity. But he also refers to a

difference 1n the position of the groups 1in the

State. W. M. Newman in Amerlcan Plurallism (1973)

broadens this concept to designate the minority
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‘Qroup as being one. which varles from the "soclal
norms or archetypes" and 1s subordinate ‘with regard
to the distribution of "social power". The majority

group ls a group that créates the social norms or

exemplifles the  "soclal archetypem (Newman, 1973,-

p;21).

the fallure to answer the(jifstion Ywhy

ﬁhat Geertz 1is actually saying: is that.conflict
arlses ~ when ethnicity 'coﬁbines with dlfferentlal
position in the State. This explanation 15 a
description of thé situétion. The reasoning becomes
circultoﬁs. There is confllct 1n the State because
some hold the power of the State whilgtlothers do
not and the powerful of the State create confllict
because thex are powerful and others are not; The
premise and the conclusion’become the same. It does
not attempt to show why power oOr resources are
differentially distributed along cultural lines.
This is very clear when Geertz posits that in the
creation of a State, tﬁe State becomes a valuabée
new entlty over which conflict occurs. There 13 no

linkage to explaln how authority relationships are

derived from ethnicity.
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the integrative revolution happens at the level of

fndividual chaﬁge

The solutlon to clvil wvlolence 1s to "domesticate"
the malcontents. Neutralizing thelr 1legltlmate
grlevances with extension of the'franchise, lifting
oppress jyve government pollcies, and perm1t£1ng them _
a pladéy:n the politlical arena - will reconcile them
te thev_emerging national idenﬁity (Geertz, 1963,
p.128). This 1is the "integrative revolutioﬁ"; Thus
the ethnlcally different are to be brought into a
state of equiliﬁrium with the dominant ethnic group.
Supposedly, the domlnant ethnic group will define~
how and when to allow the integration. The deflners
of soclety are those that define the "civic sense"
the collective Interest +to which the ethnically
different will cohere (p.156). What kind of Staté
will represent +the collective interest is not

explained. But it 1is presumed that the emerging

national State 1s a positive good.
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* III Crime o7

1. The oOrder/Consensus Paradigm Focusses on the

Individual. as a Problem

what happens when the concépt of crime viewed wlthin

the order/consensus paradligm? If the focus 13 on the
indivi@ual as the problem for the system, then it is
the Individual who causes c¢rlime. The assumption of
soclety as a positi;é, leaves only one concluslon,
the individual is a negative. With Gurr, it 1is part
of man's self-centered anq\ aggressive nature. With
Tllley, it is varlousiy a form of communlcatlon; a
desire to retain traditional benefits, or the desire
to have more of sociétal values. Geertz views 1t as
fruastrated cultu;al heiitageu But in no sense is the
structure of soclety, the social, the economlic or

the political, problematic.

2. The Policing Function

The policing function will be used on behalf of the
assumed positive state ¢to correct, control or
neutralize the individual or the group which causes
a problem for the state..The order paradigm, hecause

it focuses on the individual or group as a problem
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in some consgsensual system, necessarlly will take on
the viéwpoint of the Mefiners of that consensual

system. The policing function will be an arm of that

system. The policing function in a ‘colonlall

" sltuation, as in the province of Upper Canada in ther

nineteenth century, was.a function of the state to

maintaln law and order.

... the Parllament of Upper Canada
"had divided the province into
townships and countles and grouped
them 1into districts and authorized
"the appointment of a High County
Constable for the maintenance of law
and order. ... Settlements were,
hence, legally obligated to
construct and maintaln court houses
and jalls and to appoint law
officers. (Talbot, 1985, p.33)

Since the system i1s an assumed pesitive, it will
be the duty of the policing function to bting what is
negative Into a state of coherence ~with the system.-If
that cannot be done, the policing function will be to

neutralize the negative so that soclety can maintain a

state of equlilibrium.

/“
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Conclusion: Ordet/ConsenduS and Riot

The order/consensus paradigm vlews soclety from the
*\XEEqu/lpolnt of the deflners of soclety. It 1is a
view from the top down. Riot becomeg a problem for
the soclal order, from the view peoint of the
dominant group. Riot and those who riot 5ﬁpear-as a
negative. The discourse is blased in favour of the
definers of society and against those who disturb
that socieﬁy. They have distﬁrbed the equilibrium
and it 1s‘they who must be brought lntoe coherence
, with the rest of the soclal order. The norms and
values of the Wefinexrs of soéiety often appear to be

neutral. But there is no neutrality when it comes to

soclal conflict. In the order/consensus paradigm

there is a unl—%}rectional change. Those who rlot or,

rebel must be brought into agreement with the
coﬁsensual norms and values of the definers,.

The order/consensus .- paradligm presumes that
'there are similar systems about which judgments can
be made and .genéralized te other like soclal
systems. Hlstory is an example for the system. There

is a peéuliar timeless quallty of statlc coherence.

The static coherence is a conservative coherence to -
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preserve the status quo of the consensual norms and
values. Thpse that cannot be brought into a state of

equilibrium must be removed or neutralized. In terms

of the police functlon, the police will be a

conservative arm of society to maintain the status

gquo on behalf of the dominant group in soclety.

Those that are a problem for the system will £ind -

Ehemselves on the wrong slde of the law.

-

confllct in the state as seen through the
filteré of fhe order paradigm is something that
arises out of the 1nhefent nature of man to rebel
whgp frustrated, the normal response gf the

population to sweeping changes such as Industrial
v

capitalism, or the response of E?e ethnically
different when placed 1in an unequal podition with
others. The indigestible ingredilent, 1in all cases,
is the «citlilzen of the state. The focus is shlfted
£r§m the state to the indivlidual because scclety or
the -economic structure or the nation state is
asqumed to be working for the ultimate betterment of

,the lndividual.
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Chapter I1I

*
Tha Conflict 'qu;dlgm, Oppositional Subgroups and

Riot : -

I. The Conflict Paradigm and Oppositional Subqroups
- :

The conflict paradigm does not assume consensus on
socletal values.- Socletal values are contested.
Instead of cohering around accep%?d social norms,
the norms of society cause alienation, a
"separation from man's universal nature or a desired
state of ?ffgirs" (Hoxrton, 1973, p.84). Soclety 13 not
a "system" which ultimately resolves Into a state of

“equilibrium but a terraln of political struggle

between groups with oppositional views. Socletlies are,



not ahistorical, manlfesting.commonxfeatures which can

be genéral;zed acrossltime and cultures. Socletles are.

& product of their ‘own historical epoch with their

particular institutions and lideologles. There 1is no

existing practlces and norms of - a particular

situation at a partiqjﬁar juncture.

.

1. The Harxig; Perspective

negativity leading to alclass society

Wifh Mar;, the force for change In human‘ soclety ls
negatlvity and contradiction (Giddens, 1983, p.;32j.
Negativity is‘ the 1loss of humanity the human beling
suffers through his position in a class soclety. The
economic order.- of capitalism pgesupposes a d;fference
between the owners of the‘means of production and the
workers. It arranges soclety in groups gccording”to
theix position in the economic order. Capitaiism

creates classes according to their economic position.
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contradiction leads tdgsocial change

contradlction 1s the .character of the class socléty

itself (Giddens, 1983, p.132).

Capltalism maximlzes the

contradictions lnherent in class

relations, and at the same time

prepares the stage for the

transcendence of contradiction

in a classless soclety. The : a

"clash of : reciprocal

contradictions™, as Marx puts

it, 1is the piltting of capital

against labour. The proletariat

1is the. "radical negativity",

suffering from a "total 1loss of . ‘
- humanlty", the accuridlated

: weight of .contradictlons ...
(Giddens, 1983, p.133).

Contradictions mobilize social transformatlions in

societies. The clash between the producf@ve-forces

and the exlsting relations of broductlon
'create antagonisms and conflict. The overt struggle
produced by this clash arxe explalned not by some

overrlding idea or historical force but

from the contradictions of
material life, from the existing
" confllct between the soclal
productive forces  and - the
relations of production ... not
In the sense of .individual
antagonism, but one arising from
the . soclal conditions of #he
life of the ‘individuals; at the
same time the productive forces
developing in the womb of



bourgeois soclety create the

material conditlons  for the
solution of that antagonism(Marx
and Engels; London, Lawrence and

Wishart, 1968; p.182-183).

Soclietles change because o% internal dynamism. Chanée
ié not the étatic 1ntegiatlon of subcultures. There ls
no eguilibrium. h dynamic relationship grows out of
the relationship between the incompatibility of the
forces of production (labour) and the means of

productlon (capital).

contradictory factors
The contradlctorfy aspects  of the'capitalist system
are:

1.The relation of capital and
wage. labour ‘as a class relation.

2.The connection between use-

value, the "specific natural
properties" and the "universal
social properties?® of
commodities.

3.The circumstances involved in
the generation of surplus-value,
especlally as involving the
tendequ of the profit-rate to
fallp‘
4.The nature of the 1labour
process, as expressed in the
allenatlon of the worker set by
the side of the wealth created

T
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by capitalism (Giddens,
1983,p.136).

If the contradictions. of capitallsm are

diffused, the propensity for overt struggle will be

lessened. But if there is a fﬁsioh or "overlap" of -

contradictions then bvert‘struggle is more'likely.
Thé cqincidence of domlnation (ln "asymmetry of
rééources"), power (1n "relations of
autonomy/dependence"), :conflict‘ (in ."felations of
Qantagonism or  struggle") and_ contradictlon (in
"oppos;tion of structﬁral piinciples"), produces

" overt struggle (Glddens, 1983, p.145).

power relationships are reciprocal
Power relations are not uni-directional. They are

reciprocal.

...however ‘wlde spread the
asymmetrical distribution of
resources involved, all power
relations. manifest autonomy and
dependence "in both directions
(Giddens, 1983, p.149).

Power relationships exist in all socletles and 1
social syatems. -The State develops strategles to

control the workers and the workers will devélop

strategies to limit that control.
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2. Reductionist Marxists .

2.(a) Quinney .

direct correspondence between soclial relations and
the economic base

.In the "vulgarﬁ ﬁarxist tradition, the relations ‘of
soclety héve no autonomy. They are a refléctlon of
the economic base. The economy. determines the
relations _of society. Power ' relations are
necessarlly those imposed by the dominant group with

no reciprocal strategies of control. Quinney in

Class, State and "crime, (1977), takes this
determinist point of view. Quinney ;aews the power
relationship in society, as evidenced by law, as a
reflectién' of the material  ox the economic
relationsl;df production under caplitalism. Present
day law and notjons of justice arose with the rise

of capltalism and private property (Quinney, 1977,

9.2).
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law as the tool of the ruling classes

[} £

4

Caw s an Instrument which colncldes with the

interests of the owners of the means of productlion,
or the ruling classes. The law i3 reduced to a
reflection of represslve 'power relatlons of the

ruling group. Since a healthy order under capitalism

-1s one which beneflts the capitalist, the law will

| reflect that order and ‘asymmetrically beneflt the

cépitalist. The 1law becomes an instrument of the
ruling grodp used to benefit the rulling group.

... In a class soclety, based

upon the needs of capltal and

the protection of private

property, the peoxr and ‘the

propertyless are always in some

sende on the wrong side of the

law, whether they actually

transgress it or not... ( Hall
et al., 1984, p.190).

law is a conservative instrument

The law protects what ex}sts and by nature is a
conservative element to protect ¢he status quo of
~the capitalist order. The law 1is not the only
instrument of caplitallsm in Qulnney's view. The

capitalist State manipulates the consclousness of
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the people through education, and the ideclogies

of fered out by the institutions of government.

2.{(b) spitzer

the economic base produdes problem populations

Spitzer 1s a marxist schglar who reduces the soéial
to the economic. Whenéaq Quinney maintains that the
law Is a direct instrument of the ruling cléss,
Spltzer's reductionism evo;ves‘ from the argument
that economic forces fracture soclety and, in sco
doing, produce‘ "problem popuiations“. The
superstructure of sociefy "emerges from and
reflects the ongoing development of economic forces"
(spitzer, 1970, p.641). The economic base directly
determines the superstructure. Because capitalism is
an exploitive 'system, it yill necessarily create
reslstancg. Also, because capitalism necessarily
creates periods of economic growth and decline, if
creates "relative surplus populatlions". Spitzer
designates these groups, created by resistthe or

economic redundancy, as "problem populations".
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These - "problem populations" exist

if

they

"disturb, hinder or call into question any of the

-following:

i

1). the capitalist modes of
appropriating the product of

human labour (e.g. when the poor:

steal from the rich).

2) the soclal conditions under
which capitalist production

takes place (e.g. those who

refuse or are unable to perform
wage labour).

3) patterns of dlstrlbutloh and

consumption ' in capitalist
soclety (e.q. those who use
drugs for escape and
transcendence , rather than

sociability and adju%Emeht).

4) the process of soclalizatlion
for productive roles (e.g. youth
who refuse to be 3schooled or
those who deny the wvalldity of
"family life").

5) the 1ideology which supports
the functioning of capitalist
society {e.qg. proponents of
alternative forms of social
organization}.:
{Spltzer,1975,p.642}).

Thus capitalism creates not only subcultures 1in

classes;

but also erects these on

populations".

"problem
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3. Cultural Marxism

material - base does not directly determine social

relations

Cultural Marxism prevents this wholesale collapse
into determinism. By maintainihg thaf the material
base does not directly determine the 6utput of the
superstructure, cultﬁral marxism nullifies the
monocausal problem. Cultural relations, 1in which
classes ok subéultural groups are enmeshed, widen
out the diséourse to include the 1lived social
practices and soclal relations of a society as
'soclally, historically and economically produced.

- Power and control become reciprocal.

uneven correspondence between law and the economic

base

Cultural marxism provides the answer to the uneven
correspondence between law and the economic base.
This, according to Hall, is the "crucial problem" in

Marxian analysis. .



@

... how to understand the nature
of the "uneven correspondence"
between . legal relations .and
other levels of the soclal
formatlon; how to comprehend
that the state can sexve "the
supremacy of this or that class

in the 1last 1resort .+« the
development o¢f the productive
~forces and relations = of

"exchange", while at the same
time assuming the appearance of

an independent power,
"apparently standling above
society" mederating its
contradlctory antagonisms (Hall,
1984, p.197).

appearance and reallity
&
Tp-understand the specific juncture, it is necessary

to see behind the appearance to 'the reallty. The

social formation is

a complex unity composed- of
different levels and practices,
where there is no necessary
identity or correspondence
between the effects a relation
produces at its different levels
(p-198).

An gxamination -of the culture of a soclal formatlon

separates appearance from reallty. In Marx, the
appearance 1is the appearance of free 1labourer

working for a falr day's wage for a falr day's work.

The reality 1is the explocltation for a profit of one

?
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- person, who mustlwork, by another. But out of this

appearancé of fairneés "arise all the‘concépts and

discourses which organize 5the domains of the
superstructure - politiecal, 1ega17and ideological"

p.199). The appearance.hiées the reality.

the multitude of signifying systems

To examine the culture of a . soclal order 1s to

examine the ‘"signifying system" through which the

‘'soclal patterns of that soclal order exist. This is

not to say that there is only one signifying systemn.
For within a sociallorder, there can be subcultﬁral
groups which hay have .thelr own signifylng systems.
These are related to the larger signification of the

total social order.

materialist conception of culture

But what are the formative elements which create
culture? The idealist premiss s that culture is
created by an "informing spirit - ideal or religious
or national". This Is "manifest over the whole range

bl
of social aétivities but is most evident in
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"specifically cultural" activities - a language,

styles of arf, kinds of intellectual work ..."

A

(Willtams, 1981,  p.11-12). - The materlallst
conéeppﬁon‘of culture is that it arises out of the
liyed relations: df a society with the emphasls on
"the whole soclal order within which a speciflc
culture, Lnfsty%ﬁj of art and kinds of lntellectual

work, i seen ash_the direct or indirect product of

an order primarily constituted by other soclal

activities" (p.12}.

Cultural marxism concerns ltself with the

materiallist “ébnceptlon of culture where the

Social order and manlfested in the cultural

exploration of that culture 1is derived from the
specl&

outgrowths of that soclal order.

dynamism in cultural relations

Culture Is a dynamic relationship. The lived
relations of people influénce and are Influenced by
culture. To examine culture within a particularx
social order is to explain the particular
historical, social and economic <trelatlons which

underpin that order. This 1is in tontrast to the
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apparently neutral stance on the soclal order‘ip the

order/consensus paradigm. ‘ X

Culture involves lived relatlons and theréfore
the class relations or the relations of subcultural
groups Qithln socléty. The economic 6rder ranks
people differentiélly. "Class: consciousness -(and
subcultural consciousnessf is the way in which these
experiences are handled in cultural terms: embodied
In traditions, value ' systems, ideas and
institutional forms" (E.P. Thompéon, 1584, p.9). To
examlne agiparﬁicular: historPeal juncture, ;it s
necessary ‘to exahine the dominant and suboxdinate

cultural practices togéther with the relation of the

subculture to the domlnant culture.:

ideology

Out of the lived relations of a culturally specific
socieﬁy, class or subgultural gfoup, arlises
ldeology. Ideas and constellations of.ideas produced
from lived relations ' in a specific culture. Cultural
marxism is coﬁcerned with the ideologlcal state and

the ideological hegemony of the capitalist society.
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This socilety appears to moderate class struggle but

‘ in reality works on behalf of the capitalist order.

. The State, thus.viewéd, is ﬁot :the pluralist
institut{onai State where there is a . set of
1nst1tu£;ons within which interest groups compeEe.
Noxr is - the State that of vulgar marxlsm where all
relations are reduced to the econoﬁic, where the
State acts as;“ the "nightwatchman for = the
‘bourgeoise". The ideologlical State.is‘constituted-by
‘whole sets of ideologies where the\:tate éeeks to

manage and reproduce the capitallst order by

ideological conformity ( Hall,1984, p.202). The

State exercises hegemony. Hegemony 1is 'the rule of

the dominant group who exfends "its authority in
production through to the spheres of clvil soclety"
(p.203). Hegemony is exercfsed through cengent or
through coa?%lon. The State seeks control. But there
is a "dialectic" of control on behalf not only of
the State; but also the c¢ltizen of the State. If
there is a fusion of contradictions 1in the'sState,
ideological consent will break down and the State

JR .
‘will use coercion.
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C ldslon: The Conflict Paradigm and'Opposltldnal

roups _ }
2 ‘ .
The problem with 1nstrumenta1 or economic determinism-
ls that It is a monocausal polpt of view. It becomes a
single féctor theorem; Quinney's view of law as an
instrument of repression by the ruling c¢lasses,
1gnorés the reciprocal dynamic of control in
socletles., Laws control both the capltallst and the
"labourer.VSpitzer's direct correspondence b;tween the
economic énd "problem populat}ons" ignores tﬁe.active
| stra@egieS'of those populations. Vulgar ma£xism, the
reading of society as détermined by material factors
results in a simple ‘refleétion theory. People are
determined -and thelr 1ideas aﬁd actions have no
autonomy. More lmportantly, ié all is determined, then
"how does change come about? Determ;nism.collapses all
into styucture whether ldeologlcal, power, or the

5
economic and fixes it immbtably.

c‘..._..

oA
r

-

Cultural marxism examines the particular moment

- in history from the different perspectives which are
Jnherent in all social practice, within the lérger'
economic and political framework. It explalns change.

‘ s
\\\\\\\ Reciprocal strategles for control are examined from

the perspective of the citizen and the State.It looks



behind the appearance of social "relations fo-the

reality of the slgnifying patterns of culture withiﬂ

the c¢lass structure. It recognizes the ldeplogles'l

broduced by ‘the ,strategies . of people in 1lived
relatiods articulated within ‘thelr'group:as well as
thel ldeologiés .articulated to the 1ér§er soclal,
political and econgpmic strgcture. And in so doing, it

reveals the ideolbgy of the state which athmpts to

modeﬁaté the relations withln soclety thle'attemptlng

to maintain hegemony.

II. The Conflict Paradiqm and Riot

1. Cultural Marxism and Riot

-

The conflict paradigm seen from a cultural marxlan
bperspective is partiéuiarly apt for the examination
of collective violence. The structure 9£ gsoclety i3
seen as problemaéic. The examination of riot wlill
reveal the conflicting cultural patterns and bellefs
that create the conditiona for riot. Oppositlional
subcultures conflict with, rather than adjust to

soclietal norms and values. Oppositional subcultures
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contest thelr position in soclety. Cultural marxism

accépts. that the 'fusion. of social and economic

contradlictions proauce confliét. The examination of

conflict, therefore, - W1dens cut to Include . an

-,examination.of social and economic contfadictlons,

The examination of ~collective violence ls not
located at _th 1ndividual level. There is an
examination of the strateqies of the definers of the
soclo-economic orderx as_wéll as the strateglés of

the oppositional group.

history . - Ve

Because the _strategies of  both sides are examined,

‘there 1ls a néed to examine the historical moment

when the particular confllct occurs. History becomes
. . v

important: History ié-not simply an example to prove

a point. Each historical juncture is specific to its

time and place. It s also speclfié to the social

practices of the people'wiﬁhln that time and place.

[
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social roles seen within historical situations

Because caplitalism’ differentiates people according

to the economic oxder, people - are differentlally

arranged 1in social .roles. There will be dlfferent

stra%eqiea in - different groups, different
constraints and different poseiblilties. The
individual-bedomes a consclous dynaﬁlc actor, both'a
product of hls cultural milieu and.an influence upon
that milieu. Change is an outgrowth . of the
strategies that people use.to create meaning wlthin
thelr felatlons and fulflll thelr aspirations w1th1ﬁ

the class structure. Cultural marxism is concerned

with the, specific historical moment and the social

and economic relatlons within a glven historlcal
structure that explalin that moment. It 1s concerned

W1th.the social roles which people live.

The question, of course, Is how
the 1individual got to be 1in
this "social role", and how the
particular ' social organization
(with 1its property-rights and
structure of authority) got to
be there. And these are
historical questlions,
. (E.P.Thompson, 1968, p. 10). '
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cultural marxism widens out the dlscusslon

-

The order/consensus paradigm fixes the causes of
collectlive violence at the individual level assuming
the structuie | of society,. the. State, toJ be
accéptable. The order/cénsensus paradigﬁ focuses
upon rlot or | violence 1itself as the object for
study. Riot betomgs then, a problem in a . system. If
eradlcated, the system wlll return to a state of
equlllbrium. Society is taken as a positlive given
and the focus |is uéon examining and neutralizing
problem behavioural.patterns or problem éituétions

which interrupt the system.

If rlot 1s seen from the vantage point of

cultural marxism it is seen’as a practice situated
in the broad context of social‘ielations. Cultural
marxiam integrates the concepts of relative
deprivation; ‘historical ] movement and ethnicity
because these,impinge upon the cultural milieu. Thé
questlon why these concebts become 1mportantl1n a

given historical Jjuncture is answered by examining

-the soclo-economic relations in society as they

pertain to ",..knowledge, bellef,art morals, law,

custom, and any other capabilities and habits
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acquired by man as a member of soclety" (E.B.Tylor,

1970, p.l1).

1déologica1 3trategies

Cultural marxism aiso involves the \ideologlical
State. The strategies of the definers will not only
‘Ilnvolve the legal rules -of the state but also
ideological domination. One of the 1decloglical
stratggies ' which prepares the way £for legal

resfraint and political control 1s the moral panic.

4

III. The Ideological Strateqy of Moral Panic

1. A Moral Panic

moral panics: an exaggerated state of appxehension

and stereotype creation

A moral panic Is a state of anxiety over some
percelved threat to the norms and values of the
dominaét members of society. But it 1is an anxlety

blown out of all proportion to the actual threat.



Socletles appear to be subject,
every now and then, to perlods
of moral panlc. A condition,
eplsode, person or group of
persons. emerges to . become
defined as a threat to societal
values and Interests; 1tsgsgture
is presented 1In. a styliz and -
stereo-typical fashion by the
mass media; the moral barricades
are manned by edlitors, bishops,
politicians and othexr right
thinking people; soclally
accredited.. _ experts pronounce
their diagnédéses and solutions;
ways of coplng are evolved or
{more often). are resorted to;
the condition then disappears,
submerges or deteriorates and
becomes more. visible. Sometimes
the object of the panic 1s quite

novel and at other times it is p
50 ing which has been in
existence long enough, but
suddenlly appears in the

limelight. Sometimes the panic
is passed over and 1s forgotte
except in folklore an
collective memory; at other’
times it has a more serious and
long 1lasting repercussions and
might produce such changes as
those in legal and social policy
or even in the way that society
concelves itself(Cohen, 1980,
" p.9). : a

™~

fthe.values of the definers are threatene;\i>

7

Moral panlcs arise when there \is a percelived
divisiod on moral values between the definers of

. -—l
society and a subgroup. in that society. A moral

)
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panic illustrates a cleavag;\s}in societal

definitions. This cleavage threatens the definition

of the definers of society.‘This threat may have no

{or very little) real substance. But it is peiceived
to have real substance. It L{gvokes "a.strong and

vigorous reaction" (Hall, 1984, p.17). The reactlon

is Inflated and "quite at odds with the scale of the

threat to which it was. a response"(phl?).

)

moral panics are a perception of threat

"The term moral panic refers to an ldeologlcal
construction of reality. It is not a simple

reflection of reality. SEanley Cohen 1n Folk Devils

and' Moral Panics (1980), investigated the

relatignship between media and event. He resolved
media-defined«ievents‘ into component parts to show
how the media create stereotypes. Real occurrences
are disto;ted through the act of reporting, either
through condensation ox blas. Definers of soclety,

L
experts and people with power, are consulted on the

event and their judgments are indorporated into the

reporting framework. The public 1Is sensitized to

future event by the boundaries of the reporting. The

public and control mechanisms of soclety wlll
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qob;lizeA in anticlipation of that bccﬁrrence to
control-l future siﬁilar 'ones.' This is an
Interactionist explanation of label creétion or
stereotype creation which illustrates discrepancies
between "what 15 perceived éna what .that is a

perception of" (Hall, 1984, p.29).

moral panics as ideological displacement for problems

=

"in the State

In Policing the Crisls (1984), Hall et al. agree

that moral panics are part of symbol or stereotypé
creation. But they locate tﬁe concept of the moral
éanic in the broader structure of soclety. Theix
thesis is that mugging by youths _created a moral
panic "at the same time that the state Qas itself
undergolng larger -~ threatenlng problems: hfgh
unemployment, fiscal crisis and unsettling
imm{grafion poliéies {(especially regarding blacks)..
Hall et al. point out that mugging became a moral
panic in England before there was any real crime of

that type..

Before the term mugging was used in the Engli$h

press to apply to English criminal activity} mugging

76

e



b

was a-‘term closely assoclated with the United.

~ States. American television crime shows, imported to

the United Kingdom, had famillarized the British

public with the term mugging. It was symbolic of the

socletal disintegration o¢f the American lnner city;
an inner cilty dlstlnéuished by the black raclal
problem. The definers of British society, the long
established police chiefs and tﬁg‘qnewspapers began

to apply this term to the activity QE Britlsh youth

gangs. Thelr deflnition was buttréssed by ~the reuse .

of this term by the Judiciary. The thesis of

Follcling the Crisis malntalns that there was a moral

panic over mugging when there was no or very little
activity to support that conclusion. The effect of

the moral panic over mugging deflected attention to

.a symbolic threat and away from the actual and

larger socilal malalse In the economic structure of

soclety. The moral panic over mugging becomes an

"ideological displacement” for the larger problems

within the State itself. The generalized anxiety of
the clitlizenry focuses ron the symbol and seeks to
control 'that, insteadw of addressing the larger

issues.

Moral panics,- according to the auvthors of

-

Policing the Crisis, presupposes a society where the

t s
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dominant group hés;a certain definitlon of ltself.
The domihant soclety in England was predisposed to
think of itself as English and white. The

immigration of multi-raclal groups threatened that

definition. Moral panlcs also. occur in a time of
general anxlety about the welfare of soclety. If
society has no internal -anxiety it will not be

predisposed to panic. Capitalism maximizes the

contradlctlions In soclety which create anxlety or.

éonflict. Conflict will necessarily threaten the
hegemony. of the rqllng. groups. But it is the
function of the state 1in capitalisﬁ to moderate
class Eonfllct on behalf of capltal while appearing
to be neutral. A moral panic works to the benefit of
the ruling group In malntaining hegemony. The
definers of soclety will necessarlily be ﬁart of the
sensitizing force and create the boundaries of the

moral panic which moblilize publié opinion.

stereotype creation and the, criminal label 9
3

The .building of threatening itereotypes is nqt a new

occurrence. In a soclety whiéh is undergoing change

where the definers have a vested interest in a

certain value system, the threatening stereotype is

TR
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often the bogeyman thatlkeeps the resﬁ of soclety in
line. Moral ‘panics are a way ofldgfining a problem
sector and seeklng to control it. Crime changes 1its
definition with changes 1in criminal activity and
changes 1in society. But crime 15‘ also a lébel
defined by fhe powerful in soclety.

...the shifting appllication of

the category itself, by the

governing classes, to different
groups and activitles, 1n the

course of - and sometimes for
the purpose of preparing the
ground for - the exercise of

legal restraint and political
control (Hall, 1984, p.189).

Moral panlcs assist the defliners in maintalning
their.hegemoﬁy‘of society. Those who are percelved
to create the moral panic may be criminalizéd. Thé
criminal 1label ‘"resolves ambligqulties in public
feeling" (p.189). It focuses public attention on an
issue. easily understood and easily rectifled. 1If a
person ls crimlinal then the law wlll control him. As

E.P.Thompson points out in Whigs _and Hunters

what 1ls at 1ssue 13 not whether
there were any such gangs (there
were) but the unliversality with
which the authoritles applled
the term £o any assoclatlon of
people who fell outside the law
.++ FOr the cateqory "criminal"
can be a dehumanlizing one ...
and the categories then prepare

- —
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us . exactly for _the
conclusions.... The behaviour of
the *"Blacks" was a real dangerx
to "peaceable men" and therefo
the provisions of the Black Act
had- Justification at this
time.Something needed to be
done. {(Thompson, - 1977,p.194-
195).

moral panics and hegemony

1\

Hegemonic ordex is the sity io% whereby the

:L.) N .
authority of a dominant class invested in the State
is 1eg1t1mized'by the majority of its c;tizens. This

is achieved by consent ox coercion. Consent is won

in the earlier stages of cap;talist development

.« .bYy destroying "+ those
structures, relations, customs,
traditions which, deriving from
the past, from past modes of

. life, stand 1in the way, fetter
and constrain capital's "free
development"; second, . it
preforms the work of actively

. tutoring, forming, shapngéJSI
J cultivating, soliciting an

educating the emergent classes

to the new soclal relations-

which enable capltal ;
accumulation and production to

begin "freely" to unroll (Hall,

1984, p.208).

‘Hegemony allows the state +to xreproduce itself

according to the dominant value system.

Oonly when a dominant class
fraction could extend its

SN
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authority 1in production through
the spheres of civil soclety. and
the state could 1t be sald to
exerclise "hegemony". Through the
state, a particular comblnation

of class ‘fractlions - an
"historic block" - was able to
"propagate  itself  throughout
socliety -~ bringing about not
only a unison . of economic and
political aims, but also

intellectual and moral unity ...
thus creating the hegemony of a
fundamental® soclal group over a
seriles of subordinate groups”
(Rall, 1984, p.203-204}.

The sState organlzes the dominant order' through

ideological hegemony and through the institutions of

the State which create public policy and qoercian
through law and legal représsion. The State 1s "the
produtt of c¢lass antagonisms, and perpetuates a
' class order - by appearing to moderate the class
struggle® (p.197). fhe State maintains legltimacy in
the eyes of the citizen by appearing to act for the
. universal interest. If legitimacy cannot be
maintained through  the consent of the majority, the
State will turn to Scoercion. The moral panic 1is a
situa}ion which preéfﬁes legal change orvcoercion.

1 e
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2. Moral Panics and Vigilantism

_ What 1f hegempny cannot be mainfained through
consent or fhrough the wimposition of the criminal
laﬁel. The domlnant classes are then fofced‘to use
coerclion, Oné form of societal coercion |is
Qigilantism. Vigilanfism has certain pfeconditions
and follows certaln definite patterns. vigilantism

1s establishment violence (Rosenbaum and Sederberé,

1976, p.3). It is ‘necessary, therefore, to have a.

soclety with a clear establishment. In other words,
_a soclety where vigilantism will take. place is one
where there ~is alreédy a. definite distinction
between those :}}ﬁ-;he power and those without the
power. But 1 will be a soéiety in transition, a
society where the goverhment which represents the
value system of the establishment 1is weék. The
dominate group, oégErving that = its government is
unable Ato m‘Qntain tﬁe traditional ways or the
current distributién of ;alues will attempt to help
it (p.3). Vigilantism helps to preserve the "status

quo ‘ante” in the area of peaceful existence, the

-

. exadication of crime, or to presexve a certain.

political order.

.
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‘vigilantism as a conservative force

Viglilantism is .necessérliy conservatlve In_that it
wishes to preserﬁe the values of the past. The need
to'presérve'past values results fromTSome perception
of threaé to those values. In an already structured
soclety wih an establishmenf,- the perception of
threat must be moxe than . just a change in the soéiall
order, it will be a change 1in the  social o:dér’tq
beneflt someone othexr than the establlishment.
Members of the esfablishment of the State may™ .
aﬁtempt to zxesist the change in fhe social order by

what- Rosenbaum and Sederberg refer to as "soclal
tg?oup controi“ vigilantism. ﬁg
Soclial group control qullantism seeks tq
control a threat from a communal ggoup that has a
"primordial 'characterlstic" of race, religlon or
tribe. This group is seen to be attempting to take a
highef place in  the terrain of the State) The
assumption.higbt be made, that 1f another giouping'
is to’nrééelve some benefit it wlll probably be at
the expense . of the establishment. ~1If the

establishmeht perceives this.chanbe as a:thr?at, it’

o : | N ./_‘
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might be assumed that the ~establlshment values of
the past have not been entirely fair with those who

pose the perceived threat. The establishment is

interested in -the maintenance .of a certaln value

system. The distribution of values under thatﬁsystem

wlll necessarlly and asymmetrically work to the

advantage of the establishment. Vigilantism,

therefdre, will occur in a situation where there ts
- a-challenge to. the " social order by a. group who

.shffers some relative depriyation and where the

government is percelved to be unable to meet the

challeﬁge.

Y

vigilantism as crime control

Where there is no police function already Iin
position in the State or where it 1is weqk,
vigilaﬂtism will téke on the problem of ‘crime
control. The problem with "crime control"
vigilantism 1s that the vigllante Iviolence can
become worse . than the cr inie itself. Because
vigi;ante crime control _ exlists outside the

boundaries of the 1a§, proportlonal retribution ls,

more oftem than not, forgotten.
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3. Moral Pahicg and the Signification Spiral w

Moral panics do not e;ﬁpt in a vacuum. There is a

progression 6£ precursory stages. The use of the

signlficatlion sapiral  found in Policing the Crisis
L ' ' : .
(Hall, 1984), is particulary adaptive te the study

of moral panics because it allows a deconstruction

of the event and 1llustrates In a step by step’

v

‘mannex how a' moral panilc escalates to produce a
control strategy on the part of the definers. If the

control strategy of the moral panic 1s not

effectlive, there will be a call for coerclon.

a deconstruction into six steps

The 'signlficatlion splral deconstructs the moral
panic. It 1llustrates what was ln_tbg minds of the
deflnérs of socliety. It alsé reveals —the reciprocal
control strategles of thg powerléésf The

signiflication fgbiral -of Policing the Crisis 1is

composed of six steps.
. o
[ 4
1. the jdentification of an
issue of concern;

-
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2. ‘the ‘ldentificatVon  of a
subversive minority;

3. "convergence", or the
- 1inking, by " labelling, of this

specific . Iissue to  other

problems; -~ .

4. the "notion of "thresholds"
which, '‘once crossed, can lead
to an escalatling threat;

5. the .pfophesy ‘of more

troublling tiwme to. come 1f no
action 1is taken

6. the call for flxm steps
(Hall, 1984, p,223). |

convexgence '

Thé notion of conver@énce and fhreshold are Important
to the escalation of threat. Convergénce is the fusing
of one concéption with anotheé which may or may not
have any relation to reality. Convergence is an
Important conéept in escalation because-

. it exaggerates out of all
proportion the one element,most
troubling and threatening to the
established political  order
{Hall, 1984, p.224). ‘




thresholds

Thresholds are stages in an escélating threat which )

demarcate the

thresholds range from simple moral disapproval thfough

/i

"limitsm of societal tdlerance".

the legal impermissible to hegemonic threat.

. ..acts which pose a challenée
to the fundamental basls of the

soclal
essential

order itself, of Ilts
structures, almost

always involve, or at least 'are
signiffed as leading inexorably

P

across, the wviolence threshold
(Hall,

1984, p.2235).

Conclusion: Moral Panics

The mora} panic

i3 an overblown anxlety. It

These

is

a

seemingly threatening problem. It 1s perceptibn of

threat from a powerless group. Thée powerless group

presents an

standaxd to . the

alternatlive or conflictive soclal

social standards of the dominant

group. The dominant group defines itself by one set

of standards and the powerless group by another. The

dominant group

sets itself aside from the powerless

group defining itself by what it is not. At times of

general -anxiety, ﬂhe domlnant group needs

to

reaffirm and ratify their definitions of themselves.

\

~
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The ogder/cénsensus paradigm malntains that rlot 1is
just.aﬁgtéblem fbr‘the'social system. Once' rlot \is
mullified oi neutralized tﬁere' will be integration
with a return to equiiibriuﬁ. Is thén'a moral pantic
just’ "a precursor to control which brihgs socLety.

" Into a state of equb&ébrium? d
\ RCE &
. \

~

A moral panic 1is' an exaggerated anxlety, a

perception of threat and an ideologlcal displacement.
It is bthe scapegoating of a vulnerable group by a
dominant lgroup. This scapegecating appears when the
larger soclety is suffering from an“sverlap or fuslion
of societal contradictionst; Values in society are
always-belng contested. But ’when the contest becomes
manifestly. more Intense, the_ definitlon of the
definers themselves becomes threatened. To shore up
their self definitions, to 'proﬁect thelr vested
interest, the "~ defliners find a common enemy which
résoives tﬁé aﬁbiguities. The moral panic iIs not a

precursor to integration and equilibrium. It is a sign

of socletal change at the level of the definers.



fv. An Examination of & Riot from a Cuifural Mar¥ist

Perspective . o .

1. Whiqs and Hunters

ILn Whigs ' and Hunters (1975), E.P.Thompson examines

the uneven correséondencé of\the_léw.which gfew out
of the conflict peﬁween the Whlgs, wﬂo were
enclosing the land aﬁd forests, and the crqfters §r
yeoman farmers who felt that they‘ had an hlst;rical
.r;ght to the common lands. It was a collision of
"alternative definitions of property-rights: for the

land owners, enclosure - for the cottager, common

rights: for the forest officialdom, preserved

grounds for. the deer; for the foresters, the right
to take turfs" (p.261). This conflict resulted in
the Waltham Black Act which é?eated bet@een two
hundred and two hundréd and fifty capital offehses
(p.23). Thompson's hypothesis is not reductionisf;
that the law is used by the exploiters, the Whig
ascendancy, to put down the lower classes. He‘arbues
rather that both classes utlilized the law during the

. elghteenth century and the law survived to become

w
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the true arbitrator and”flnhiblpe ' 0f unrestralned

= Coy

power .

b
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historical understanding from

IR ’ . .

. ‘ -
E.P. Thompson.examines the situation from the s\cloj/

the bottom up

economlc perspect&ve' of the peasan&ry and;yeoman
farmers, nexf the pblitlcd} 'sltuatlsn and class
sfsfem within which their cléss' was enmeghed? The
examination of the conflict reveels’ the EﬁltufaI_
attitqggs and patterns o¢f both sides. The peasantry
and yeomén..farmers, who militantly aftacked the
forest officlialdom from 1717 to 1723, resented the
forest law systeﬁ whiéh protected the deer‘hunting
and’ the deer preserves  of . the wealthy. The
protection of the deer and the forest preserves
éroded away the customary rights. The Wwhig
ascendancy  were cementing their newly found T
privi}eged position vis-a-vis the old country gentry

by buying large estates and enclosing the forests.

The attémpt to break old hereditary tenures caused

_open revolt by the_peésants who blacked their faces

in isqulise.

4



" changing of criminal

meanings’ . '
\ e ‘

Tgls revolt was lnvolved wlfh the ldrger political
system of the Whig asééndéncy and thelr control ove£
Parliament. The crofters and 'yeoman farmers were
enmeshed in a class system'whiCh was distlnguisﬁed
by a government thaﬁ supporté& the preservation of
private propefty. The Whigﬁ agreed with Locke that
-"qovernment has no other end than the breservation
of privafe propexrty" {(Hay, 1975,p.18); And the Black
Aqt redeflned crime aé something "défined by the

propertied"(ﬁ.P.Thompson, 19717, p.207). It was no

loq an "offence between men" but an _"offence

ag;inst property" (p.207). The category, crlme,
changed meaning from injurles to men to injuries to
things.

examination of reciprocél strategies

In Whigs and Hunters, Thompson parses out the revolt

of the Waltham Blacks by starting with " the
lnvesthaﬁion of the peasantry in and around the
great forests of Windsor and Hampshire and their

strateqgiés for existence within the larger movement

s
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of the Whigs to e ose land. It ls an Investlgatlion

-

of a particular historical Jjuncture. But it is a’

ylew from the bottom up. From tMMs .viewpoint the
ﬁlacks become, not the disrupters of a soclal
.systgm, but the victimsiof a .new social -order, one
thqtrrellés upon the pfotectlon of prlQate propeétyL
It/is not an examlngtion of the enclosure mo;ement

)

from the vigﬁpoint of the definers of society.:

N s
1

The .:ra;:egies of the Waltham Blacks were on a
collision course* with the strategies of the new
large landowners who were themselves attemptlnq.to
cement their place in the soclal hierarc@y. Thompson
gathers hils Information in ever widenlng clrcles to
end up with the total soclal and polltical order and

the resulting legal steucture. The implementation of

the Black Aét meant the abandoning of the old

'7 Wgéﬁods of soclal control, the power of the king and
Ithe influence of‘ the ‘church. Society wa;'being
converteg‘to one based upon the right of property
ownership protected by% law (p.2415; The r]ght of
every Englishman to his traditionai "roéd bf ground"

was translated into village grouplings "with a

constable on patrol"(p.240)., -.
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how the law changed

w

Although the law was, to a large part, the province

of the wealthy, it yésl not Jjust an instrument of

c éss'-power. Law gained 1legitimacy because the

efghteenth century common man 1lved his cultural

‘strategies within the.rulb of law. The belief ofathe
common man' in the rule .of law lent the rule of law.

general 1eglt1macy.‘ Thls legltimacy widened out

enabling the common people to use the law for their

own protection.' By activating his "right to the

o

law", the common man ycreated the situatlon whereby

not only were
L)

the rulers (indeed the ruling
class as a - whole) 1inhibited by

- their own rules of law against

" the exercise Of direct
unmeditatéd force {arbltrary &
imprisonment, the employment of
trxoops against the 'crowd,
torture, and those . other
convenliences of power witl which
we are all conversant), bukt they
‘also believed 1In these rules,
and thelr accompanying rhetoric,
to allow, in certain 1limited
areas, the law ltself to be a
genuine farum  within which
certaln kinds of class conflict
were fought out (Thompson, 1977,
p.265). -~

The strategles of reciprocal congrol created ‘\L

change. Conflict brought repressive law. But law
started to protect those lt was created to oppress.

»
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Through the examination of the speélflq historical
juncture, conflict is not Jjust the problem for a

system but a procéss of the lived relatlons of real

people.

Conclusion:. The Conflict  Paradigm, 0pp051tionél

Subqroups and Riot

-

The conflict paradigm posits a .problematic nature to

society. The Marxist perspective posits that social

conflict aiiées from a nexus of contradictions.
Dominatlion, power, épnflict, and contradiction may
overlap or fuse_‘to_pioduce riot. Cultural Marxlsm

examines the_rélationﬁ}@ff the deflners of soclety

and of oppositional éﬁbgroups to reveal assoclative

¥ LY

conditions for riot. ‘Conflict revedls . the reality
. —-—--.“f/f -

behind the appearance. Conffq:q\also illustrates the

reclp;ocal relations of control. The moral panlc is

a strategy .of the definers in soclety to control

oppositional groups. People are not entities with

psychological drives or an Iinherent selfish nature.

They are social beings, part of both, their group
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culture and part of societal culturé with theirf
attendant ideologies. _ |

There 1is a particular. time and plaée in
cultuia} marxist qonfl}cﬁ. The exa&inatlon of
lMiastory reveais the reality behind the appearancé.-
éocietles are not sl%llar systems with similar
compositions. They are historically spédific. There v

is no’ assumbtion of - consensual norms and values In
Efme homogenized whole. There 1s a multiplicity of

horms and values and definition of difference.



Chaptar IIT

’

The Methqdoloqical Framework: ‘Historical Materialism

The examination of the 'Catholic Irish rlots In

Bytown in the-18305 is a discussion of an historicail

even The methodologlcal framéwork which wlll be
bsed to\view the Catholic Irish conflig,tj will be

historical materialism. Before addressing that

historical framework, a dlscussion of historical.

event . must address certain problems ~ In

historiography. William Dray In Perspectives on

History (1980),' discusdes three major problems in
contemporary historiograph;: the problem of
understanding, ﬁsing R.G. Collinqwéod .as the
example; the problém of objectivity, referring to

the work of Charles Beard; anQ the problem of the

o
.



.
individual and the group, conSidéring the v&ew of

J.W.N. Watklns.

In the second half of this chapter we will
discuss these three methods in historical research
by examining two accounts of Cathollc Irish riots:
. "of Irish'Rlots.in Upper Cénada" by J.K. Johnson and
"Class Conflict on the Canals of Uppgr Canada in the
1840s" by Ruth Bleasdale. Nelther article 1s
directiy concerned with the Bytowq area. The second
one is slightly outside the 18305 time period.
However, hlstory written about the catholic Ixish
riots ts limited and often does not overlap the same
locality. Both articles examine Irxish riots in
Upper Canada, In the‘Cornwall area and-alonhg the st.
Lawrence canal/_system. The social milieu in which
the riots occur is similar to that of Bytown in the

18305 where the Cathollic Irish were a dlsfavourgd

and powerless subgroup.

These authors are representatlive of current
historlography of 1Irish conflict. The article by
"J.K.Johnson "Of Irish Riots in Upper <cCanada" is an

Illustratlon of - a work wrltten within the

ordes/consénsus paradigm. The_ article by Bleasdale

"Class Conflict on the Canals of Upper Canada in the

g7
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18408" 13 *an example of labour history ‘and is

‘'written within the conflict paradigm.

I. Problems in Historiography: °~ Considering
1 -

Collingwood, Watkins and Beard and a Consideration

of Historical Materialism

1. R.G. Collingwood and HistoricaI.Understandinq

investigation of past event from the "outside® and

the "inside®

The primary ‘focus of R.G. Colllngwood is to
uni?;ﬁiangkﬁ}storical event "through a re-enactment
of past experlence " or "a rethinking of past
thought" {(Dray, 59380 p.9). This does not mean that
the historian searches for cause and effect
relationshlips to discover some poslitlvistic "geperal
formula or law" whereby the antecedent condilions
necessarily caﬁse -something to happen (p.10).
Collingwood malntains that the historian should
fnvestigate past event both from the outslide, the

event itself, and from the inside, the. thought thch
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Aexplains the event. The h;stérian' attempts to
discover ail the ‘pertinent- facts surroupding\the
event (the outside)’ ;nd then rethlinks the event
critically In an attempt-to discovexr the thought of
the agent or agents involved 1n the event (the
inslide). HisEoricdl actlon represents the thought
forms .6f the agents 1Involved 1in the actlon. To
understand the actioﬁ,' the historian lretﬁiﬁfé_the
action, sometimes discoéering tho&ghté whfch might

have been hidden from the awareness of the ageﬁt

{p.13).

understanding historical event ‘by rethinking the

actions of the agenf

The understanding, or the answer to the dhestion

"why" such an actlon occurred, will come as thgp
| result of gethinking the agent's thoughts. Tlre
rgﬁﬁggéht action thenjbecomes self explanatory. What
happeﬁga“TQ‘dlscerned from the outside event and 1its
surroundinq) facts. why the event happened Iis
explained | in \the rethought action. A full
déscription f the events and the rethought actlion

provides explanation.'But as Dray points out, there

needs to be a distinction between the event and what
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\“‘ex-p'-lains it (p.18), -._‘collim’;wood triea to surmount | -
this difficulty by polinting out that'the rethinklng
takes the fof@ of a valld, practlcal argument. The
‘argument rendérs the action understandable 1f it'
takes intﬁ account the considé@atlons in the mind of
the\agentﬁ ‘Colllnqwood is notllooklng at the unique
event, but at event which has ‘"significance valid
"for all men at all times" (p.23). The practical
arqument,a critically evaluated and found valiﬁ,
engenders universal understandings ‘But. to be
explanatory, it must be an argument that the aéent
could have thought himself. Colllngwood clearly
wants the hisforiaq to consider the historic event

from the vantage point of the agent.

&. . :

understanding history at the ‘level of 1ndivid%§1

»

action

fy

Hﬁstary, according to Collingwood, tis al“hhmqhiétic“
study. In other ~ worda™ hé focusses, as does the
order/consensus paradigm, upon fhe person's actlons
leaving the structure of .the particqlar soclety
unqhestﬁoned; The larger forces in- soclety, eg.
cap{talism, are left out. This is similar to Gurr's

explanation of relative deprivation. The person or

N
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persons act because of a pérceived deprivation,
butt?essed. by an ‘inherent disposition to  be
aggresslive 1f .ffustrattd. However, this ts a middle
ground theory. It does not push the argument far
enough to ghgﬁer Qh; there was relativé deprivation
in the flrst place.‘ Collingwood's theory, in
1gnoring the étructuraqgf soclety, fits wlthiﬁ the

order/consensus paradigm.

no reclprocal relation betwéhh the structure of

soclety and the individpui-ﬁ\\

Dray polnts to this " when he says that there should
lbe a sepération between "what 1s explained and what
explains lé" (p.18). If there is' no distinctlon, the
his£0r1c31 event takes on meaning only through a
description of the adent's thoughts. The gquestlon
"why" ié still not answered. Collingwood 1is asking
the‘historlan to rethink past event in.thelterms of
the agent. But cllimbing inside the mind of the agent
to re-argue his reasons for actinq‘still leaves
history at the level of the individual,'leaviﬂg out
the recliprocal relationship betwéeﬁ the structure of

socliety and the individual.



‘Past event} “situated in pre-event and post
event, takes on wmore meaning thén‘the rethought
agents actlions. Collingwood's theory 1s detached
ﬁrom the structural milieu of his soclety. The focus
on human action fesfrlcts th&)explanation of histoxry-

to human experlence which can be cerebraliy

apprehended..

2. Charles Beard and Historical Relativism

history cannot be known as it actually was
o -~ ;

Beard guestlons whether the past éﬁn everfbe known
as it actually happened. He proboses that ﬂistory is
viewed indirectly through documentation qhd can never
be apprehended directly. 1Indirect apprehension 1is
complicated by incomplete documentation. The
structuring of incomplete documentation,. apprehended
lndiréQply may add further to the falslfication of the
past. This pértial and possibly skewed account of past
event is filtered through the partlcular value
judéments of the  historian. The understanding of

history is then relative to the information avallable,

'
L

(‘ .
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‘the strudx;re. used and "the wvalue Jjudgments of the -

historian.

history unlike science is not a direct apprehenslion of

reality

l
Beard contrasts historical pexception with
sclentiflc ~perception. He views. sclentiflc

perception as  the direct apprehension of reality.by
a neutral observér. Scientific exp?riments are
repeatable and thus verifiable.unf, as Dray points
out, few sclentific as. well as historical suﬁjécts
are apprehended directly. Scholars rel& upon past
event and past record 1In sclence as well as in
history. Some scientists, 1n physics for example, !
rely upon fheoretlcal conjecture rather. than |
inspection for explanation. In stresasing
apprehendable fact, Beard is calling for an
examinatlion of the fleeting present. All past or

unseen event becomes questlonable.
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Incomplete knowledge

But past or unseen event is utilized -4n all’
disciplines, sq}ehtigic as well as non sclentiflc.

An historical situation interpreted in 1light of

.other prevlious and followling events provides meaning

that‘thé present can not provide. Incomplete fact

need not mean false fact. All knowledge whether
sclentlfic or.non sclentiflc, lis pdrtlal'and‘open to

further amplification. Causal Importance to the

problem under dlscussion 1llmits the selectlon of /

* fact. But that does not presuppose falsiflcation.

histoxry and structure

Scientlists as well as historians stﬁucture the past::)
Into understandable parts. Structure may not: -
represent the multiple realitles of the past or méy

to some extent distort the past by arbitrary
closures. Strﬁcture necessarily breaks the past into

parts. Thls is not the patterning of the historlan's
E)

- —

own choosing, but arises out of the evidentiaryf

facts of research.

“



importaﬁion of value.judgments

Historlans, as do sclentists, lmport value Judgments

into thelr work. Beard's stronger érgument, however,

is that historians " import value Jjudgments in the

éelection of énd classiflcation of materlal. In -

other words, they select or classify material
according to values that -are "constitutive" of the

subjJect or 1ssue under dlacussion' leaving out

conflicting viewpoints. This argument can be dealt
with by a clear statement of the researcher'é
assumptlions, ox paradlgms thrqugh which he/she viéws
the past, and—bylscrupulous aftention to evidentianmy
fact. We may never ! know the "past as it actually
was". But that -1s no argumenE against trylng to
apprehend as much of thé past in as rligorous a

manner as possible.

-~ v

the order/consensus paradigﬁ and value judg@gnts

The order/consensus paradigm, ﬁowever, in starting
outy with the assumption that”§oc1eties'cohere into a
state of equlilibrium is’ often guilty of using
historical évent as the constitutive example;

Tilley, in his examination., of collective violence,
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mai ains that miQraﬁ?on from country to city or
countr fo country atomizes people. He then pltes
the / negative ;correlatlon between urban growth and
collectiye violence in France as the ‘egample. But
.this doés not always haﬁpen. The Cathoéic"I}ish are
a good.' mple to refute hls point. Tilley makes

generalized statements, {then finds the corroboraﬁive

-4

historical evidence. This 1is in opposition to
historlcal materialism that seeks to examlne the
concrete historlcal facts to 1reveal the reality

behind the appearance. : '

3. J.W.N. watkins, the Individual and the Group
]

methodological individualism

Watkin's theory of historical explanation focuses on
the indiyidual as the constitutive element In soclal
phenomena. His theory of "methodological
individualism" explainsu tﬁe whole by reference to
its parts. Social phenomena are constructed by what
individual people think and do, by thelr propensity
in a certain situation to act 1In a certain way. it

is not a conspiracy theory where people act with
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deliberate intent. Rather history 1is the result of

"uninteﬁﬂgd consequences of what people did

- intentlonally" (p.50). Nor is it that the group to

which people belong are.just the characterlistlics of

the.individual member "writ large".

There are four points inherent in the theory:

"that social phenomena are ontologically dependent:

upon individual actions ‘and attltudes"; "real men

~and real women are still the only moving agents in

%

history"; "only individuals can-  really be
understood"; and "large-scale 'social phenomena
cannot. be difectly observed: all that can be

actua}ly oBserved is individuals acting" (b.Sl).

group characteristics

As Dray polints oﬁt,‘ th¢ rellance upon ontology to
buttress method breaks down when individuals fofm
groups and-the groups take on group characteristlics.
The explanation that groups are Jjust "individuals
actigg" provides an answer to éhe question what or
h?w. It does not provide an answer to the question
"wﬁy". It is description rather than explanation. To

rely upon the constitutive individual as explanation
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gives rise to a single factor theorem of causatlon.

¢

It rules. out the 1arger‘sfructure ‘of soéietiesror
the'socia; forces Qithin them. It also precludes the

dynamic of control.

like the order/cqnsensus paradigm, change happens at

the level of the individual

In Watkin's theory the 1Individual 1s not seen as.a

product of his social milieu, affecting it and, in
turn, being affécted by it. The direction of inquiry

\ Dl
begins with the individual and change resides within

o
=Y

the 1indlvidual. This polnt brings us back to ;he
Q;der/consgnsus ﬁaradLgm. ' Because the
-oraer/consenshs paradigm presumes that the nature of
the‘state 'i§35 pssitive, people cohere around the

consensual norms and values of the State. The
structure of * the State'. does not change. The
immiérént (as in Gans  or Sandberg) or the

oppositional subgroup (as in éeertz) will submerge

their ethnic difference in thelr.desire to partake

of the wvalues of the State.

J’\.
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social phenoména are obserVablg
But soclal pheanena' and groups as well as
" individuals have force and act within society. A

céplpalist soclety arranges people in classes which

have "historical relationshlip" (Thompson, 1968,

‘p-8). The pressures and conflicts within these
hisforical relationships create reciprocal control.

In Whigs and Hunters the outgrowth of reciprocal

control by groups in socliety created change in the
law..That could not have been seen if the historical
examlnation was simply of Iindlviduals acting,

"Actions have social meanings.

e

4. Historical Materialism

Historlcal materialism 1s a methodological framework

for understanding socleties as the¥ change.

from the particular to the general ., .

Historlcal materialism has a particular direction of
inguiry. It starts with the particﬁiar material

reélity, the concrete historical fact. It is not the

109



.'understandlnngf events from an?_?bstract .1dea and
tailofing the facts accordingiy.. The ldea does not
produce the reallty. The reality produces the ldea.

The materlalist conceptlon, Marx
often commented, substltutes
concrete Nistorical researxch
tnto the actual conditions of
" human soclal 1life, for abstract
dogmas fthat hypostatise
historical trends {Glddens,
1983, p.150). ’
f

man's‘actions aie viewed‘within the structure of his'

- socliety _ : e
L 3 R

The actions of men cannot be vidwed separate from

.-

their society. Because man must work to produce his

N em
S

material exlstence, he therefore creates his
society. He is involved in the reproduction of his

society. He 1is not completely autonomous. He must

4

work in an historically produced soclety (Larrain,

1984, p.42). -

- Vs

. ' /
s 2

b S

labour in the, development of society

Historical materfélism is concerned wlth man worklng

within the confines 0of his historical society. It

”»

will be ‘concerned with the history of man's labour.
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. Labour is cariied»out, within the Jgocial relations
of productidn" that ha;é‘eQOIVed in his society. The
soclial relatlons of production are an external force
withln which man must work to produce for himself

while at the same time reproducing his society. The

labourer works but only within the conflnes of his,

society. These "soclal relations of production" are
an "external determination” and reproduce "the

relatlons of domination" (p.43).

a class soclety

Historical materialism ‘recognizes that the social
'\
relatlons of production in a capltalist soclety are

relations where one class dominates another.

The necessary consequence of the
limitation of the productive 4
forces has been a development
which can satisfiy the needs of a
few (dominant class). at the

expense of the majority
(dominated classes)} (Larrain,
1984, p.45).

Capitalism divides society into classes. The asymmetry
of resources will create alienation. Societal values

arxe contested. This situation may break out into overt

struggle, -
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soclal change and the economlc factor'

The struggle or conflict ‘caused by the
contradictions in the economic order, creates a
situation of rediprocal‘ control. As each factlon
struggles to control the other, change occurs. An
.example being the change In the. law 1In Whigs ana
Hunters. Historicalvfﬁﬁt&(&1££ig posl;s that the
economic order 1ls not the only factor which creates

change; but it is the primary one.

ideology ) -!

Historical materialism contains the concept of

ideolbqy. Ideology arises out of 1lived relatlons.

Ideology 13 not the originatQr of soclial relations.

The forms and elements of soclal
conscliousness are not/individual
inventions: Y EREy—reflect the
total 1life situation of a social
group and form the mental grid
through which that situation is

experlenced by the group
(Sumner, 1979, p.12).

The ideologles of the dominant class will therefore
work to -the advantage of that c¢lass. The productive

forces in society produce contradictory relations,
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.dqminaﬁF/domlnated, those with‘ the fesourées/thosé
(i/ﬁifhout the resources. The\}hnction of ideology helps

réproduce those relations.”

It plays this role pr6c};e1y by -
hiding the true relatlions
between classes, by explalining
away the relatlions of domination
and subordination (Larrain,1984,
‘p.47).
N L-
Historical materialism examines-the ideologies
of the dpflne7g of soclety. The moral panic is an
A
ldecloglcal construction which enables the definers
of society to control -a troublesome group }n
soclety. It hldes the exploitive. nature of the
dominant group. It stereotypes a subordinate group
ag dangerous, violent 0? opposite to the generally —~
held values of socliety as (he definers have deflined

them. «

Conclusion: Colllnqwood; Beard 'and 'Watkins and the

]

Order/Consensus Paradigm

The methodologica} framework of R.G. Collingwood,
Charles Beard and J.W.N{ Watkins all to some extenf

1llustrate the order/consensus paradlgm.
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ideas before concrete reality

Collingwood starts with the premise that history can

only be understood through the re-tiough action of

individuals. . The historical _.understandlnq,

thexefore, does pot apply to the material realitles
1

"of their social relations. . It relies upon "what is
self-consclious, thoughtful and rational" (Dray,

1980, p.9). There is a reliance on the ideas of .the

'

actor to explain his actions. Historical materlalism

would rely wupon the material reality of man's

-

actions to explain the ideas.

ignoring the influence of the structure of societf
o ' \\ ’ )

- ~

The hlstorical‘-understandiﬁq, thus viewed, leaves
out the 1interpenetration ¢f milieu and action. The
larger.strucfure of society‘ Is presumed to fe a
positive. The explanation ofu?spcial procésses is
ignored. If Collingwood's agents were inveolved 1in a
riot, the explanation would reside in the validated
argument found In the mind of the .agent. But that

would leave us with a one-sided formulation. It

could not provide the explanation of reciprocal
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control aﬁa the 1deoiogical‘§trategy of the moral

panic. ! | .

ignoiing the paﬁt

Charles Beard maintains that we can only know what
is ‘ln the dlrectly apprehended present. That,
however, leaves out the whole soclal order as
historically produced. Questigns about the structure
of soclety become 1irrelevant. He maintaiﬁs that
history Is relevant only to the value system in the
mind of the historian. Thls again takes us back to
the premise that the idea comes before the material
fact. In the order/consensus paradigm, soclety is
conceiggd as a.sys;em which is a presumed good. This
primary 1dea presupposes that all groups will
assimilate or cohere to the societal -system to
produce a state of equilibrium. Historical fact
bécomes the corroborative example. Historical
materialism deals with a different wviewpoint.

Concrete historical fact precedes idea.

( , ‘

stress on the individual
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J.W.N. Watkin's theory of  methodologlcal

individualism focusses, as does phe order/consensus
paradigm, on the individual as a "constitutive"
elément in social éhenomena. Only the individual can
be seen to ‘act. This argument deflects attention
from the largex'social phenomena. But,‘maniféstly,
people are affected by the larger structure of their
soclfty. Tq%%gy that people are the only moving
agents in hgﬁstory uls to preclude the material
relations ;(thé'-sdcial productive forces and the
relaflons . of _produc?ion) of * society. Material
relations as well as individual acting can be

observed and seen to. have force within socliety. The

large acale bhenomena.of capitallsm can be directly

 observed as.-. It arranges people into classes.

Historical materialism " explains why this happeng
rather than providing a constitutive description of

Y
the historical moment.

Methodologlcal individualism cannot explain

change, unless it is at the level of the individual.

b T

This is similar %o the order/consensus paradligm. In

the order/consensus paradigm, the 1&&@91dua1 coheres

around the consensual norms and values of the [State.

If theindividual does mot do so, then It is the

P

SO
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1nd1v1dqa1 who i3 a problem for the system and may '
be c¢ontrolled dr removed to return soclety to a

state of equilibrlum.

acfion versus ideoloqy

..Methodological individaalism, in 1its 1insistence on

.human agency, gan not expldin "how" or "why" people

live in groups. Individuals live in classes and galn
consciousness of themselves as members of a class.

Actions of people are also more than just actions.

Actions have  soclal meanings Actlion and 1llved
relations also give 1rise to 1ideology. Watkin's
methodological. individualism could not explain a

moral panlc because 1t happened .at the level of : )

~ideology. ‘ ; -

L4

Conclusion: Historical Materialism and the Conflict.

Paradigm

Historical materialism is a methodological framework
that views the dynamic relations of pedple
influencing and in turn being influenced by thelr
society. It 1is then an appropriate framework within

which to examine the conflict paradigm. Historical



1

materialism investigates the concrete fact of the

soclal relations of the people as they 1live out

their | life in a class relatlonshlip. Because
historical materfaliSm _ recognlizes the
dominant/dominated contradiction in a class society,

i1t also recognizes that this contradiction may

produce overt struggle. The primary tenet of the

conflict paradigm, that societal values are always

belng contested, can be viewed within this

framework.

class conflict

Historlcal materlalism recognlzes that the largér
structure of society affects the material soclal
‘relatioﬁs of the people within it; This opens up the
ékamination of both the‘sfructure of soclety and the
groups within it. Because  the economic order
asymmetrically divides society into classes, soclety
is 1nherent1y conflictual. Conflict between classes
leads to sfrategies‘ of- reciprocal contreol. These

strategies can be material and ideological.
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IX. C&rrent Historical Reseérch into the Irish Riots

1. YOf Irish Riots in Upﬁe; canada®

"O0f Irish Riots in Upper Canada" an aftlclé by J.K.~
Johnson (Johnson, 1566) .15 'hlstory wri%tén within
‘the order/consensus paradigm. This article focuses
on the riot-breaking activity of _Coloﬁel James
__flgzhibbon from 1824 to 1836. James.FitzGlbbon,
originally Catholic Irish;ihad become an Anglican in
order to be a member of the British milifary. He
came Eo the Canadas as a member of 1Issac Brock's
29th Regiment. He was a fringe member of the "select
and sought—aftef' cixcle of the Upper Canadian
government estéplishment". | .
Because he was Irish, spoke Gaelic, and:was
clearly part of the rullng mllitafy group, he was
used as a riot-breaker and peacemaker on behalf of
the government at York. He settled three disputes:
the Ramsay Rilots, 1Iinvolving a clash between the
_‘Catholic Irigp.; farmers of the Peter Robingon
settlement nofth of Perth and' the militié and
scottlish farmers of the area; a riot at York in
which Mackenzle had angered the Catholic Irish by

L]
slurs upon the Roman Catholic Bishop Macdonnell; and

-

:
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the Cornwall Riot of 1836, betﬁeen Eanal‘workers and
the reSidénts of thé Cornwall. area. By Jéhnson's
account, FitzGlbbon was an equitable maﬁ, taking no
sides,'ﬁut enlisting the aid of the church and the
military when discussion falled to mainta}n peace in

prer Canada.

Y

descrlption does not answsr the question "why"
/

"Of Irish Riots 1In prer Canada" 1is not an attempt

P . ' . - -
Lo understand the historical _ situatlon by.

investigating the actions  of the agent and

rethinking the thought processes of the agent’,. as in

the sense of R.G. Collingwpod. Although(tﬁe article
: ! an(

concerns a speclflc person, ,FltzGlbbhon, the writer

k]

faills to discern the thought of the agent. There is

no attempt to discern the meaning of the event from

the "outside", by comparing it to other events, ox

from the "inside", by actively zrethlnking thg

reasons the person acted (Dray, 1980, p.13).
FitzGlbben appears to be merely a functionary,
acting on behalf of the Family Cohpact. "0f Irish
Riots in Upper Canada" does not pehetrate the mind
and actions of FitzGibbon to undérstand. the thought

of the agent expressed in action.

L
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Since, for Colllingwood, what
happens was actlion, this implles
that sometimes, at least, it may,.
be the historxlan, not the
original . agent _ who flrst
discovers what ~a certaln action
"was: that 1is, what thought a
certalin . past action
expressed,.{Dray, 1980,p.13). ;

In other words, past action has meaning which
e . :
can be discerned by the historlan. That meanling is

not some predictive relationship, a cause and effect

relationship in a positivist sense, but an
explanatioﬁ, an understahding, of why a certaln
action took place. "65 Irish Riots In Upper Canada"
iIss & listing §£ eyents Qiéhout meaﬁing or
understandlng; It disregards the purpose q0f the
Family Cémpact in sending FiEzGibbon to troubfe
spots, hs a rgéult, FitzGlbbon's actions \appear to
be altrulstic rather than those of soclal_control

N

situated within class relations.

@

lack of historical material

/

No historical backqsound is provided for the
7

Catholic 1Irish. The Orange Order 1is mentioned

without any explanation@ The article 1ignores the

larger pollitical sltuation of Upper Canada, the

conﬁést over the form of govermment which was,

s

}

 Yod
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hgating‘ up in both 'Upper and. ' Lower Canada. The |
author does not considér"why Sir Frapcls Bond Head
would wish to keep most of the military at home ln
1836, instead sending one man as a éeace—maker._The
author does not answer the gquestion ."why". He

prefers superfliclal descrlption}
<l X ) :

~ .

The account -recognizes the ethnic conflict .
betwéen ghe Cgtholic Irish and fheir pro—Anglo
hosts. But it is only a recognition of difference
leading: to riot. It ignores the historic ethnic
strateqgies of the catholic Irish. The artlcle treats
the Cathollc Irlsh and ‘the prb-Anglo qyoup as’ if —
their 11£é staJted_at the moment of entry iﬁto Uppen )
Canada ‘omltting thelr oclal and economic pre- Ny
history with the bsychologlcal ties and cultural
pattétnings, which = necessarily are ' part of
Individual and group immlgrant response. There is no !
sense of the continuity of history. The immiqfant
‘thus 1is cut off from " his individual culgﬁﬁal
heritage and becomes a cardboard figqure. His acti&ns
becomé merely a problem for the dominant soclety Sfu

’
Upper Canada.

.
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not the unln?ended conséquences‘of inténded action
Vo R

The bositlon of Johnson ‘-seems. clpSeE to tﬁe
‘"methodological ‘lndlvidualism" of J.W.N. Watkins; ‘

that past hisforica% Ehenomena can be apprehended (/
‘only through the actions of individuals {Dray, 1980,
%.51); &he -examihatlon of the.individugl in history

1s seen as an example of the group with whom he is a

part. But 1nIWatk1ns' view, hlstory 1s the result of

the wunintended consequences of what people did

lnfentionally; Watkins t*does not believe in.
‘"consplracy" theor%; But FltzGlbbon K does aét"as-an.
A érm of the‘Family Compact to keep tke Catholic Irlish

in their place. FitzGibbon is an a;;ntlof the ruling
grqup; the characteristlics of whlgh-can be inferred

from his actiohs. In'bothwsqpses:of "conspiracy" and -

of repregéﬂtlng the Family Compact, this article

4
doesunot fit within methodological 1ndlviduallsm. i

This explanation equally does not fit "0f Irish
Riots 1n Uppsx Canad;" because the focus of the
article is so geﬁeralized. Theré is no attgmpt to
examine FitzGibbon's actions. The results of ﬂis
rloE—breakﬁnq actdvlty are never examined from the

viewpoint of the Catholic 1Irish or the other

4//;;ttlers of Upber canada.,His actions are described

1

»
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as "vigourous" but successful. "He had not only kept
the peace, but he . had helped Jjustice to prevail"
(Johnson, 1966, p.154). The article does not address

the questions whose peace and vhose 3Justice.

-.FitzGibbon himself is . gi&gs very little

lﬁdividuality. He i3 treated as a marker, an example
to the catholic Irish. By following his ;quitable
example, the Catholié Irish are to become "useful
and peaceful cftlzens of Upper Canada". The lack of
historical undersfanding of the Catholic Ixishqhere
_is‘remarkable..For it‘is'qugstionable why the devout
Cathollic Irlsh would follow the example of ; lapsed
. R :

Catholic, one thgf had qone - over to what the

“Cathollc Irish would deem the "pther slde".

—

assumption of assimilation

.

=
"Of Irish Riots In Upper Cagida" views the hlstory
" of the Irish riots in Upper‘ Canada as mere
dysfunctional sltuations which would q1sappear when
the Catholic Irish "adopted the new ways of their
new home". The underiyiqg aséumption Is that they
“~would integratefwith the domlnant host group to £o;m

a larger and more peaceful whole. It is presumed

o 7
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Ithat .the cCatholic Ixish will cohere around the

values of "thelr new home".

JOhnson ts writing about riots from 1824 to
1836 when the whole political order of Upper and
" Lower Canada was belng contested. There was no state
of egquilibrium in Upper canada at the time. How this
létegration waé to come about is not explained. It
-1s Jugt presumed that integration with the dominant
group yould bring the catholic Irxrish into a state of
equilibr{uT with the rést of Upper Canada. The
actlons of FltzGibbon are _Just an historical ex&mple

-0f event to show integration within a system.

imported value judgment

Writiﬁg within the order/consensus paradligm, Johnson
has imposed a structure, 'perhaps unwittingly, which
creates " a value Jjudgment. It makes the account
relatlve to the paradigm. The selectlion of and
classification of material has resulted in values
that are constitutive of the paradigm. To amplify
that polnt, the Catholic Irish riots aré viewed from
the- viewpoint of the definers of soéiety; the Family

Compact. The Catholic 1Irish 1lose their historic

J (



individuality anﬁ become a dysfunctional unit iﬁ the
:larger schema of integration into theiformation‘of
an emérgent nation. Johnsoﬁ has made his account
relative fo the assumption that all people would

cohere.around the norms and values of the dominant

group.

Because Johnson begins with the assumptions of

the ordexr/consensus paradigm, hls account resolves
into description of event. He is unable to see the
conflict from both sides., There is no explanation,

therefore, of why there 1s such an exaggérated state

of apprehension about the Catholic Irish. Working

from the general.§ sumption of assimilation to the
particular situation of ethnic confllct results in
an incompleté hisfotical account of‘ both the
Catholic Irish and the Loyalist, Anglo Irish

coalltion. History is viewed as an ' example to prove

a point.
1gnorés the moral panic
Johnson cannot see the "perceptlion" of threat caused

by the cleavage of societal definitions. He does not

take into account the contested nature of the State
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of Upper Canada and therefore the perception of

Ehreat posed by an essentially powerleSs group. He

-cannot explaln "why" there was such an exaggerated

anxiety or moral panic about the Catholic Irish.

v

P}

2. "Class Conflict on the Canals of Upger'Canada in

the 18408"

"Class Conflict on the Canals of Upper Canada in the
184058" (Bleasdale, 1981). is an explanation of the
Irlsh_riots on the St. Lawrence canal system from a
conflict perspective. The author  of the article
presumes that there Iis no‘ consensus .Pn societal
vglues. The economlc posltion of the Catholic Irish
resulted in a riot and conflict because they were a
surplus labour popuiftion who had to fight fSr their
livelihood. The cathollc Irish were allenated from
the proo-aAnglo society of Upper Canada by the fallure

of that socliety to allow them a secure place within

their economlc confines. This 1s an account of d

particular historical Jjuncture. The "...violence of
thé labourers appears not as 'the excesses of an
unruly nationality clipging to 0ld behaviour
Qatterns, but as' a ratlilonal response to economic

conditions in the new world" (p.9). The Catholic

127



128
Irish are seen as "a ;eéeive pooi of unskiiled
labgﬁrersd whé, because of Jﬁfair labour bracfices
on thelpart of employers, insufficlent jobs ‘and lack
of public relief, riot and strike for “jobs and

higher wages.

labdur history

The oppositional 1deology of the Catholic Irish is

seen as rooted in their ethnic past whichlitself was

formed in response to "a long tradition o
opposition to emploiérs in the o0ld worl
The agrarlian: warfére, in 1Ireland, 1s seén as a
response to rising rents and the price of potatoes,
Their united opposition is described as opposition
in the work place. It' was tﬁe result of a "deep
seated suspliclon of employers and a sensitivity to
exploitation" (p.30). It was because of this past
economic exploita?iqn that they deveioped a class

conscliousness.

Bleasdale pIZébses ~ that structural
éontradlctions in the society of the 18405 are
maximized by the capitalistic 1labour market. Class

and ethnicity combine to produce conflict. Her

o
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argument is that economic ‘'conditions  in Ireland

-

created an expioited class, the Cathollic Irﬁsh, with

their own oppositlional ideology and collective

strategy to rlet to 'opﬁain redress of thelr

grievances, When these saﬁe economic conditions are
met’ogain in tho Canadasﬂ'the same result occurs.
Their shared.consciousness of economic-exploitation
and ethno-culture created a united opposition to the

»

employers. 'S

" economic determinism .
{

Bleasdale's account of Ixish history'considers the
Irish problem as beinglohe of econooic oxploltatlon
rather than of historic séclal Qnﬁg political
domination. 1Irish Catholic contempt for English
authority and hatred .of Engliéh domination is
translated into a suspicion of employers in the
market place. This depicts the Catholic Irish as

part_of a labourlng class in 1Ireland instead of a

peasant class.

The historical understanding of Irish History
is viewe retroactively through the filters of

capitallistiic class conflict. But the Catholic Irish

129
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.Iearned thelir ’strategy of rebellion in a situation ; |
of social and poiitical domination as a peasant
class. As immlgrants in a new situatlon, economic
exploitation,_ economic: exploltation of ?n Ango-
dominatéd group, they utllized that same strateg;
for a different puiposé, eﬁployment. Bleasdéle seeé
the "rational response" of the Catholic Irish as the
same response fo the same situation in both
countrles. However, the fundamental relatlod® of
power changed whén the Catholic Irish found

themselves in a new environment. They were able to

exercise sone recliprocal control throhgh. the -

historic strategy of rebellion.
T

a need for a total viewpoint

Bryan Palmer addresses this problem in "Listenling to
‘History‘ Rather than Historians: Reflectlons on

Working Class History" (1986).

\\\\‘\ . We have depicted working class

— culture as struggle and
resistance, and- this__is one
important component. But we have
been negligent In uncovering the
ways in which workers
internalize the valueg and - ¥
practices of the established
society, adapt them to working
class realities, and reproduce-



the bourgeois order -(Palmer,
1986, p.76). '

Palmgr goes on to :dlscuss the need and also the
difficulty 1n-‘look1ng at the "totallty" of soclety
In the cons;deratlon of  working class his?zfﬁ. The
rieed to incorporate the historf ofl "bu;iness,
economlcs, urban places, polltics. and religion"

(p.76). He polnts to the difflculty of apprehehding

" the totality of the past with incomplete empirical

data. This ig the_ problem of s¥ructure. By

considering the Catholic 1Irish conflict from the

viewpbint 0of labour history, Bleasdale has left out

the 1mmigrantgf‘”past political history withBhe

effect of skewing her account of c¢lass and
ethnlcity. Bleasdale's account makes the Catholic

Irish group appear simllar to the ‘"problem

populationS" of Spitzer.

value judgment

Bleasdale has made the economic factor th aingle

cause rather than a primary cause. This imports a

value orientation into her work. There 1is a direct

.correspondence between the economlc order and the

social and political order. The economic factor does



not explain the Ramsay‘ Riots between thg Peter
Robinson settle;s'gnﬁ the militia and the Scotch
.settlers; The cufiural differences-that grated upon
“the sensibilities of the pro-Anglo ‘group in Upper
Canada often ignited a riot. Nor does it explain the
‘diquiition to ‘challenge authority and the refusal
to grant Anglo-constitutionalism leéitlmaéy which
grew out of;,sfven- hundred yea?s of political
. domination. it does nqt explain the Jacobinism which
became part of the political beliefs of the cathollc
Irish after the French Revolution of 1789 and the

falled Ixrish uprising of 1798.

The historie domlnation of the 1Irish by the

Engllish is reduced to economic exploitation. This 1is

one view and may be good as far aé‘Tt“\Qg?s. But "all

human actions ... have an ecoromic aspect; cial
-aspect and a cultural aspeét, - and no doubt a
political aspect as well" (Braudel, 1985, p.19). The

Catholic Irish had a "whgle repertoire of Struqqle“
which arose Put of thelx cultural history and cannot
be reduced to the ecomomic. The single factor theorem
takes on a simple correspondence. But society develops

unevenly and at dlfferent levels with differling

ideologies allowing f£for change. E.P.Thompson in Whiqgs.

and Hunters (1977) clarifies this concept. The society

132




of the eighteenth century promoted law for the Benefit

" of the pfofection of private property of the wealthy.

But as the law came to recelve general leqitimaéy, the

-‘pobrer people exercised that law to their benefit. The

law then becdmes a strategy which can be used against -

the owners of private. property by those fdt whom' t
was meant to contfol. With the simple correspondence

theory, where all is determined, how does historical

"change take place?

/

»

r

determinism vs. ideology

By considering the-Irish iiotg from the sdle asped{#
of class conflict produced by the economic order,
Bleasdale can account for conflict but not for the
ideological strétegy of the moral panic. The account
provides an one-slded wview point. The exploitive
nature of the soclety of Upper Canada is well
documented. The exact nature of how the Loyalist-
Anglo-Irish coalition. brepared the gfound for

polltical contrgl 1s not explained. The exaggerated

* anxlety about the Catholic Irish 1s not dealt wiéh.

)
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ééncluglon: The'ﬁOEQQrICOnsengga‘ Paradigm anfl the

1Cbnflict ParaGIQm in Current Researfh :

4

. ) \
order/consensuS'paradiqu//—f\\

Rf a writer takes the positlon of J.K. Johnson,that

minority groups will assimilate, or integrate with.

the dominant group in soclety, the writer

neces>axily  takes  the ition  of  the
order/consensus -paradigm. thé/;T::>ity group ls seen

as cohering around -some assumed consensual norms and

values in society. Although the values and norms J{s

never discussed and appear to be neutral, they are
nevertheless fhe values and norms of the.ﬁomlﬁant
group.'ﬁge guestlion of historlcal methdd.used.by th;
author becomes meaningless; because hlsﬁory becomes
just an example to prove how tﬁe order/consensus
paradigm worké. And In that sense there is no real
histerical explanation. Because of the assumptioh
that societies wlll cohere to eventually produce a
state of equilibrium, conflict is 'considered
dysfunctional and éeen as a disruptive element which

must  be controlled or removed from the system so

that the "dominant order will prevail.
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conflict paradigm

Z N - . ~
/’ . . . ' ) .
If the writer takes tg;‘position that confllict is a

S

normal process In the changling of _socliety, as does

\J
Bréasﬁgle, the values and norms of both the domlnant

and the minority groups are explicitly stated.

Confllict “becomes not something to be removed for the

better health of+ the systgﬁ, but an historical

| event, which when examined, reveals ‘the soclal,

economié and political attitudes of both sides. It

reveals the 1llved relatlons of people and the

assoclative conditions which credted the environment

S -* '
for riot. The question of historical method becomes

>

4

important because the examination of conflict and
the examination of norms and values must be related
to a particular time and place. Although Bleasdale

. »
reduces the historlical understanding to the

thereby créating a value laden
undexrstan g ,0of the historical event, it 1is a
partlcular- examination of a specific hilstorical

Juncture.

Y
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Conclusion: Chapter III

.

A
_ ;- _
An historical understanding of the Erish rlots in

the 18308 in Bytown must involve an éxamination of the

outside and the lnslide of event taklhg _the soclal,

economic and political into account. It is an attempt

to examine the material conditfbnsfbﬁ soclety enmeshed

t

in cultural terms: to give a totality .to the

N :
understanding. The understanding will necessarily be

incomplete. as all historical understandings are. As

Dray points out thls does not falslfy the account. The
Catholic Irish riots are more than individual action.

L]

{ndivldual actlion arlses out og*cultural practice and
is iﬂfldenced by the established soclety in which it
takes place. It is a dynamic situation, an out grqyth
of the strétegies that people use to create méanrnq
within thelr relations and within certain political

structures.

F

moral panic

w
By considering the Irish riots within)the historical
materialism  framework, there w111\L also be. a

consideration of the ideologies of the people involved
—
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in the conflict; Consideration ;f' the ideologies of
' botﬁ siﬁes illustrates more combletely the strétegies
of recipr&cal control. The moral panlc concept shows
- J"why" there was an exaggeratéd ‘anﬁiéty over .a

vbte}ess,.propertyless, powerless group. It avoids the

proﬁlems Inhexrent in the order/consensus paradigm.
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Chapter 1V

- 1

Historical Background +to the Irish Riots in Bytown

in the 1830s8

i-

The analysis of the Irish riots in Bytown in.tlé
183058 fits :withgn_ the conflict paradigm. The
Cathollc Irish were an opposltional subgroup 1n Epe
cultural milieu of Bytqwn. They contested ﬁhe
accepted norms and values. of the Loyalist-Anglo-
Irisﬁ coalltion, The Cathollic Irish were new
immigrants to Upper Canada. They had been treated as
a subjugated people in Ireland. They had developed

thelxr own particular cultural strategles in
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opposition to the dominant Arglo .group which were

agéin used in the new milieu of Upper Canada.

Thé718305 was a particularly unsettled time in
Uppe£ Canada. There w&g an ongoing- cqnflict'between
the colonlial administration and tﬁe Famity Compact
yhol wlshed to retain' the status guo anﬂ the
reformers lead by Mackenzie who .wanted 
representative government. The Cathoiic Irish were a
pérlpheral group within the poiitlcal context of
Upper‘Canada. The great majority of them did not own

land and therefore did not qualify for the vote. As

migrant labourers haylng ne flxed residence,‘they'

were at the bottom of the -economic scale and thus‘

-

were powerless. But in Bytown 1In the .18308, they
found themselves at the nexus of politlcal and
soclial contradictions '-which fused | te produce
conflict with the dominant Loyalists and Anglo

Irish.

J/

T

development of a situation of moral panic

Mo

The conflict was a situation of recipiocal control.
Because there were ethnic dlfferences bettween the

dominant group, the-LoyaIists and the Anglo Irish‘
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and the subordinate group, the Cathoiié Irish, there
was a qleavage in social values between the two
groups. Different strategles were used on botﬁ sldes
to win éome measure of control over thelr situation.
The Catholic -Irish used the sfrategies of a.pre—
political group. T#By rioted. to  gain employment.
Collectlve violence was a form of pre politlecal
cémmuqication. The difference in ethnic values

between the definers of society, the Loyalists and

.thé.Anglo Irlsh and theﬁ Cathollc 1Irlish, howevér,
produced a situation of moral panicfaThe historic
stereotype of the Catholic 1Irish fused with other
anxi€ties In the mlinds of the Loyalists and the
Anglo Irish. about the unsettled state of Upper
Canada 1itself. The _moral' panic over the Cathollc
Irish was an “ideological displatement" for the
political: conflict in the l;rger terrain of the
province. The moral panic was used as a strategy for

control on behalf of the deflners of Bytown socliety

and paved the way for the use of coercion.

»

In Upper Canada,-a moral panic evolved around -

3

the Catholic Irish because of their oppositional
culture and ideologies. No immigrant comes to a new
country? hout his cultural baggage. The Catholic

Irish were a culturally different groﬁp from the
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Loyalist or -the Angl&ilrlsh. Since the legislation

of Henry "VIII - the hét in Restraint of Appeals and
the Act of Supremacy - Catholics were a threat to

[

the. Engllsh state. Those who practlced the Roman

Cathollic faith were seen as traitors (Stephenson and

Marcham, 1937, p.304-310).. Although by 1829, with

the repeal of the Penal Laws, . Roman Cathollcs were

given civic rights 1in Engiand and the colonies,
there was a deeply ingrained cultural suspicion of
“all Catﬁolics and an active religibus prejudice."

~ The Catholic Irish stereotyﬁe was not a mgdia
créatlon but an historical product. Centurles of
Catholic Irish agrarian warfare had . created a
Catholic Irish stereotype in the minds of the pro-
Anglo_groub. They fought Engiish oppresslion and so

were labelled dangerous; murderous and rebellious.

They had been forced by the Penal Laws into the:

lowest layer of the economic pyramid. The Engliéh
attributed the results of enforced poverty: dirt,
drinking'ané lack, of incentive, 'to the Catholic
Irish chéracter. They naturally allied wlth France
against the English, with the result that they were

labelled bearers of Jacobin contagion.

4
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Thiz hlstoric stereotype was fixed Elrmly In
the ‘minds of the Loyalist, Anglo-Irish coalition.
Catholic Irish opposition to the Loyalist, Anglo-
Irish coalition In Bytown occurred at tﬁe same tlme
that the nature ofr the state in Upper Canada was
being contested. * Thezxe Nalready was a state of
general anxiety over the nature of the politlcal
order in Upper Canada. The cultural strategles of
the Catholic Irish”highlighted their dlféerence from

the conservative ruling group. This shifte&q%he

anxiety over rebe{lién focusing it upon a powerless
subgroup. )

Although the Cathqlic Irish were essentially
powerleés, the TIrish rlots became a situatlon of
moral panic, an ideological displacement for thé
larger more threatening crisis over representative
‘government ﬁhich was consumling the'polftlcs of the
mid—eightéen thirties and which in the wintexr of
1837 was to break out in open rébellion. No
situation is‘ clear cut; but theLCatholic Irish were
not welcoméd with great cordiality by the host group
in British North America. When conflictlwith the
host group ' occurred, the Loyallist, Anglo-Irish
coalition.” attempted "to crlminalize, the Catholic

Irish. The failure of this strategy brought a call

for the Orange Order.
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I. General Historlecal: Backqround from 1760 to 1841

In the 1830S, British North America was part of the
British colonial'empere. The natuie of the state
from conquest through to 1841 underwent constant
transition. Albeit brief and much truncated, a

history of the Canadas from 1760 to 1841 is

necessary to provide a backdrop to ‘the conflict in:

Bytown in the 1830S. The «conflict between the
Cathelic 1Ixrish and the Loyalist, Anglo-~Irish
coalition must be considered within the larger

historical context.

1760 to 1791

The years from 1760 to 1791 were the years from the
English Conquest to the division of British North
America into Upper and Lower Canada. After the
conquest, the mllitary was quickly followed by a
group of Anglo*Américan merchants. French Canadians
lost commercial dominance to the English and
Amerlcans. The aristocratic strata of New France

returned home leaving that province largely to the
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Catholle Church' and ‘the English governors. The

numbers of the Protestant English conguerors were

aughented by the mquatlons after the "Amerlcan war
of Igdependence\ 1775-83. fhese migrations were
composed of British Loyalists moving for politiéal
reasons, and Aﬁéricaﬁs_seeking free land (Gaucher,
1982, p.98).. This period was distlngulshed by

simple f(iz settlement with a system of individual

contract \Fur trade and military supply were the

maln commerclal development. After 1791, with the
creation of Upper and ! Lower Canada, the provinces

were governed by a Lleuteﬁant Governor appointed by

the Br;tish Colonlal offlice. There was to be an‘

appointed Executive ' Council, an appolnted
Legislative Council, a popular Assembly, (wlth a 500

pound property qualiflcation), andj a clvil service
(Gaucher, 1982, p.101).

1792 to 1815

-

From 1792 to 1815 there was a steady. influx of
immigrants from the Thirteen Colonies. By 181?,
eighty percent of the Immigrants of Upper Canada had
immigrated from the Unlted sStates. They made the

choice to move north for new territory and by that
:
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cholice then, lent legltimacy to the Brltish colonial .

system. That legitimacy was cemented when American
-encroéchment was turned baék during the 1812-1814"
war. The defeét of the Frenéﬁ by the end . of the
Napoleonic Wars .;n 1815 solidified the British
poslition in" the Canadas. It removed the possibility
that France might retake \the Canadas; It also
removed the possibility that France' might form a
coalition with the Thirteen Colonles orAghe ﬁative
lpeoples in an attempt to control the country. It was
during ;hls pefidd that the Pan-Indian movement, led
‘by Tecumseh, was .défeated. With the removal of
France as a power 1In North America, the French
Canadians were isdlatgd and left to the rule of
théir chuxch who acted as the intermediary with the
culturally different English (Gaucher, 1982,p.72).
The sociai formation was a Loyalist, aristocratic
(the governors and military leaders) and pseudo-
érlstocratic, (the Chateau Clique In Lower Canada

and. the Family Compact in Upper Canada), formation.

It was anti-democratic and anti-republican.
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1816 to 1832

Frém 1816 to 1832, migrations fxom the British Isles
Contlnued, with the.jélsh being the most numerlcally
important group. During this‘ time there was. a
struggle Sver the control of the colonial state
gtructure. Thls struggle  Jjust increased the
reactionary anti-democratic and anti-republican
_ Britishlpo%gtion (Gaucher, 1982, p.1l07). The Chateau
Clique In Lower Canada and the Family Compact !In
Upper Canada consolidatéd their positions and their
definition of the State as aristocratic ‘"rule by
appointed right". Lands were dlstributed t; the

b

retiring military and loyalist immigrants to augment
'~ control and”impose a type of class system on the new
provinces (Gaucher, 1982, p.109). In this perlod

guestions over representative government began with

a "growing indigenous reform movement" (Gaucher,

=

1982, p.119)

?

1833 to 1841

The time period 1833 to 1841 was one of reordering
of the soclal formation. Growing opposition in Lower

Canada and Upper Canada reflected the growing ’//\\

. ~
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Chartist Movement in 'Great Britaln. The reformers
‘did not want.to _separatexfrom the British colonial
system. They wanted tq limft the Chateaﬁ C11qﬁe ana
the Family Compact who qontrolled the government of

& :
their provinces through the appointed councils. Aas

with the Chartist movefient in Great.Britain, the
ruling classes fea politic‘al democracy would
"threaten property righfs and the whole economic
sfstem"// (Palmer, 1956, p.467f.. fhere was
considerable radlcal support in the English
Parliament for thg Canadian situation. It was not
énough, however, to change the opinion of those in
power (Gaucher, 1982, p.124). The demand for an
elected Legislative Council and an Exechive‘Council

responsible to the Assembly, on the part of th

Canadlan reformers,‘ was the fulcrum ef the conflict
that erupted in open rebellion in the winter of
1837. After the rebellion, with the report on the
Canadian sltuation by Lord Durham, Upper and Lower

Canada were united in 1841.
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. 1L. Historical géﬁkground of the Loyalist Group and

Their Cultural Milieu

1. The Effects of the 1812 - 1814 War | .

-~ ' o »
The Loyallsts were, strlctf} speakling, that group of
immigrants who wished to remaln within the British
colonial system and who moved north éfter the American-
Wwar of Independence. By 1812, elighty percent of the
inhabitants of Upper Canada were immiérants .from the
Anewly formed United States. But only about one quarter
Qexe United Empire Lbyalists| (U.E.L.) (Ga&cher, 1982,
p.-74). By choosing to move to British North America,
whether for political reasons. or for the Etee land
.grants, these immigrants offered alleglance to the

British crown which was further cemented by protecting

their territory with arms during the 1812-1814 war.

The patriotlsm which was generated by thet\812—
1814 war, bound the inhabitants together, whether they
were U.E.L. or not. This patriotic ldeology,.
retroactively, created a Loyalist tradltion for all
the early immigrants. This all embracing patriotism
was extended In the years after the Qar to provide the

ideology for a cohesive Loyalist governing class. As



3

t

Akenson cohcludés, the 1deology evolved from the

precepts that: : ¢

virtue deserves to be rewarded
and suffering to be compensated.

The loyal popuiace of Upper Canada
both suffered and was virtuous.

The loyal populace thexefore
deserved a reward. .

.-

Lo -
The economic, clvic and soclal game. .
provided the 1loyal persSons of 1812
{and their heirs) with their
deserved reward for wvirtue and
Justifled compensation for thelr
suffering.

gomethling "whlch dispenses Justlce
truly is, by definitlion, just.

The exlsting economic, clvic, and
soclial arrangements are therefore
justified, even though they might
seem at first glance to be tilted

unfairly against new Iimmigrants
(Akenson, 1985, p.l136).

This d4id not, in the scattered settlements of
Upper Canada, provide a situation of hegemonic
order. But it did provide a juUstification "for a

marked economic, civic, and social advantage for

indivi§dals who arrived before the war over those

who came 1later" (Akenson, 1985, p.136). Some of

these Loyallsts were definitely allied to the pro-

\
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monarchical, rule by appointed right, . pseudo-

aristocratic Family Compact. -

The Loyalists stood for the
recognition of "law rather than’
rebellion, for the unity of
empire rather than a separate
exlstence for the colonles, for:
o the British constitution rather
, than . republicanism and £for a
hierarchicaly soclety in which
the classes possessed, and
recognized, different rights and
privileges (Berger, quoted 'in
Cheal, 1981, p.41).

For the Iimmigrants who came after the war, unless
§
they could meld into-tpe'Loyalist landscape, they

would remaln at a soclo-economlic disadvaﬁtage.

2. The Parvasive Military Presence and the Influence

of Authoritarian Control

Another constituency-of the Anglo-ﬁost group was) the

.military. The prgéence of the American border was a

constant reminder of Upper Canadian vulnerablility to

military encroachment. Mllitary postas were part of

every major settlement. To provide a settled pseudo-

aristocracy, the army promised land to the reglments
as a reward for loyal service. Along the Rildeau

Canal, this policy provided a second. line¢of defense
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for the province after the military posts along the-

St.‘LaQrence. Close to Bytown, military seftlements
yé;e éonstructed at Perth, for the men of the 99fh
regiment, at Riéﬁﬁond for the men ;f the 100th
reglment and at Phiney's point ih March township,
for the men of the .97th regiment (Legget, 1955,
p.26}. Bytoﬁn was éstablished as a military
settlement, a headquartersAfor the coﬁstruction of
'the'Ridéau Canal between 1826-1832. The cana} was to
be an inland supply route safe from the Amerlcan
threat. )
~\

The  pervaslve presence of Ehe ‘military
settlements was augmented with thg volunteer
regiments of the militia. These were, by definition,
members of the Loyallst group. By 1833, there were
61 militia regiments in Upper Canada consisting of
"1,673 officers and 34,674 rénk and flleﬂ (TalboJ,
1983, p.7). In 1836-1837 ?t the time  of the
rebellion, Ogle Gowan, the leader of the Orange

Order in Canada (to be explained. below), framed the

.Milltla Act whilch turned Upper Canada into an aimed

camp. Every able-bodied male from sixteen to sixty

was required to bear arms for a prescribed period oE
active duty. There was a death péﬁélty for desertion

and strict = courts martial for speaking
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dlsrespectfully of the monaxch or the royal family

(Akenson, 1984, p.193}. In Perth, the county seat

" for the Bathurst distrlct,.an annual muster brought

out nine hundred men (Bathurat Courler,June 5,1835).
There was to be no wild west syndrome as in the

Amerlcan settlement. The basic. concerns of‘ the

inhabltants and the colonial office was law, order

and territorial security.

i

3. A Rudimentary Capitalist Economy '

The host group was transformed by the 1812 ~1814
war; but they also were influenced by the économic
society upon which their own social order rested.
They were .affected by the same revolutlonary
movements as their parent country, Enqlapd. Lénd had

been redefined since the start of the enclosure

movement (Enclosure Acts 1760-1830) as a part of the

capitalist economy. Although Upper '~ Canada had a
seemingly endless supply of 1land, it was land for
sale. Land was vlewed as a commodity not as a feudal
common right of every may to yis "rood of ground".
And it was Jand to be used for commercial

agriculture, To that end,  there was a need for

better roads to transport prbduce to the markets. In

3
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1835, as reported in the ~Bathurst courler, proflt

was being eaten up'by tranéportation costs. And thus

"The love of acquiring ‘wealth was lessened énd the

necessary stlmulus to Industry and 'enterprise was

- being desfroyed" (Bathurst Courier, March 28, 1935}.

*
-

Although capltal formation remained small
throughout the years from 180Q to 1837, it was seen
és an essential part of the growing economy. From
1835 to 1837 there was a .crisis of capltal. The
Lieutenant governor Sir Francis Bord Head was forced
to assent to a Relief of Bangs Act.And it was not
until October 1837 that. the banks were again

~¢redeenming - notes with hard currency (Brockeville

Recorder; June 16, 1837).

e
U
[

4. Settler Status

There was no enclosure movement as there had been in
England to herd people off the 1land and force them
into a .life_organlzed . by industrial labour. In the
new world, there was“§§3eemingly unlimited supply of
land._But the harsh reality of the settler s?atus
. forced people to labour for miuimal survival. Most

immigrants had to ' create. a new life with limited

g
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funds in an unylelding environment. For most, there

was no going back.

With old ties snapped, men faced
the - enormous compulsion of

working out new relatlonships,
new meanings to their 1lives,

~often under harsh and hostile
circumstances . (Handlin,
1951,p.5).

5. Protestant Work Ethic

Whether  the ﬁmmigfant Qccupatiod ‘was farming,
artisan labour or rough labou:, poverty and fear of
failure was very real. And with no habitual patterns
ﬁo gulde them, or extended famlly ¢to éely upon;
perrty became the Bymbol for failure and wealth the
symbol for success. The ideology thus constructed
was that of the Protestant work ethic: hard-work,

and sober respectability resulted in success. This
. _

was evidenced in the rise of the teﬁberance

societies begqun in the 18205 and 1830S.

Respectability was translated into a type of

—_—

frontier gentility by the Ldyallst leaders who weré
membexs of the pre-1815 society. Although there was

no real aristocratic strata, the first arriving
r/ =
{

)
~
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. merchant group and the Loyalist 1andown¢rs formed

the "old money" group.within Upper Canada.

They shared three things:
relatively high economic status
{(shaky ‘though their firms may
have been at the times}, a
functional . identity (they were
managers . of capitalized
enterprises), and a knhowledge of
who belonged and who did not
{Akenson, '1985,p.301). '

Thelr sense of who belonged and who'dTﬁ not
rested upen maintaining the status quo. To keep the
¥ema1nder of soclety in their place, -meaﬁt.the
retention of the property"qualification for the
franchise ‘aﬁd adhexring to the Tory '"rule by

appointed right" ideoiogy.

The cultural milieu of the pre-1815 Loyalist

community was distlhngulshed bf another lmportint

factor, 1t was Protestant. Whether Church of °

England, Methodist or Presbyterian, the Loyalists
were non-Catholic. The Loyalist 1ideology supported

traditlonal authority structures and was strongeét

amongst those who belonged to
the Protestant churches with
British roots, especially the
Anglican church. Many Anglican
> clergymen "hecame apostles of
the divine mission of Britaln to
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the world, a mlsslon 1in which
secular elements were
inextricably Iintermingled with
religlous ones"(Cheal, 1981,
p.42). -

III., Post 1815 Higfatlons

Into this particulaf cultu;al milleu came the post-

1815 migrations from the -Brit}sh Isles. The most
important group even before the faﬁine’mlgratlons of
1846-1849 were the Irish (Akenson, 1985, p.20). The
‘Irish, however, were not a homoqeneoqg cultural
| grouping. They were two distinct ethnic'groupings
characteriﬁpd not only by. relliglon bhut also by
socio-economic, background. The Catholic Ceéltic Irish
and the Protestant Irish were like endogamous
peoples “with , distlinct historicall produced
ideologies arisinq out of their 1ived relations.
They emigratéﬁ to Upper <Canada in a ratlio of about
two to one: Protestant to catholiq (Akenson, 1985,

p.3}.
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1. History of the Protestant Irish Prior to

Immigration

conquerors of the native Irish

The Protestant Irish were the ancestors of the
occupying groups who had been settled in Ireland
during thg Ellzabethan'Conquesf and the ames the
First Settiement. They were settled in Ileand to
subjugate fhe native‘Ir;sh on behalf of the English.
: They were * supported by England and gilven
preferential treatmenﬁ. Tradé and commerce were
almost completely in fhe hands of the Protestanf

Irish. They had all the clvic rights of land tenure,
freedom of religion,(as 1long as it wés non-

catholic), and education.

socio-economic position

The Anglo or Scotch 1Irish immigrants came from the
areas most hit by the textile slump after the
Napoleonic Wars (Akenson, 1985, p.22). They were in

reduced circumstances but well above poverty



(Akenson, 1385, p.23).  They had ruled Ireland on

behalf of the ‘English* and. had a “falily wide
"experlence %E partlclpétion In civil government"
'W(Akenson, 1985, p.138). Because of thelr economic
reliance upon, and close ties wlth, Enﬁlaﬁd, they
were part of the capitalist 1ndust£1al revolution.
- They héd been part of a 'commerclal agrarian econony
and a ‘partially industriallzed economy. As England
was transformed into a capltallét econémy, so were

the Piotestant Irish.

L)

loyalty to England

After the French Révolution, they shared with“the
English; an antl-republican, anti-democratic
ideology. They were Tory in politics and fanatically
loyal to the English crown. In ‘facf; ", ..one could
scarcely find a more vociferously loyal group
anywhere in the Empire" (Akenson, 1985, p-138}). In
the early -nineteenth century, they would parade

through the Catholic areas- aslnging anti-Catholic

songs to the beat .of drums.

The ritual s one of an annual
renewal of a stylized

act of dominance: "We are your
‘superiors: we know you hate this

™
~
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demonstration of that fact: we dare
you to say somethlng abocut it: if
you don't, you ratify your own
inferior status". That 1s what the
drums say. ( Connor Crulse 0'Brien,
1969, p.11). .

the Orange QOrder

\

The Protestant Irish that paraded through the

8treets of Ireland and cCanada beating drums and
singing songs of ritualized dominance beldnged to
‘the Orange Order. The Orange Order, formed in 1795,
was ‘a vigllante organizatlion and a secret soclety of
the Anglo-Irish., It arose in the late elghteenfh
centu;y in response to the.formétion of the Society
of Unlted Irishmen, a republican movement lead by
Wolfe Tone. It took its name from William of Orange
who defeated the Catholic Irish at the battle of the
Boyne in 16950, '
e

The Orange Order gave a "moral sanction to the
subjugation of cathollcs" (Sénior, 1366, p.2). 1t
was a militant arm of the Anglo-Irish. 1Its
philosophies were a fanatic distillatlion of their
pro-royal and anti—Cétholic anti-repuglican

1deqloqy. It had secret lodges in the British army,
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the militla and throuéhout the Empire (Senlor, 1966,

p{S). The Orange Order“ubheld the ru1e¥by¥éppointed-

right ideology, -was anti—reform, antli-republican and

anti—democraEic._

A

2. The ﬁlstorv of the Catholic Irish Prior to

Immigration

a congquered people
&
The hlstorlic experlence of the Celtic Cathollc Irish
was completely diffefent from thelr Protestant
counterparts. To begin with;' as Toynbee polnts
dut,the Irish were an altogether different people
‘from the Teutonic English (Tofnbee, 1962, p.152).
'Ireland was given to England in 1155, by the
donation .of Hadrian 1V, (lronically, the only
English Pope). Since that time, 1Ireland had been
subjugated by the English. This subjugation reduced
the Celtic Irlish to a peasant .class,. Because.of
their religion, they had been governed by the Penal
Laws of 1695 whicq wére not repealgh until 1829,
In broad - outline, they (the

Penal Laws) Dbarred Catholics
from the army.and the navy,

-
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the law, commerce and frpm every
clvic activity. No atholic
could vote, hold offite under
the crown, or purchase land, and

‘" Catholic estates were

dismembered by an enactment
directing that at the death of a
Cathollc owner his land was to
be divided among all his sons,
unless the eldest became a
Protestant, when he | would
inherit the whole. BEducation was
made. almost imposslble, salnce
Catholics might not attend
schools, noxr keep schools, nor
send - thelr chlldren to be
educated abroad. The practice of

_the Catholic faith was

proscrlbed; informing was

encouraged as "an honourable

service” and priest- hunting

.treated as a sport (Woodham-

The Penal

és Edmund

\

smith, 1987, p.27).

Laws had the effect of dividing

Burke remarked in 1792,

into two distinct  bodies,
without a common interest,
sympathy or connection. One ...
was to possess all the
franchises, all the property,
all the educatlon; the other was
to be composed of drawers of
water and cutters of turf for
them. Are we to be surprised
when by the efforts of so much
violence in congquest ... we had
reduced them to a mob? (quoted
in Hughes, 1987,p.182)

the Irish
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socio-economic position

/ , - .
They_lived in a subsistence economy and a production
for use values ‘forced on :them by thelr English

landlords. They -were marked bf their close kin

t
///hﬂmhgkgPping, their church and .thelr deep- rejection of

all‘\¥ﬁ13§s English. For centuéiéa, they had been
systematically denied 1egffimaté access to political
power. But to characterize them as robbed of "morale
and enterprlise" aslPentland does is to rob hlatory

of the facts (Pentland, 1981, p.96).

rebellion or oppositional ideology
t .

The Cathollc Irjsh formed a rebellion or
oppositional ideology which 4grew in response to
their historic subﬁugation. This ideology cemented
thelr Cathollc cCeltlic culture and enabled them to
retain their <culture in the face of English
subjugation. Sumner maintalnsu that ideology =
"Iintegral to every social practlce and thus acts as
the cement which prevents an unstable sociél
structure from félling apart" (Sumner, 1979, p.ix).
The Catholic Irxish had a deep susplicion of, and a

contempt for, ° English law. Their collective

a
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consclousness of oppresslion together . with a

rebellion ideology often'erupted'in violence.

They had learned, during seven hundred years of
ﬁpression, to act éollectively to flout the rule of
the Engllsh. Because they were gtripped of all civic
rights, the 1leadexrship function ~remalned in the
hands of the Catholic clerqgy which reinforced-their

‘ religious bias. The church did not order their

- community as had the church of thg¢ French Canadlans

in the Canadas; but rather the Irish wore theix

rellqibn as a badge of their natlonality. There had

been majoxr xrebelllons during the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries that were severely put down by

the English. But after the French Revolution 1789,

there was an upswell of republlidan optimism which

resulted in the formation of the Society of United
Irlshﬁén and led to the Wolfe Tone uprising in 1798,

helped with French money and the promise of French

troops.

Again In Ireland, natlional and
agrarian discontent gave
Jacobinism a political force far
in excess of the actual support
for the free-thinking, masonic
ideoclogy of the 1leaders of the
Unlted Irishmen. Churchs services
..were held in that most catholic
country for the godless French
and  Irishmen were prepared to . ¥

-’
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‘welcome the '1nvaslon of thelir
country by French forces, not
because they sympathized wilth
Robesplerre' but - because they
“hated the English and looked for
allies against them
(Hobsbawm, 1986,p.105} .
Thls rebelllon was put down savagely. But the Irlsh
carried on a continucus agrarian warfare. Far from
being a peasant people without morale or enterprise,
the Catholic 1Irlish .hadg\? consclousniess of thelr
historic culturé and 'a political conscliousness.
IV. The’ Social Relations of the New Immigrants in
Upper Canada After Immigration <;

»
ot

With the influx of new immigragts, the temper of the
cultural milieu of Upper Canada changed.‘The new
settlers did not share a éommon experience of the '
1812~1814 war and its retroactive patriotic Loyalist
‘gloss. Some of them, particularly the Catholic
Irish, did not share the same soclo-economic or '
réi?@ious background. The direct contract and/or the -H’//’)ééizz
rel}ance on the shared bellefs to ensure alleglance '
to the goyernment of the province was no longer
possible. gzciety became more complex and required

community or legally defined compliance, a more

+
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b . . .
_z’ﬁ\\ _ . complicated abstract and polltlical 'brde:lng' of
soéiety. . Society became split into groups and

factions -who - held differing 1deologies with
N .
consequent conflict.

1. The Protestant Irish

Irish immigration to Upper <Canada was split albng

. ‘sectarlan llnes. There were roughly two Protestant.‘
| Irish to every one Catholic Irish among the arriving
immlgraﬁésl (Akenson, 1985, p.26). The Protestant
Irish, being simllar in ideology and soclo-economic
backgrounds to the Loyalist settlers, melded into the
loyalist landscape of Upper | Canada forming a

coalition with the Loyallst ruling group.

the Orange Order

The civilian lodgés, in Upper Canéda, gave a helping
hand to new Ahqlo Irish settlers. Because of theif'
strong politf%al influence, they help%d the Anglo-
Irish secure title deeds to their land (Senior,
1972, p.12). Thelxr ideology, zrule-by-appointed-

right, anti%?epubllcan, anti democratic, allied them



with the ruling Loyalists and finally with the
Family Compact.

By 1836, there were about 13,000

Orange membéfs in Upper Canada spread throughout the

military, the volunteer militia and the Anglo-irish

fa;ming cbmmunity (Senlor, 1972, p.25). It was a

fast growing organization that was ta :éach 10 ,060

members by 1860 (Senlor, 1972, p.47).

By the

18305, * the Orange Order

wa

belng

dliscouraged in England, but Silr Francls Bond Head

. and Ogle

Gowan (a member of thé ruling Loyalist

Anglo-Irish coalition and the president of the Order

in the

often discussed in the

June

8,

Canadas) had

a close relatlonship_whigh was

press (Brockeville Recorder,

)

1837). 8Str Francls '‘Bond Head would not

discourage the growth 0of the Orange.

The Government of this Province.

has neither taken, nor has it
determined to take any steps to
prevent or discourage the
formation orxr:coentinuance of such
societies. {Brockeville

Recordex, April 22, 1836)

The Orangé 6rdex grew systematlically in response to

the settlement o¢f the Catholic Irish (Pentland,

1981, p.124). Keeping

¢ /I\\\Erish Cathollcs in thelr place

was the main, or even the sole,
purpose of the Order. {(Pentland,
1981, p.125)

P

e
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2. The Catholic Irish

Some of the Catholic Irish were absorbed by the
:countryslde. Akenson'estlmates that abouﬁ oﬂe third
of the Céfholic Irish llived 1in the‘cities and towns
tAkenson, 1985, bﬂ38). His fiqures are parsed out of
.the 1871 census. Thisr is a - little late for ‘the
©1830's périod, but‘ even lf1= the number of.- urban
Catholic¢ Irish |is inﬁreased, tﬁe blanket st;tement
that all the C4¥holic Irish huddled in'thelcities
and became laboureféfﬁust be—false. Those who did

. ’ ’ ' '
remaln in the wurban environment .were ' the poorest

group and became the core of the labouring class.

. =

-

V. Class Relations in Bytown_in'the 183068

"1. The Loyalists

By 1836, Bytown had a population of approximately

3,000 people. The Bathurst District, which included
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Bytown and Perth;' had a total popuiation'of 9,471

(Tayler, 1986, p.210). Bytown - was a Loyalist v

settlement. Phlleoman Wright, Jebeil Collins, querqf/?
Randal,  and Brédish Billings, the mwaln founﬁiﬁé

. fathers of Eytown, were all United Emplire Loyalists.
As‘Loyalists, they felt the existing economic, civié
and - soclal relatlons whlch made them the ruling
group to be Jjustified. Their ideology ¢ was a.
Conservative, prd-English, rule—by—appointed—right

" ldeology.

By 18260, %ytown was really composqgﬁ.of two
vlllages:_Uppgr Town on the high platg§#ﬁénd.Lower
Town in the swampy flats. In Upper Towh, resided the
senldr army officers and the professfonal peopfe,
those with some clalms to gentllity. They,were of
Scotﬁish, English or, as with the case of icholas

Sparks, Irish background; but they were 11 non-

cathollc.

2. The Catholic Irish

Lower fown, known as Corktown, was settled by
,Cathollc Irish and Franch Canadlans and was

\ﬁiedominaﬁtiy Catholic (Taylor, 1986,  p.31). The
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. irish had éome from Quebec and Montreal to work on
the Rideau Canal which was begun in leS_(Hiké”and
Mlka: 1982, p.ﬁS)..Thé‘Catholic Irish in.Bytown,were
the unfavéured group. _Tqéy‘ dld the .menléi_ and

‘dangerous_jobs. They were hired last and fired first

(Mlka and Mika, 1982, p.131). They had no financial

securlty. and nchonstitutional 8ay in the leadership

of the community to which they had come. They

retained the rebellion ideology which they bfodght

"with -them from 1Ireland - republican, democratic,
collective and anti-authoritarian, particularly when

\the authority was English.

- Because of the abolition of free land grants
after 1826, most of the Catholic Irish were confined
to the 1lowest labouring economic class. For the
ruling group, the Catholic Irish were all things
that symbolized fallure. They ilved in squalof,
often in mud hutsnin the poofést and most unsaﬁitarf
part of the towns and'cities,‘they were grindingly
pooxr, dirty and were often drupk on‘poteen {a home-

made liquor).

At Bytown, on the Ottawa they
burrow lnto the sand hills
families contrive to pig

K ..

*]toqether ... the women (are) so A
\
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dirty and sooty, smoke-dried and
ugly, that one cannot but be
disgusted ... You cannot get the
low 1Irxish to wash thelr faces
.++. You cannot get them to dress
decently, although supply them
with ready wade <c¢lothes; they
will smoke, drink, eat murphles, J/fj
brawl, box and set the house on
fire about thelr ears, even
though you  have a sentinel
standing over with a fixed gun
and bayonet to . prevent .1t
(Pentland quoting McTaggart the
Chief Clerk on the Rideau Canal
1828, 1981, p.107) '

The Cathollc Irish adhered to'a dtfferent value

system. They were poor and were often not «clean nor
well dressed. They imported with them the strategies
they had developed In Ireland. They would enjoy life

even under the threat of a gun. "They lackéd the

Puritan virtues of thrift and'sobriety as much of

those of abpllcatlon and forethought" (Thompson,
1984, p.476). They had not been bart of the push to

industrial capitalism and did not share the

Protestant work ethic. They were sometimes riotous

and violent with a "godd—humoured\ contempt for
English authority“ (Thompson,.1984, pi!?G). Part of
this rlotous life-style was created out of the Jobs
of heavy manual labour which fell to the 1lot of the

poorest-in soclety. As E.P.Thompson polnts out, the

manual 1labour Jobs at the base of industrial

society, or the base of a colonial society
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but they were, according to Thomas McKay who was in

charge of

L

attempting to create a country out of the bush,

flternation of ‘inéghsive labour and bolsterous

‘relaxation which belongs

required ‘a "spendthrift expense of sheer energy - an

rhythms" (Thompson, 1984, p.473).

Although the-Cathollc Irish dld not conform to
the respectability/sugcess ideology bfi the_Anglo-—

host gréup,‘they’were noted to be good workers.

-

Not only were they good at heavy manual labour

\ .
The Irlsh 1labourers will work

any time. ... I conslder them

very valuable labourers, and
would not do without them. By
treating them kindly, they will
do anything OX YOou. .. An
Englishman coyXd .not do the type
of work they do. Wwhen you push
them they have a willingness to
oblige which the
not; they would
anything before- they  woul
beat; they would go
till they drop before
should excel them. .. <
Birmingham “employer of " 1836
gquoted In E.P.Thompson, 1984,
p.474)

the stone masonry on the Lachine and Rideau

——t

Canals, a quiet cooperative group. Writing

says that

I

/o

to pre-industrial labour

Iish have

in 1837 he
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durldg' the flrst f£lve years he
employed from 100 to 300 men,
2/3 of whom were from Ireland

and| he never experienced any
dlff 1ty - in keeplng them -

quiet. During the second five
year period - he employed from 40
to 50 men and never saw or heard

~a gquarrel among them.{(Breault,
1946, p.63)

lWhen they were paid in money rather than in script =TT
to be redeémﬁd at the employer's stores, they were
"extremely well behaved" ‘(Pentland, 1981, p.237,
££.50). The urban Catholic Irish 1in Upper ‘Canada-
became a major presence among the early Canadlan
labouring class iPalmer, 1983, p.28). They supplied 5
the bﬁlk-of the 1labourers on the Rideau Canal and
monopolized the publlic works employment. Their women
became a welcomed .servant class (Pentland, 1981,

p.104).

There was no wélf;re nét or Poor Léws in the
eafly years ;f the nineteenth century and - the
“"burden of adjustment” fell upon the 1Irish
Catholics. In an era that demanded property
ownership as a prereguisite. to the wvote, the
Catholic Irlsh had nd say In the governihq of the
province. They were a migratory labour force and SO¢
haé no stable home. They were the dléposable part‘}f

the work force. They suffered both quantitapiJEly



and qualltatively the unequal distribution of both

the labour market and its resources. But, because of
.theif historic 6bposjtional dr rebelllﬁn ideology,
they' refused ‘to be a meek mannered labour class.
They would not accept underhanded treatment by the
employ%%s. They would strike and riot to obtain
waées. éome ehployers maintained” that the Catholic
Irish were‘unmahageable by nature, thereby attacking
thelr character when the Catholic Irish <refused to
accept Intolerable working condltlons: gruelling
work and depressed,wages_ that were often _pald in
script and redeemable at contractor contrxolled

stores (Palmer, 1983, p.37)..

When the Rideau Canal was completed in 1832,

[
there was increased competition between the Catholic

Irish and the French for timper work on tqﬁHPttawa
river.- This competition soéh",developed int; open
dlspute. The Irish attempted to form a quasl-unioﬁ
called.the Shiners to win a Elosed shop fqr their
pecple ﬁn the Ottawa. There was a clear situation of
dominance produced by the wunequal allocation of
resources between the Anglo ruling groﬁp and the
catholic ?rishn The Anglo ruling group héld all the
power. It. waé in F?e interests of the timber

merchants to emplgﬁﬁxthe more Ypassive" French who

e
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-would not riot for good wages. Mutual antégonlsm

'betyeen the Anglo group‘ (the Loyalist, Anglo-Irish

coalition) and the‘-Catholic Ixish developed into

open ‘struggie when the Catholic Irish refused to

remain the disposable part of the labour force.

&

VI. Preconditions For a Moral Panic

1. A Dominant Group with‘a Definition of Themselves

as the Rulers of Their 8Soclety

Thﬁ}situatlon in Bytown In the 1830S contained the
pre-conditions for a moral panic. There was a
definite ruling group, the Loyalists. This group was
joiﬁed‘by a like~minded group, the Anglo Irish. They
both flrmly adhered to a pro-English, pseudo-
.aristocratic poiitical ' ideology. The ﬂoyalists

T . :
became more entrenched in thelr pro-English positlon

as -tfley became threatened by .the middle class

reformers who wanted representative government. The
Anglo 1Irish historically were tied to England

through economic support and English support for

)
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thelr position as the definers of thelr soglety in

Ireland.

The Loyalists and anglo Irish felt themselyes to

be justified in 'the éovernment of their new country.

The Loyallsts took this as a right because of the

retroactive patrlotic gloss after the 1812-1814 war.

The Anglo Irish felt justified in governing because of

thelr historic situatlon as a conqueror. Government.

meant Britlsh constltuticnalism not republicanism.

2. The‘ Defln;és of Boclaty sufferinq A Generalized

=

Anxiety over Their Position

The reférm moveﬁént in both Upper Canada and Lower
Canada 'threatenéd the Loyalisf—Anglo~Irish pseudo-
aristocratlc‘political ideology. Theixr position as
the definers of soclety was-being questionéd.'The
possible loss of‘ hegemony of their soclety made

controlling shat they could even more important.

s
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3. A Cleavage in Cultural Values

I3

The Loyalistas and the Angio Irish were both
Protestant and‘historicélly mistrusted the Catholic
religioh. Although the Penal Laws had beeﬁ repealed,
“there was a llnggrlng dlstrus§ oé any;hlng "Paplst®",
This historic distrust was fﬁsed in the minds of

the pro-English group with the Jacoblnism of the

French Revolution. Jacobinism carried wlth it

notions of egalitarianism and wviolent politlical
e#tremism. The Loyalist-Anglo-Irish coalltlon
adhgred to the rule of law, not rgb ilion, mainly
because the rule of law workeé to tﬁeir be E. The
Cathollc Irish had a contempt for English law which
historically did not beneflt them. The historic
strategy of dissimulation and prevarication kept the

burden of the law at a distance.

The Loyalist, Anglo Irish adhered to the
individual success orientation of lthe Protestant
work “ethnic. The Irish were a collective kin
grguping, who in Ireland were not part of_‘dn
individual success orlentation. 'fhei%l enfofced

peasant position and lack of any possible upward
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mobllify created a 11v@bfor-the~pte5eﬁt phllosoéhy.
They could be happy without respectability.

The pro-English group could use the mechanics
of government to -achieve a better place for
themselves in éociety. The Catholic Irish had little

'knowledge 6f§.the ..government and were voteless.
Collective rqbi}ffgglwas one of the few strategies

left te them fb achieve their desired goals.

-
' . - K “-\‘\
4. The Catholic Stereotypg as a Proglem

Because of seven hundred years of troubled Irish\
-history, the Catholic Irish stereotype symbolized

all that was difficult. The English looked upon the
Catholic Irish as a problem. They were rebellious “1;)

and violent. They were poor and impossible to

<//___59M6rn. They had been subjugated ogly by coerclon.

5. cCapitalism Maximizes the Contradictlons in

Sociegv Leading to Conflict

-

™

The contradlctions of relative deprivation,
. LN

S
> ethnicity and the ﬁigiiiiity of class position fused

\



and were maximized by the capltalistic tlmbet trade. .

As the riotous behaviour of the Catholic Ixish

“turned against the French and some of the employers,

a_moral panlc resulted. Law and drder, as deflned by

. the’ Loyalist glstrates of Bytown, Qas threatened.
The Catholig[f??ish, a voteless powerless minority,
utilized thelr hlstoric sStrateqy of collectlve

violence to 1limit and to control access to
- employment. The definers, utilizing the historlcally
defined Cafholic Irish stereotype, created the moral
i

panic over the Catholie Irish in an attempt to

mainiain control.

L
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Chapter V.

-

The Analysis of the Irish Riots in Bytown in the

A - : ELy
18308 as_a Moral Panic
i
-
;érém 1835 fo 1837, the contest over the nature of
L . i
government in the Canadas (lead by Mackenzie in-
Uppexr Canada and Papineau in Lower Canada), was » 4

cgklng t; the boll. Suppoﬁters and detractors of
represent%tive government for the Canadas aEgued
jb thelr pbsitions in fhe-English Parliament as well as
.1n.the A;semblies at Montreal aﬁd ét York. It was a
constant topic In the press. Heated debate‘on both
sides of the reform issue preated general anxiety in

both provinces over the future of their'government.

f/
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In Bytown In the mid 18305, a situation of
moxral panic over the Catholic Irish emerged. It is
the_thesls»of thls discussion that thig pahic.was an -

1deolog1caﬂ‘displacement foxr the larger aﬁxiety‘oﬁer,

the confllct between the reformers and the Faimily
compact about representative government. The moral

panic was a . strategy wused by the Loyallsts and

Anglo-Irlish to control a percelved'threaf. Because -

the atguments over representative gove t struck

at fundamental issues of who wduld hold ower in

the province, they threatenéd the definition of the
‘definers themselves. This anxietY"ﬁhardenéd thelr
resolve to dominate ané‘ control Eheir political
ecohom1c~énd soclal environment. This helped them

shore up their definltloﬁﬁ«:f “themselves as the

' justiflied dominant .group. In so _doing, they found

- themselves in conflict with the Catholic Irish who

being essentially powerless and at the bottom of the
economic pyramid, fought collectively {to 'galn

employment,

The Catholic 1Irish refused to remain\ the

disposable part of - the labour force. They “were af

voteless, and often jobless group. Because of thelr.

J
I

historic oppositional: i%pology;' they . denied

‘fegitimacy to the’rulinéfﬁ¥gi0egroup. Their cultural

LY
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values wer?,dliferenfaihan the dominant group, There

o _ . ~
was a cleavage in societal values. The establishment

-

perceived. the Catholic Irish as a threat morally,

legally and pplitically; The Loyalist-Anglo-Irish

‘coalitlon‘had a vested Interest in maintaining the

‘status quo, and thelr defiﬁltion of themselves as

the dominanf group. Although the Cathollic Irish were
essentially powerless, - a moral panic developed. The
Loyalists and Anglo-Irlsh promoted the view that the

Catholic 1Irish were a dangerous and’ criminal
~ .

‘'subgroup. The moral panlc was a strategy in the

- e

repertoire of control used by the definers of

o

socliety. It illustrated their ability to control

their society, by keeping the culturally different

in line.

4,

" \"‘..A
. g

1. Par%gigms

order/consensus
As stated in previous discussion, the paradigm used
to view a subject will affect the meaning of that

$ubjeéf; - If z{: Subject is viewed within the

. order/;dnsensus paradigm, it will reveal the
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vleﬁpg}nt of" the ,deﬁingrs .oE sbciety. éonfllct
becomes 'a problem for é socletal system. [The
definers ;ofl that system will'neutra}lz%/or re@ove
the conflict to enable assimilation or integration

-and achlevg'_ani ultimate equllibrlum.-Thefcriminal'
label simplifles 1issues and 1s often used to *
1 s

'neutralize or remove conflictive elements Eromi?ﬁgl
consensual system. Michael Cross views the Irish
riots from within the order/consensus paradiqm LQ":*
the article-"The Shiners'War: Social Vdo}éncejin*tge “
Ottawa' Valley in the 18308" (1973) It is our

“Intentlon to turn the Cross article on its head. We

want to wview the riots from the viewpoint of the

Irish Catholics, from the bottom up rather than the

top down. . .

L ; ~
conflict _ /ﬁ

Al

We will view the 1Ixish riots from within the

™~

confllct paradigm. By so dolng, wér hope to reveal,

that the actions of the Catholic Irish were not all o
criminal and did ndt, as Cross implies, constitute a
. . .

war. The norms - and values of soclety are always

being contested. In Bytown, Catholic Irish behaviour

ranged from contempt £for authority to cbllective
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.. violence. They did not accept the .treatment of the

Loxalist-AngloQIrish coalition. Their actions were
an out- growth of hlstoric Cathollc Irish strategles
to maintain life in the face of forelgn dominatlion

in Ireland. They attempted to exXert some rebipracal

c&ntrqlf by collectlve actlon upon the definers of

their soéietyj‘The definers, 1n turn, éttempted to
' ‘ /

‘“maintain hegemony '‘by wusing the moral panic_ to

-

prepdre the way for legal control or coerclon.

R
marxist psrspective . . -

Because we.will view t&he Incldents of the Shiners!'
war from & cuitural " marxlst - perspectlive, the
historical moment cannot be viewed from the larger

generalizations. of national cohetence. Nor can the

-

i
TR

riots be viewed as a moment, entlirely determined by

the larger economic- or political forces. The

Cafhdlic Irish were a cultural subgroup 1in the,

larger‘fonfines of the Canadas. To view them as a

"category" is to indulge—n hisESfic psychologism,

where the tharacteristics \of groups are just the

. : Y ’
"cha;acteristics of the Individuals wrlt large"

(pray, 1980, p.50). The Catholic Irish were a real

')
people involved with real relationships in a new and
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v

'changing environmenﬁ.- They  were - more than

I'ndividuals acting. They shared a cultural heritage -

. ‘ N .
"and thelr actlons were affected by thelr past as

swell as by the ‘social milieu of Bytown and the

A

latger society of Upper Canada.

.

2. Bource Material
\-.-—.\—‘_—/; .

e

ngwspapers
E A

We have examlned The Bathurst Courier and the
. : | )
Brockeville Recorder from January 1835 through to

L]

the end of 1837. These ﬁéwspapers were chosen

because of their geographical proximity to Bytown

and because they have * different polltical

philosophies. The Bathurst Courier is a pro-

Britiéh, anti-reform neﬁspaper. The, Brockeville

Récorder 1s not necessarily anti-British. But it is
pro-reform. They have a distinctly-different point
Sf view. This is illustrated when each mentions the

+

Irish politiclan Daniel O'Connell. 1In The Bathurst

Courler he |is referred to as the "great agitator"

\
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while,in_tke érockeville Recorder;'he:is the "great
- \

liberator™". ' s .
]

. | s
"The Shinars's war: Social Violence in thé-ottawa

Valley in the 1830S" (Cross, 1973).

Mlchaei Cros?. yiews the Cathollc Irlsh rlots frome
the viewpoint of the definers of soclety. He relles
hegvily upon the 1letters of George" Baker, George,
Hamilton,- and - James ‘Johnson - to  the colonlai‘ }
'governbrs at York.. Baker and Hamilton were both
magistrates and prominent citizens of Bytown
‘gentility. Johnson was equally‘a mégistrate and the
most prominent. Orangeman in Bytown; Documentation
used by Cross of the 1835 to 1837 time frame
consists of letters ‘and .febbrté of those holdlng
power:rw£he magistrates, the freeholders who cduld
voté, and® organizations like the Bytown Assoclatlop

& . . ‘ L
for the Preservatlion of the: Peace. =

Such documentation supports the view point of
the definers of soclety thus fitting within the
. order/consensus paradigm. It is documentation wlth

an inherent bias. Those who ﬁad no property could
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have no vote: Théy weré powerless and had ﬁo voIcé
in ‘the édministrgtion of their society. In a soclety
const;ucted“'uponﬂ property relatlons, the Catﬁolic
Irlsh Qere always, 1; some sense, on the wrong 51&&7
of the law whéther .they_transgresséd it or not..If
the stgay of the Cathdlfé;lrish :1ot$ is wieng from
the ) ;spective o £ tée' ruling group  (the
order/consen;hs paradigm),-( the existing power
relatlons in Bytown are accepted andt@he Catholié
irish-are , then de ignated as a criminal element
which must be neQtralized or controlled. If the
.‘study of the Céthoiic_ Irlsﬁ is wviewed within the
;cénflict paradigﬁ, tﬁe actions of thelCatholic Irish
bECOEe a 'reasonable response to " an 1intolerable
' situation. The actlons of the Loyalist Anglo-Irish
‘coalition become the contro}ling actions of a
threatened doﬁin;;t group. To clarify the position
of the Catholic 1Irish, {? parse out the strands ¥
which contgxtualize their position and further lay
bare the escalating'steps leading up to the riots we

can use the‘"signiflcatlon spiral" devised by Hall

\g\mj et al. in Policing the Crisis.
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3. The Signification Spiral

To understand how the Anglo-Irish and. the Loyallst
coalition viewed the Catholic Irish as.a threat, it
'is necessary to deconstqut the sltuation into Its
component ‘parts and reconceptualize them Iln such a
way to include the Irish as active and positlve
.members of ‘their society, not just ‘as a problem for .
a .consensual s}stém. . The signification spirai
deconstructs .the mpral panlc: It illustrates what
Qas in the minds of théﬂldefiners ‘of soéiety. It
reveals the reclprocal control .strategies of the

definers and of the powerless.

the six steps of the signification spiral ' -

As previously explained, there are six steps which

deconstruct a situwation into its component parts::

1. the identification of an
lssue of concerxrn; '

2. the identification of a
subversive minority;

3. "convergence!, or the
linking, by 1labelllng, of thls
specific issue  to other
problems;

4, the notion "thresholds“
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which, once ‘Crossed, can lead
to an escalating- threat;

5. :'the prophesy of more
troubling time to come 1if no
action is taken;

6. the céll for firm steps.
~(Hall, 1984, p.223.).

4. Moral Panic

N o

In the English mind there was a constellation of
images which res#lted iﬁ a Cathoélic 1Irish stereotype.
Remembrances ‘of‘ hist;rical rebelllon, land wars,
violenée, poverty, contempf for English authority and
Jacobln contaglion fused into a syhbol or stereotype. ~
As Wakefleld 1llustrates 1In hls words apout the

catholic Ixrish they were

virtual slaves by means of
their servile, 1lazy, reckless
habit of mind, and their
degradation in the wmidst of the
energetic, accumulating, o
prldeful, domineexring, Anglo-
Saxon race...( Pentland, 1981,
) p.236, fn.47).

The Catholic Irlish stereotype symbolized an

uncontroilable, violent, anti-authoritarian group,



/

".who would by their very prESence‘ create a situatlion

of disorder.

The-'perceived proclivity ,to'rigtous, drunken
behaviour aﬁd céptempt for. English authority was
consldered wmorally reprehenslble. _But when thelr
behaviour affected the economics of the timber
trade, was® directed agalnst the valaed terralns of
the respectablé, such as the ‘Bathurst EDlstrlct
Agricuitural' Society, or 1involved aﬁaemand to be

franchised when thé vote was property based, then
- «

the Ixish conq{ituted a threat to the hegemony of
h

Bytown. Thils threat had to be controlled by law or

by coerciqgp/’. As the Catholic Irish had historically
refused legltimacy _ te English law, control became
that of coercion in the form of the vigilante

organization of the Qrange Order.
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Ii. geconstruction bf the Irish Riots in Bytown in

w

the 18308 using the Signification Spiral

* 1. The Identification of an Issue' of Concern

S

general concerns . ‘ &

The' specific concern af;ecfing‘ Bytown in the mid
elghteen thirties musti be-gkcentered within the 4
generg% socio—economic climate. From 1815 to 1850
there were "enormous economic and financial
‘ dlfficultles“ (Dubuc, 1974, p.126). After 1815 there
was a downward tre;d-in prices éaused by the end of
the fur trade, arrivals of large numbers of IrLsh'
immigrants, agricultural crises -in the Lower St. .
Lawrence and fluctuations "of extreme amplitude" in
the exporting of timber (Pubuc, 1974, p.l25-1726).
Immigration to Upper Canada, associated with work on
the Rldeau Canal from 1826 to 1832, produced a
' lowering of wages. This inbréased the poverty-
stricken labour population in the urban areas..With.
.the compietion of the. Rideau Canal in 1832, more
lmmigranés were out of work. Cholera outbreaks in

-~

Corktown in 1832 and agaln in 1834 created fear in

%



. . . 191
&

\Sthe minds of tﬁe Loyalist employers .who did not want

‘'to hire the possibly diseased.

There was " an inéreasinq capital crisis during
the 1830S. A major bank collapse in the United

States spread flscal Insecurlty te Upper Canada

(Bxockville Recorder, <June 16, 1837). The banks \\“"
feared a fun on hard currency reserves which
resﬁlted In the Bank Rellef Bl1l}k In-1836. It was not

L
until October 1837 that “the "Brockville Recorder

noted that the banks in the United sStates and Upper
canada were once agaln redeeming notes in hard

currency (Brockville Recorder, October 26, 1837).

*
»

Reports of the .constltutlonal battle between
_the parties of-reform headed by Papineau in Lower
gipada and  MacKenzie in Upper Canada for
representatlive governmehf- filled‘ the ;ewspapers, -j
. _ [
increasing &ngiety over the future of ' the colon$£§k.
An increasing public debt in Upper Canada 1831-1834
was opposed strenuously by the reformers lead by
MacKenzie, who referred to the expenditdres of the
Executive Council . as M"improvident and
prolificate"and accused the Fahily Compact of the
same "baneful domination" that had desolated Ireland

{Brockville Recorder, August 10, 1837).




specific concern

__ o
Within these <arger concerns of the province of
Upggﬁ Canada was the specifis concern which’defined
the first level of the significatjon spirxal. Fierce
competition for tlmber Jobs between the French and
tﬁe_Catholic Irish OE}the ottawa created‘soclal and

econonic unrest. The timber trade was Important te

Upper Canada. It was ohe'of the few overseas trade
areas with England.which brought needed capital into

the colony. When England imported Baltic timber at a

y

reduqed tarlff, there was an outcry from the .

Canadlan colonles and In the English Parllament

(Bathurst Courier, October ,9, 1835). The Catholic

Irish had Eormed a quasi—lUnion called the "Shiners™
and "felt 1ts employment threatened by the more
docile and profiéient French, who hacil hithert;
provided the bulk of the employees on. -the river"
(Pentland, 1981, p.120). But, as they created a
running batfle with the French for jobs , they
disturbed the_—balance of power on tﬁe river and

th;eatened the important timber trade.
/

/
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This concern fox unSettlﬁd relations on the .

Ottawa réached the provincial government In 1835. By
July, it was repbrted in the. Brockville Recorder
that the Lieutengnt'gpvernof Six John Colbourne had

issued a proclamation whereby;

b -

all Lumber Merchants are
commanded to glve a 1list of
their. respective raftsmen. And
 1f they are found to .be
dlsturbing the public peace
therefore 1t will be qt the
expence of the 1license “‘to cut

. timber and be prosecuted.
(Brockville Recorder, July .
17,1835)

George Hamilton, & Hawkesbury timber baron and
important enough In the Lbyallst gentility to have
been nominated  for a seat in the Legislative
Council, artliculates the situatidn in a letter to
col. Rowan, secretary to Slr 3John Colburne

-

(Brockville Recorder, March 4,.1836).

This year {1835) the
disturbances have taken a
different shape, these bravoes
and rufflans have headed and led
on the whole mass of Irish
laborers, to drive the Canadian
laborers from the lower provincé
off the river, =so that they
might themselves be enabled to i
filx a2 High sStandard of wages, I
am sorry to say, however
contrary this may be to the

* ) ~
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interests of  those who employ’ -
men, yet some of the employers N
have -actually headed  these ’
disorders, without considering
the effect It would eventually
have on - their own business, but
merely 1looking forward to the
immedlate . gratlficatlion of some
Jealousy or plique (originating
“about boundaries) against other
Cemployers havling Canadlan

laborers...{Pentland quoting
_ Hamilton, 198}, p.121)

g w1th.thls report, the concern for the unsettled
timber relatlons takes on a more complex
significance. It has widéhed‘lout to include "some
employers" as well as the Catholic Irish labourers.
Hamilton refers to Peter Aylen (Catholic' Irish) and
walter Beckwith, both wealthy timbermen, who had

N\ broken with the ruling group in not keeping wages
aown and ‘the Catholic 1Irish 1in their place. The
sitvation which presented itself to the gentility of
Bytown was not only a labouring crisis between the
French and the Catholic Irish, but that there was
sympathy ;or the <Catholic  Irish on the part of
certain owners as well. Thls was Ha much more
troublesome situation, represénting a crisis of
hegemony for Bytoﬁn. y

/i . .
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2. Identification of a Subversive Minority

The Trish riots of the mid 18308 are mapped out in

the article by Michael Cross "The Shiners' War:
Social violence in the 1830s8" (1973). Thls materlal
is severely value laden, as Cross takes the position
of the ruling Loyalist éroup in Bytown. Cross has
little good to saf about the Catholic Irish. He
bulldas a disparaging stexeotype 0f " the Cathollc
Izish fusing: the notions of immorality, mu;der,
‘riot and - violence to illu§trate theilry "depravity".

In his background mwaterial to the sltuatlon he

o J
. W“iqcorporates description with pejorative terms,

preferring surface gloss to explanation.

ffﬂﬁ_ﬁﬁ\“*“x\%m ‘

catholic Irish as a subversive minority’

The Catholic Irish raftsmen™ are described as an
"affliction" of "wide scale, orgaﬁized violence" in
1835. This notionf of sick violence is then fused
with the notion of debauchery. Cross relates a
riotous party glven by Peter Aylen who had imported
prdstitutes from Montreal. When the prosﬁltutes had

collapsed from dxink, the Shiners stripped them and

arranged them on the sidewalk .1lluminated with

195



A

candles ln order to shock the respectable citizenﬁ

of Bytown.

\UéLencerand debauchzry- are then. fﬁsed with
murder and riot. Cross quotes the high rates of
murder and riot involved in the agrarian unrest in’
Ireland to 111usb; te that the Catholic Irish had a
y dreater toleran_ce%violent crime"”. That lnotion is

}gnked with "terrorlst activitles", He then connects

" poverty with criminal behjviour. = He links . the huge

Irish population growth and conseqguent economic’

decline in 1livling standards with " a sullen

dissatisfaction, a hatred and qontempt for

Y

autﬁority". Aslde fromn what he Callq "a curlous
puritanlism regardiné sexual relatloné",_he deséribes
the Catholic Irish as “sunkA in depravity". Cross
points to grunkenness in the Catholié Irish as

being "prevalent among both sexes and all ages®.
\ - .
—

— »

-‘.\\ N
The drunkenness of the'Qatholic Irish is linked

-

to their family relationsf Close kin groupings
{ \
create "another source of‘\inti—socral behaviour".

Their national identity and collective unity is
explained by their violent background. "Given such &

background, the 1Irish were prone to ethnocentrism,

to identify themselves most strongly with their

- 196
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nation, their group and their family." The Catholic
Irish M"ethnocentrism ~and truculence ", Cross

r

maintaihed,' are heightened tn ‘th fnsecurlty of é
new envifoﬁment_and gs the face of}discfiminafion;
The | Catholic Iriéh . Safe varlously .called
"aggresslve", "misc}éants", and "not® literate” and
described as not only rébellious agalinst authorlty

but aljo against their church.

a more unbiased viewpoint of the Catholic Irish

The stereotype- Cross cons£rhcts ts  probably the
stereotype which existed within thé.mlnds of the
Bytown gentillity. As such, it 1s an lncomplete and
one-sided historical undexrstanding of, or

description of, the Cathollc 1Irlsh. The hlatorlans

Cecll woodham=-Smith and E.P.Thompson present a more

unbiased view of the Catholic Irish. They both

acknowledge the propensity for the Catholic Irish to

collectively and sometimes 1nlently revolt, to
ignore English law, to dissimjlate with authorities
and to drink excessively. But tHey also relate other

positlve characteristics of the Cathollic Irish.

"
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woodham-Smith 1in The Great Hunqer (1987),
deplicts the wretched ?onditiong as well as the
cultural patterns of the Irish pedéants prior to the

great famine. They had very little | to ceélebrate in

their punitive clrcumstances, so the Irish turned to

L
the comfort of kinship and family 'relattens and the
enjoyment of momentary pleasures. They were
xceptlonall%/ Strong family people, having been
encouraged to marry early, and children were tﬁe
more welcome because they were +ah Iinsurance for
thelr old age.
the 1Irlish peasant dld not
have to -endure cold, nor his ‘
children die of-cold. They were
.warm, they were abundantly fed-
as long as the potato did not

fail. {Woodham~-Smith, 1987,
p.31)

Quoting Sir Walter Scott. he writes: "Their natural

condition iIs turned towards gaiety and happlness"
(Woodham-Smith, 1987, p.24). Although they were

'relentlessly oppressed, they gathered together for
o

enjoyment{

Groups of nelghbours gathered

for dancing . tg the fiddle,

indoors in the winter, in summer "
at the cross roads; wakes, with

liberal amounts of poteen, were

social occasions; and crowds

gaily travelled immense -
distances to attend markets,
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fairs and above ‘all races.
(Woodham-Smith, 1987, p.25)

That the Irlsh- often drank to excess 1s "well

St documented. But drinkinqv in -Upper Canada iE)the .

nineteenth éentdry was "pandemld“ (Talbot, 1983,

p.12).

Cross mistaﬁenly

maintains that population

growth and economic decline brought about a contempt

for authority. But the Catholic Irish could expect .,

little justice from Engllish law, espeélally under

the Penal Laws.

- 4

His reYiglon made hlm an outlaw;
Irish House of Commons he
described as "the common
angmy", and whatever was
infflicted upon him he myst bear,
f¢r where could ‘he 1look for

.28)

p -

redresas? (Wwoodham-Smith, 1987,

.The force of the Penal ‘Laws brought "lawlessness,

v

dissimulation and rqxfnge" which was directed

against the "common enemy", the British.

...dlssimulation became a moral
necessity and evasion of the law
the duty of every god-fearing
Catholic. To worship according
to his faith, the Catholic must
attend illegal meetings; to
protect hls priest, he nmust he
secret, cunnling and a concealer

s
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- ‘of truth.( Woodham-Smith, 1987,
p.28) - ‘

Although théy'txeaﬁed the English with contempt
it was often good—humoured.‘. Good manners ang
hospitality are described as "universal™ among the
Catholic Irish. The -daughter of a. Britlsh army
officer aftér the failed rebelllon of 1798, when the
Irish peasantry wére " being severely repiessed by
Ehé}énd, reported that she would have "fearlessly
trusted; the Irish peasantry "in any clrcuﬁstances"
(Woodham-Smith, 1987, p.26). The .Catholic Irish had
been depied access to schools uﬁder the Penal Laws,
but far from being an "illiterate" people their
1££eracy remained as a étrong oral tradition
{Woodham~Smith, 1987, p.Zﬁi.

Indeed, they had a very different value system
from the Protestant Loyalist Anglo-Irish coalition
In Bytown. But as E.P.Thompson, qu;ting a Birmingham
employer of 1836, points out, the Irish worked well

for good employers.

«++.+. good humoured themselves, -
they worked best for good-

humoured employers who
encouraged them - to mutual
emulation. "the Irish are more

violent and irritable but they
are less stubborn, sullen and
self- willed than the English." S
Their. generosity and
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impulsiveness was easily imposed
upon; 1t 1s literally true that’
they "would die ... before they
would be beat". In hils own
country he 1is notorlously lazy
and negligent 1n the extreme; -
aftér ~crossing the channel he
.became a model of laboriousness
and entexrprlise. (Thompson, 1984,
p.474)

This description of work patterns is very similar to
the description given by Thomas ﬁcKay the chlef
stone mason on the Lachine and Rldeau Canals, If
treated poorl&, as.they had been treated in Ireland
by the dominant Anglo establlishment, they would not
" hesitate to-riot. Thelx "proﬁens;tg to rilot" was
like their propensity for dissimulation, a strategy
forced on the Catholic Irish by thelr politlical
situatlon. After the failed rebelllon of 1798, there
was & continuous state of land war in Ireland. The
violence was not the result of an inherently violent

Cathollc subgroup:

...the antagonism between the
"Orangemen" and "Paplists" was
deliberately fostered by the
Castle - {the English Ascendancy)
as a means of maintaining
power . (E.P,Thompson, 1984,
p-471)
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thé subversive miﬁority, a threatening stereotype

The' sfereotype' that Cross consfructs, however,
reflects the "antlpathy of the lnhabitants of Upper
Town and the farmers of the .surrounding area that
made up the Loyallst and Anglo-Irish coalitloﬁ. They)
designated the Irish as-a "subvers ivé minority". The
Cross material is representative of the.dpminant
ideology of the Loyaliét - and Anglo-Irish. It
Illustrates the construction o0f a threatening

stereotype. Layer upon layer of meanings, which are

both contrary and threatening to the values of the

dominant group, ,are fused with the character of a
subgroup. Thls widens the cleavages of difference
between the aoﬁinant ~group and that subgroup. It
helps to mold that subgroup into a "category" which
is'coloured with the subversive gloss. Ambiquities
in the minds of the dominant group are resolved by
treatihg all cCatholic 1Irish as |if they were
identical. The threatening symbol -assists the
definers of socie;y in labelllng the actions of that

group as criminal., =

202



-

[ .
3. Convergence or Linkin ‘ Subversive Minority_to

Other Problems

incidents in 1835

Cross fuses the Cathelic Irish steteotype to
criminal acts. He does this- to 1illustrate that
because o0f this subversive minority, the soclal
order in Bygown is out of coﬁkrol. The incldents of
the "shiners' war, as listed .by Cross, start off
with the death of an Englishman in a St. Patrick's
Day brawl in 1828. He then lists seven incidents in

1835 attributable to the Catholic Irish;

1). On January 5, a murder of a Mr. .
McStravlick occurred 1n Lower Town for
which a lumberman was arrested but escaped
from custody before trial. '

2). In the spring, Catholic 1Irish and
French fought for position in tlimber
employment on the Ottawa river wlth
violence on both sides.

3).5 In the suﬁmer, Peter Aylen was
arrested and briefly imprisoned for an
assault on a lawyer, Daniel McMartin.

4). In mid-May, three Shiners, Jerry Ryan,
John Hoolahan and Michael Hoolahan were
arrested for the assault and rape of an
Indian woman. '

). In June, a Shiner was shot by Mr.
Galipaut, a tavern owner,the tavern was
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set afire by the Shiners and Mr. Galipaut
and his family left town.¥

w 6). On July 29, a constable was beaten
- when he attempted to arrest'a Shiner on a
. charge of rape. . : '

7). In AGqust, the Shlners, led by Peter
Aylen, took  over the stronghold of
Loyalist gentility, the Bathurst District
Agricultural soclety and voted 1n Pgter
Aylen as president. ‘

~ Cross maihtalns that "crimes of viclence were

frequent in 1836" (Cross, 1973, p.18). He does not
list them because they were not part of an

"ofganized agltation®. What he probably means is

.that they had nothing to do with the Shinexrs. We

also fall to see: what the murder of .Mcstravick oX

" the alleged assault on Danlel McMartin, or the rape

D

‘of an Indian woman had to do with Morganized

agitation".
S
incidents in 1837
l1). On January 2, Peter Aylen demanded

suffrage for the Shiners in the township
council. This was denied and there was a
brawl in which James Johnson was hurt.

2). On February 14, the Shiners 1led by a
Mr. Gleeson, attacked the family and
sleigh of farmer Hobbes and, afterwards,
mutilated the horses.

+
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3). onMarch 9, Peter Aylen lis accused of
attacki an old man on the Richmond rcad.

4). On at same = day, the Shiners,

~ thinklng that Mr. Hobbes was staylng at P

" the ‘home ' of James Johnson, attacked
Johnson's house. No ong was injured.
5). On March 25, Thomas Burke, Patrick ‘
O'Brlen and James MacDonald ambushed James '
Johnson on Sappers brldge, Johnaon leaped

over the bridge to the frozen canal where
he was shot at and assaulted. .

Cross maps theée events together to 11Mstrate-a
breakdown ln the soclal order of Bytown. In so dolng
he clearly demarcates ‘ the gbsitiqps, the péacefpl
Loy%}}sts ‘and Anglo-Irish on one side ~and the
. troublesome Catholic Irish on the-‘other. There 1is no

doubt that the Catholic Irish cr?ated disorder,

particulaff& during the spring eﬁﬂ su%mer of 1?35 in

their feud with the French on’ the river. There ;s
also no gquestion that, after a winter on.the river,
the Cathollc 1Irish were often drunk and created
public wuproar and dlsturbance. But the remarks of
the conservative Kingstdn Chronicle, that the

residents of Bytown were afraid to 1leave thelr

houses after nlghtfall, seem Inflated (Brockville

Recorder, Augqust 7, 1835). Cross, however, agrees
with the newspaper that the situation was -out of

control.
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criminal acts but no breakdown of social order
The breakdown in the social order was not as great
as it is made to seem. Ipdeed Bytown, 1like all

munlcipal areas of that time, was not well -pollced,

only having one paid constable. But there was always

.the milit?ry qé}rison headed by John Bolton. The
Jall In ?erth was a long way off and 1f was falrly
’poro%s. ﬁut if the lincident of disorder was grgat
enough, the people were indepd apprehended, tried by
th_-court of the dquarter sessions and sent to jall.
Igg?the cripinél incidents of 1835 are ‘examined

closely we are able 'to see Just how lawless the

sltuation was.

events of 1835
i i

Thiamurder of an Englishman in a St.Patrick's Day

brawl did not take place Lﬁ the cruéia1'1835 to 1837

period, buﬂﬁin 1828. It 1is probably included to °

"welght" the notion of murder. The murder of
McStravick is not reported 1in either the Bathurst
Courier or the Brockville Recorder. This is odd

because murder, then as now, was news. It should be
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noted that the accused, Curry, was not tried because

of his escape. He may or Amaf not have been qullty. .

we do not know.  The next Incident in the actual

time sequence was the raﬁe of an Indian woman for

which the perpetrators 'wefe held in the garrison,

transferred to Perth and trled.

The aséault on Daniel McMartin by Petér.Aylen
~was disputed by Aylen, who' 15 reported as commencling
an action in the cou;t of the Kings Bench againsﬁ
the Bathurst Courler for reﬁortlng his involvemeﬂt

in the affalr (Bathurst Courler, July 10, 1835). The
& -

Bathurst Courier points out that R.S. Jamleson, the
man responsible for reading the xiot act 1in the

summer of 1835, was a cohort of 0gle Gowan the

~Jeader of.the Orange Lodge in Canada and had the

"reputation of a man who encourages his electors to

beat and abuse others" (Bathurst Courier, July 10,

ey
1835). Herxe they- are referring to a disputed

%

&

. z
election, in which Ogle Gowan and Jamieson had uscd{ﬂ

strong arm tactlics in order +to get éaected, The
strong arm tactics had resalted in a man's death.
Mr. Jamieson (a member of the “ruling Loyalist,
Anglo-Irish coalition), 16?’;’maglstrate, had been

cited as a nulsance 1in his own‘court and refused

payment by the Legislaturg.

J

T
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The torchlng of Galllpaut's tavern was the

result of Gallipaut shooting . and woﬁnding two

Irishmen. The Ccatholic Irish magLst;g@ﬁh Daniel

O'Conﬁor,' whom even Cross has to “admit (albeit

backhandedly), was a falr maglstrate, refused to .

have the Irishmen chargea. The attempted "ravish" by
Michael Fox was found to be true. He was found

gullty and sentenced to prison;

évents of 1837

The, cximinal events éf 1837 were equally dealt with
by the courts in an organized fashlon. The soclal
order had not broken down. There was no substance
for a moral panic about the <Catholic Irishf Indeed,
if the events are 1looked at dispassionately, the
events of 1837 resolve into a feud between the two
members of the Orange Ordér, Mr. Hobbes and James
Johnson, and the Cathollic 1Irish. Mr. Gleeson, whom
Cross makes out to be a particularly despicable
character, beating the pregnant wife of farmer

Hobbes, was’ found not guilty (Brockville Recorder,

September 28, 1937). There 1is nothing reported

about the alleged attack of an o0ld man on the

)f
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Richmond Road or the attack on the house of James
Johnson. But the men who violenFly assaulted James

Johnson on 'Sapbers bfidge were tried. They were

found guilty of assault with attempt to murder and.

sent to Kingston for three years hard labour (Cross,

1973, 'p.22).

\/\ .

s
fusing the character of the cathollc Irish with the

criminal

The criminal incldents concerning the Catholic Irxlsh
during 1835 to 1837 are fused with the rlotous
behaviour of the Catholic Irish to provide guilt by
assoclation. The rape of an Indian woman and the
attempted "ravigh" of ancother woman have very little
to. do with__the economic war between the catholic
Irish and {the French. What they do 1s to colour all

Catholic Irish as possible raplists. The torching of

Galipaut's tavern 1is the undisciplined response of

the Cathollic Irish to an attempted murder by

Gallipaut. But the incident, as it 1is portrayed by

s
Cross, colours — all Catholic Irish as possible

arsonlsts. The assault of Daniel McMartin 1s under

>

dispute and the attack on farmer Hobbes by Gleeson

is thrown out of court.
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Cross omlts that Gleeson was found not guilty.

Nor does he include ‘the information that Hobbes.was‘
L + ' . ' ..

by . . f-
an "Irlsh Orangeman, and .a pretty hard character

besldes" who had offended the Shiners 1in some way
(Brown, 1968, p.4.).. Cross also does not mention
that James Johnson was the "most prominent Orangeman
in By%own" (Brown, 1968, 3520.)g/What Cross does do
Is reconstruct the cathollc IriSh stereotype. It was
to the advantage of the definers, the magistrates

and the conservatlive newséapers who had a vested

interest 1In the present soclal order to'promote the

Qs
Irish stereotype and thus to "prepare the ground for.

the exercise of legal restralnt and political
control" (Hall, 1984, p.189). Failing this, the
ground was preparéd for thé vigilante wviolence of

the Orange Order.

(-

the subversive minority as powerless

The notions of murder, rape, assault, and arson

fused together in thihﬁfross material, probably
represent what was in t minds of the non-Catholic
majority of Bytown; that the Catholic Irish were a

criminal under-class. The poor,. the propertyless and
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the ethnically different committed offenses. But iF

. the alleged offenses were serious, the courts seemed .

to handle the situatlon in an orderly fashion and as

expeditiously as the quarter sessions would allow

The ‘Catholic Irish, after a winter on the river, -

Were often: riotous and drunken. They probably

expressed their historical contempt for Anglo

authoxrity; but it was a threat from a propertyless,
N

poverty-stricken, voteless and essentlially powerless

group.

4, Thresho}ds Crossed Leéading to an Escalatling

Threat

moral and legal thresholds crossed

Adherence to a different value system 'and different

cultural practices set the Catholic Irish apart from
. . ¥

the Loyalists and AaAnglo-Irlsh. The Loyalist-Anglo-

Irish coalition morally disapproved of the social

-

practlices of thls minorlity group. This placed the

Catholic Irish beyond the flirst threshofﬁ;of moral
threat. The Catholic Irish contempt for authority,

which lead ghem to disregard the law and sometlimesg
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Yransqress 1t, resulted In the crossing of the

second threshold of the« legally impermissible. But

the incidents in August 1835 and 1ln January of 1837.

were a much greater threat to the security g;'the
gentillty than the drunken and sometimes criminal

acts of a targeted lower class.

the take-over of the Bathurst District Agricultural

Soclety
In August 1835, the Cathollc Irish led by Peter
Aylen took over the Bathurst District Agricultural
Soclety. Thé Cathollc Irish were consldéred by the
gentility of Bytown as no Dbetter than 3ome
labouring, "sub-human species" (Taylor, 1986, p.32).
The Bathurst District Agricultural Society, on the
other hand: was the apogee of the Loyalist and
Anglo-Irish gentility aqd the surrounding farmers,
most of whom were Orange. Every district was
-

encouraged o have an Agricultural Soclety and it

was always _run by the influential 1in that area

{Brockville Recorder, July 3, 1835). The explanation
.|

of this incident appears in the Bathurst Courier in

April and May 1837. ‘ '//

: . o
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'~ The Catholic Irish raftsmen 1led by Peter Aylen
paid the joining fee of one dollar, then voted out

thelgentlllty; It was made all the easler because

many- of .the gentility had not attended because of

ssizes (Bathurst Courier, May 19, 1837).

é gentility, the Cathollc 1Irlsh voted

themselves [n with Peter Aylen as president. Whether

I%\\E?S a "good-humoured contempt for English
"

authority" and a lark or not, the soclety was still

going under this new management in 1837.

‘With the take over of the Bathﬁrst District
Agriculéural'Society, the Catholic Irish had crossed

a threshold which threatened the hegemonic order of
Bytown. The . Cathollc Irish had not only desecrated
one of the.terrains of the rulling establishment of
the disgiict, but ‘they were gulléy of "democratlc
tyragny". During the 18305, the loyalist ideology
was.hardenihg sagainst the attempt of the new middle
-class that wanteq contfol of the Leq¥slative Councll
and the Assembly. The more the fo}mers Mackenzlie
(:gnd'Papineau fought for representatiwve government,
the greater became the Loyallst adherence to British
ethnlc values and arlstocratic TorY..principles

(bubuc, 1974,p.134). The 1ideology of the Loyallst

coalition  was strictly anti-

¢

Anglo~1rifh

S,

N\

.
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democratlic. To be democratic in 1835,§fmant“that you
'~ were supportefs of refdrm; as were MacKenzle and
Paplneau. “Thls further traqslated into a diéloyalty
to the English crown and the .threat .to the yhdle
fu1é=by~ appolnted-right 1ideology that the Loyalist
and Anglo-Irish coalition deféndeq. The notions
Catholic Irish and sedition were now fused together

in the minds of the ruling group.

-éttempt to gain suffrage for the Cathollic Irish; in
the Township Council

7 1

This sltuatlon was further amplified in thé Townshlp.
meeting In January 1837 ‘when  the catholic Irish
headed' by . Pefer Aylen attempted to gain the
opportunitykto-vote for the Township Council. Cfoss
.describes this as an attempt by Peter Aylen to gain
leadership of the Township as he was president of
the Agricultuzral Socliety. Rememberiné- that the
Cathollc Irish wéré a mlnorlty group in Bytown, this
seems a little far fetched. Propertyless people had
no right to elect public officials either in Upper
Canada or in England. Oﬁly freeholders codld vote in

these elections. As the Catholic Irish rattsmen were

propertyless, this could not be allowed. Manhood



suffrage was a threat to the‘hégemony of . the rullng

establishment.

The "Shiners' War" read in this light has largerx
ramlficatibns than either the economic war on the
Ottawa over timber 'Jobs . or the criminality of an

inherently vioclent subgroup. The threat of the

Catholic Irish widens out in its implications to:

become a'ghreat.for the ruling Loyallsts and Anglo-
‘Irish. Their ideoloqy and consequently their very
poslition as the definers of soclety are under

attack.

Cross, however, has constfucted a layered
symbol of the Catholic 1Irish enclosed wlthin a
violent criminal boundary. It deflects attention
away from the legitlmate‘éolitlcal confrontation and
the defense of thelr employment. The fusing of
riotous behaviour with criminal behaviour creates a

stereotype in the mind of the reader. Therefore, all

actions of the Cathollc Irish must be criminal not

political. Cross narrows the issués Eo the violence
of the Catholic Irish. Because Cross approaches the
material from the position of the 1ruling class in
Bytown they are depoliticised and stripped of afi

actlive significance. As a resulﬁ, the Catholic Irish
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afe seen as a prbblem for the system, not as a group

reaéohably responding to their situation.

5. The Prophesy of More Troubling Times to Come

In October 1835, the . prophesy of more troubles to
come ls present in. the report .of the Assoclation for

the Preservation of Public Peace (Bathurst Courler,

November™ 13, 1835). The Association for Public Peace

was a vigilante assocliation, membexship by

. Invitatlion only. It was an armed _group who had two

hundred members by the end of the first week (Cross,

1973, p.18). As well, In June 1836, George Baker

\
created a mllitla force, the Bytown Rifles. Thils,

however, was disbanded when Baker.attempted to call
a-general muster. After the attempt of the Catholic
Irish to vote in the Townshlp Councll election, the
citizens of Bytown appealed to the lieutenant-
governor Sir Francis Bond Head for troops. Their

appeal was denied.

The Loyalists and Anglo-Irish re-established
their position by £forming a new Agricultural
Society with a new charter. They explained in great -

detail in the Bathurst Courler that. the old one was




~

"illegél" (Bathurst Courief, May 19, 1837). HNot oniyk

had the charter of the former - society run out and
therefore had become "1llegal", but certaln of its
directors were not fregholdets and therefore were
not eligible to wvote  or become directors. But a
stétement of 1llegality would not be enough to keep
the Cathﬁlic Irish in their place. Since the Bytown
Rlfles were dlspanded and the reguest £for troops
denled, the Loéalist-Anglo-Irlsh coalitlon fell back

on the vigilante threat of the Orange Order.

6. The Call for Firm Steps

After the Cathollc Irish attempted to vote feor the
Township “Council, the Orange, like the old Church

.and King imobs of England, threatened  to lnvade

Bytown in February and agaln in March, 1837. Michael

o

Cross calls this an "imaginary" invasion. He
nonetheless acknowledges that both the maglstrates
and leadlng cltlzens had to convince the farﬁers to
returxrn to their homéé.'The fhreat, however, would
not be iﬁaginary to tﬁe.Catholic Irish. It seems to
be clear that &lr Francis Bond Head allowed the
growth of the Orange as a conservative viqllante

force to Kkeep the peace in the province and to

~
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restraln the natural alllance _betwéen catholics and

.reformers. The political use of the Orange Lodges 1is
evident In the summons made by Ogle Gowan at a

. general meeting of the lodges in June 1837. -

The very peculiar crisis in
which we are at present placed
and the extraordinary excitement
which has been lately engendered

induces me Lo requlre your
attendance at the Grand Lodge

Meeting...{Brockville Recorder, &

June 22, 1837)

vigilantism as. the final step in the spiral of moral

panic

The use of fhe Orange Order was an.attempf to return
to a situation of "étatus quo ante"‘by the péople of
Bytown and the farmers in the surrounding district.
The Cathelie 1Irish, because of their hlstoric
experlence and their rebellion ideology, refused
legitimacy to the authority of the Loyalist Anglo-
Irish cqglition. From past experlence they knew that
English law was nof neutral. when they refused to
‘accommodate themselves to the criminal label or be

threatened by.the law, the people of Bytown and the

surrounding district reverted to vigilante coercion

to maintain hegemony. Like the “*“church and king"
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 mobs in .England, '"they felt themselvesl 1n soﬁe
obscure way, to be .defendlng the "boﬁstitdtion"
agalnst allen elements wﬁo threa%ened thelir

"birthright" (Thompson, 1984, p.85).

vigilantism re-establishes moral order
If the communfty could not obtaln allegiance from -~
the Catholic Irish through ideological authority, or
through criminal‘lmpositlon, it was nécessary to use
the threat of vigllante férce to malintain %hé status
quo ante. The broblems of the riofoﬁs behaviour of
the Catholic Irish were thrown into. a Sharper rellef
becaﬁse of-‘the greatér’ hegemonlc threat Brouqht
about by the reformers in Upper and ioﬁer Canada.
Because Upper Canada was ltself faciﬁg rebellion,
the Cathollc 1Irlsh problem could be said to be an
ideological displacement £for the greater lack of
~legitimacy as évidenced by.the reformers.

~ . #
L]

The mystification of the political concerns of

the Catﬁolic Irish, by addressing thelr actions as //," ™~
criminal, was an attempt by the deflners of soci%ty‘“
to control their society and maintain peace for the

accumulation of capital. And when that dld not work

o
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they turned to the hlstorlc coercion of the.Oranqe

.Order.

Conclusion: the Deconstruction of the Moral Panic

Using the Signlflcatigg Spiral
\ .

-

If the 1xrlots of. the 18308- are examined taking the

ideology of the Ca$holi Jrish into account, thg
crisis becomes not th::Jcontrol of an inherently
violent subgroup but rather a threat ts the
hégemonic otder of Bytown. The Bathurst D{stricf
Agricultural Soclety "and  the Township Council
characterized the rulers of Bytown as‘gentillty'and
as powerfﬁl. To attack these areas of the ruling
Loyalist-Anglo-Irish coalition was to attack the

>

ideology/ of the rulers themselves.

o

Loyalist-Anglo-Irtgh‘ideology

Thelr ideology grew out of ﬁheiij patriotism to the

English Crown. Because of their patri fibw, they
. s AR,

felt justified i ; e existing econom}c[P‘p1Nic and

] / L

. .
soclal arrangements. These included the recoqd}tiqp
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of law, not rebellion.. That ‘law was the law of

o 221
Engligh constitutionalism, not republ}canism. 1t

also Implied an Hlerardﬁ?Qel soclety where different

classes had différent rights'and‘privlleges. It did "y
not ‘imply dehocracy. Thelr ideology sopght to-

maintaln and rebrodude thelr posltion in society. An

attack on the positjon of the Loyaligt Anglo-Irish

by taking over the Bathyrst District Agricultural

ave représentatlon In the

Soclety or the attempt to

Township Council, attacked the. ideology of . the.

Loyalist Anglo-Irish qroup nd
1

threatened the
reproduction  of thelr soclety~l along thelr

ideological llngg.

T

the Catholic Irish refused 1legitimacy to the English
State '

Historically, the Catholic Irish had no reasg; to
think that- English law benefited anyone but the
English. Tﬁ;y had a contempt for what they vlewed as
one-sided justice. The Catholic Irish had no reason
to think ‘of Fhe \étate as neutral. The English rulg
in Ireland had, un£11 1829, disregarded the rlghts
of the Catholic Irish. The impd%itloh of English law

subjugated the Catholic Irish. AIf they did not

!
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accept the- léw,; they. then 'did not accept the
'1deolpgy upon which the law was built..The Cathollic
irish, hlstoricaily,, had'refused legltimaéy to the
English State. They, therefore, héd been kept in
"thelr poéltion by the constant threat of, or

imposition of, violence.

signification spliral !

The signlfication spiral allows a deconstruction of
the events. It shows the convergence of the Cathollc
Irish stereotyée,with‘ éﬁe notions of criminaiity.
Thebfusinq of the actlons of the Catholic Irish with
Crlminal acts depollticlzes the situation. When the

Catholic Irish crossed the thresheolds of the

takeover of the Bathurst District Agricultural

Soclety and the attempt to achieve the.righf to vote

for the Town Council, they threatened the hegemonic
order in Bytown.“ This escalated the threat and
wlidened the cleavages between the values of the
definers of Bytown and the Catholic Irish. It
produced the vigilante response on the part of the

Loyalist Anglo-Irish Orange Order.
™~

¢



 moral panic

The moral -paq&c about the Catholic Irish was an
ideological displacement for the greater crisis that

was filling _the‘ newspapers during the. years from

1835 to 1837 and which would erupt in December 1837

into open revolt. The Catholic 1Irish, by thelir
cultural practices,  their r1o£ou$' disregard for
their poverty, their good humoured contempt for the
gentility, were a threat to thé sober, individuaﬁ~
success oriented Loyalists and Anglo-Irish. This
alioued the ruling group to mprally condemn them
with a .feeling of rectitude. Once they threatened
the héggmony of Bytown with the landed and weéfthy
Péter Aylen as leader, they were a threat to the

dominant as

The politfgal, economic and soclial relatlons of
the dominant clasé were already under attack by the
reformexs in Montreal anﬁ in York. To shore up thelr
owg self definitions as the deflners of soclety and
to illustrate their control;' the Loyalist Anglo-
Irish group péomoted a situation of moral panic
directed at the Cathollc Irish. Cross reflectg their
point of wview by treating the situation within the

order/consensus paradigm,
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. Pb{étical Meaning Deflected by tha 8fress on the

c minal | : ©

1. Culture Clash As an Explanation for the Criminal

Label

\ By mappling all these events in a single article,
"Phe Shiners' War", Cross depicts all actions of the *
catholic Irish as criminal. He is taking a
‘order/consensus vlew pogﬁ%, polnting to the catholic
Irish as a_problém in some consensual system, the

system of the Loyalist Anglo-Irlsh coalition. He also,

fignores the great soclal upheaval taking place in both

Upper and Lower Canada in which the éprm of the State

was being contested. He takes, the wviewpoint of the (x1
definers of soclety. ) _ \7
) /

Since the Lovyalist Anglo-Irish coalition cannot
rule by ideologlcal dominatlon leading to popular
consent, they must attempt to invoke the law and
failing that, invoke vigilante violence. The State
is "the product of class antagonisms, akq\ _ i
perpetuates a class order by appearing to moderate

the class struggle™ (Hall, 1984, p.197). The

-
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Cathol{c;Irish, howeﬁér, would have had nﬁ historic
reason to think that a proviﬁce .rﬁled By »the_'&
English, would moderate struggle ’1mpaft1a11y. The
Ca?holic Irish thus refused to grant that law -
legitimacy.. if they refused leglitlmacy to& the law,
they refused legltimacy to the State and the

prbpérty relations upon which that State was based.

The ramificatlons of the Cathollc 1Irlsh rlots
widen out to include the threat to the hegemony of

Bytown. The Cathollc Irlish were not golng.to accept

th authority of the Loyalist Anglo—IEﬁsh coallitlion,
Their acts, therefore, become inherezﬁly political.
Michael Cross :streésses the threat of violence and
crime. He thus depollitliclzes the acts of the
Catholic Irish. By -focusing on the appearance of
criminality, attention 1Is deflected from the\
political. gt leeches all polltlical meaning from the.
situation. 1Instead of the Catholic. Irish beling

republican and democratic, they are criminal and

violent. Sellln in Culture, Conflict and Crime

'%1938), peints out that the criminal 1is more than
just the traﬁsgression of 1ega1.rules; It 1s often
the clash between two value systems. But the
", ..so0clal values which recelve the 'protection of

the criminal law are ultimately /fgbseaﬁﬁTah‘gi?
; ;
; .

| Y
N [
'

; /_/ |
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treasured by the domlnant .1nterest‘Qroups" (Sellin,

1938,, p.21). What was happening in Bytown 1in the
- mid-eighteen thirtleSKWas a type of culture clash

between the Loyallist Angld—Irish and the Catholic

Irish. ' , B

’ ’

2. The Applicaﬁion of the Criminal Label and the

Economic Order ' N
. o~
\

To leave 1t as cultuxé\vclash, however, does not

explalnr 1t all. Upper Canada ‘was an inciplent

capitél}st econony. A capitalist economy divides the

people Into classes. The Cathollic Irish were part of

the labouring c¢lass. The rullng group had a vestq?
_.economic 1ntérest in maintaining order and cheap
wages to ' benefit the timber trade. The timber tr;zp
was the only overseas -trade that brought needed
capltal to' a' capital starved Upper Canada. When
England imported Baltdlc timber at a reduced tariff,
there was an outcry in the Assemhly of Upper Canada

(Bathurst Courier, October 9, 1835). The fact that

Peter Aylen and Walter Beckwith khad sided with the
Irish Catholics to provifle better wages and had

promoted the guasi-uni called the Shiners’
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disturbed the eéonohic relstions on the Ottawa. It
"was in the Interes£s of the ruling gfodp to

break wup this unlon.: To weakep the bosltlon of the
Catholic Irish and to. keep soéijty ordered for the
acéumulation of capltal, they attempfed tolremove.or

neutralize thils problem group by crimlnaljzinq them.

]

3. Application of the Criminal Label Strips Action of

Political Significénce

The  Loyalist Anglo-Irlish coalition employed
strategies explained by Thomas Mathlesen in the

Politics of Abolition (1974). He deslgnates four

functions of ~ criminalization: the “expurgatory
function",the "power draining function", the
"diverting functlon" and the ‘"symbolic function”

{p.77-78).

expurqgatory function

3}
The Yexpurgatory function" is a strategy by which a
"social structure must rld ltself of  itd
unproductive elements" (p.77). Unproductive elements

systematically produced by a capltallist formation
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must be expelled’from the economlc system to create
order for accumulation.‘The aggressivé and combative
Catholic Irish, Qho wefe creating a state of
disequilibrium on the Ottawa and threatening an
already threatened | but vaiuable capitalist
enterprlise, ﬁdsf be neutrallzed through the law. The
tendency will be to view their actions in a criminal

light.

power draining function

-

The "power dralining function" of criminalization
dralns away pollitical ‘power of those so labeled.
They become voicélesé. Often the threat of prison
can be enough to maintain -the silence of the
troublesome group and neutralize‘their power. If the
Catholic Irish had succumbed to the criminal label
which the definers of their society wished to apply
to them, they might have remalned the "dlsposable"
portion of the labour force ' developing an
accommodating ideology out of that particular set of

soclal relations.

<
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diverting function - ‘ -

The "dlvextiﬁg functlon" of- crimlnalizatloh or the

threat of imprisonment deflects the attention from

the acts of the defiﬁers of soclety whiéh.’mlght be

seen a3 more dangerous £5 the soclal fabric and wmore
hearfless because. of their pregeditatqd search for

private profit. The Catholle Irish had to be

‘signified as criminal to ﬁlvert attention from the

corrupt practiceg of the Loyalist .Anglo-Irlsh
coélltion who created intolerable worklﬁg
condltions. Depressed wages were often pald in

scriét at contractors stores. Maieshift lodgings ®
were rented at inflated prices. The restricting of
Catholic Irlsh settlements to unhealthy and disease ,” ‘\\\\\_‘H
infested areas, when an abundance of land ﬁ//

available,. caused cholera and death’ (Palmer, 1943

p.37). when the Catholic 1Irish rloted against/such

treatment, attention was deélected from the

treatment itself by deslgnatﬂng their actlons‘as

criminal.

&



symbolic functlion

The "symbollic function" proceeds by stigmatizing of
‘one group as criminal and by a process of moral
rectitﬁée distingaishing the rest of éociety as non-
criminal. The crimlnal label .thus functiqns as a
cohesive fofce, drawing "respectablel society"
together against a common enémy. Certainly, the
attempt to designate the ;atholi¢ Irish as "Shanty-
Irish" provided the Loyalist Anglo-Irish coalition
with a ‘constellation of images that 1ncluded
rebellliousness, dift, drunkenness, dlsease and
criminality;‘ The "Shanty-Irish" stereotype
symbolized failureiln the mlnds of the lndividually~
minded, profit-motive-orlented, Protestant
Loyalists. Fear of fallure for all members of 'a new
society is very real. The criminal 1label helps to
distance the Cathollic 1Irish from thelr group and

helps to distance the threat of failure from

themselveaﬁ’ﬂ‘ﬂﬂﬁ
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4. Success or Failure of the Strategy to Désiqnate

the Catholic Irish as Criminal

The Catholic 1Irlsh, Hhowever, because J?f_;h?lr
hlstoric refusal to ablde by the Inhibitlons of
constitutionaiismf {efused to take on the criminal-
label. They attempted twice to destroy the power of
the definers of society, the Loyalist Aﬁglo—lrish
coalition, by invading the terraln of the dominant
group. The attempted .takeover of the Béthurstﬂ
District Aéricultural Soclety-(August 1835) and the
Eéttgmpt to obtain the wvote In the Towhshlp counclil
(January 1837) were politicél- acts which had to be

answeredr by strong actlon.

attempts to control by légal means

The takeover of the Bathurst District Agricultural
. ,
Soclety and the voting in Peter Aylen as president
was followed In October by the fbrmation of the
4

. Association for the Preservation of Public Peace

{Bathurst Courier, November 13, 1835). There was

also a falled attempt by the magistrate George Baker
to form a militia.regiment in 1836 which was quickly

put down by Sir Francis Bond Head. Legal means had



falled to keep the Catholic Irlish In their place.
They refused to be ' Inhibited by the law. Af;er'the
attempt to get the vote in the Township council in

January 1837, the Loyalists and Anglo-Irish turned

to coerclon -with the vigilante organizatlon, the '

Orange Order.

Conclusion: the Order/Consensus Paradiam and the

Conflict Paradigm Iin Light of the S8ignification -

Spiral ' qé

order/consensus paradigm

¢ \‘
The order/consensus paradigm presumes that there is
2 consensus on socletal wvalues. Cross assumes that
the societal values pf Upper .Canada are those
represented by the Loyalist Anglo-Ixrish group in
Bytown in the 1830s. He assumes consensual
acceptance of a recogniflon of law over rebellion,
unity of the Empire over colonial self government,
rule-by-appointed-right over repgegenthtive
government, English constitutiohalism‘ over

republicanism and an hierarchical society of rights
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and priviieges over democ;aéy. He.assumes this at. a
time when the nature 'of gover%mént in Upper Canada
was being vlgorouslf‘contested.

Wrlting within the order/consensus paradlgﬁ, he
takes the viewpoint of the deflners of soclety that
people must cohexre around consensual norms and
values to meet the accepted needs of tﬁat socliety.
Thosé who do not meet the accepted needs of the
society of Bytown 1In the 18308 are out of joint with
thelr soclety. The Cathollc Irlsh, therefore, pose a
problem for their soclety which must be controlled

ory+removed. _ -

The Cathollc 1Irish are 3seen as a prbblem
"category", not as real people. Treating them as a

category dehumanlizes them and alds in the creatlon

of a stereotype Ghich symbolizes all that 13-

inimical te the Loyalist Anglo-~Irish dominant group.
They are a problem which the consensual soclety must
remove OY control to return to a state of

equilibrium.

L

The consaideration of the hiastorical event

becomes skewed because the conslideration of thes

problem categoxy is biased to the negatlve aspects

a5
-
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of the people within it. Thus the Catholic Irish are

seen asﬁéxamples of immofélity, ‘murder, riot and

violence. Layers of negative meanings bulld the -

-

stereofypqr which. symbollzes the problem for the

societal system which is considered as a positive.

1 . '
History is used as an example to prove arguments
: {

relative to the paradigm. In this sense the

order/consensus paradigm relativizes history. It is

a partlal reading of event relative to the structure
of the paradigm; Th% classlification uf and
collection of hlgtorical‘facﬁ'is'constltutlve to the

paradligm..

The order.~consensus/paradigm presupposes some
static coherence whereby the subgroup will
assimllate. or acculturate, 1ntegrating with the
dominant group. To facilitate the integration thg

problem areas which prevent that facilitation

;mst
be coptrolled or neutralized. WwWith the Catab{ifu

Irish thils involved the 1imposition of the‘criminal_

-

label on thelr actions.

234
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confiict paradigm

1

The. conflict paradigm presumes that the norms and

values in society are heing contested. People withln

soclety 'have various .strategles for . reciprocal .

L i
contxol./ The Catholic Irish had

-

P

histofically, various strategies to preserve thelr

developed,

ethnically djfferent subgroup within an English

dominant soclety. Strategles of close kin connectlon

'

and collective action arose from the need to present

a united front to the dominant English. Their

dissimulatlon prevented the English from prosecut}ng_

and persecuting their people and their priests,

- Contempt ‘for English law, which sometimes broke out

In violence, was a refusal to accept the dominance.‘

of a conqueror.

_As immigrants to Upper Canada, the Cathollg
Irish were a problem group who refused to conform to

the norms and values- of the dominant group. They

refused legitimacy "to the wvalues wupon which the

dominant group rested. They contested those values

and ﬁosed a threat to that group. In a soclety
undergolng change and attendant anxlefgy, 1In which

the definers of that society have a vested interest,
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the moral panic is a strategy to control a ‘percelved

procblem groﬁp.

A moral panic helps the definers to cqhtrdl
through law or coeréion an oppositioﬁal subgfoup. By
Impesing the criminal label, they can abstract
meaning from the actions of the subgrodp.
Criminalization wvariously removes the 6ffending
problem group, drains them of polltical power,

diverts the  attention from the definers to the

problem group and draws soclety together against a

common enemy.' & moral panic 1s not a consplracy. In
times of uncertéinty or change, wren the definers of
soclety have a vested intérest in the status quo,
moral panlecs over subgroups wlth difﬁerent value

systems may arlse., But ‘having arisen, the moral

panic car be a strategy in reciprocal control to aid

/
the deflners to remove or to neutralize the problem.

Because the criminal label resolves ambiguities in

o .
the minds of citlzens, 1t becomes an easy:tool to

neutrallze the oppositional subgroup.

Criminalization allows the definers to expel
people from society, to drain all power from the
conflictive eldments. It diverts attention from‘the

practices of the definers of society to the acts of
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the oppositional group, it atigmatizea ° the

oppositional group as criminal. By so doing it draws

the rest of society together against a common'enemy.‘

The common enemy delineated as reprehensible, allows

the majority of society to méintéin its wmoral

superioxity.
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‘Cconclusion

oider/consensus versus conflict paradigm

Y

The application of dlfferent paradigms . has

importance  ftor the tlelad of Crimlinology/ 1If
criminologicai research 1is éarried on,githin the
order/consensus paradigm, the ;ocus is on the actor
as a problem within a c¢onsensual system. The
order/consensus paradigm doés noé examine the
ideology of groups within a societal system. It
pgkes the ideology of the aominant group as a gliven.
Although the .order/consensué paradfgm appears to be
neutrai, it accepts the 1ideology of the dominant
grouﬁ_‘in a soclety as a positivg ldeology. 1t,
therefore, deflects  attention from the ideology of
+ the domlnant group by focusing on the problem or

3ubordinate group.
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The problem group is- presdmed to have some
;nherent characteristic, percéived relative
deprivation, dlssonance caused by .ethnic difference

or criminal behaviour;'whlch sets lt;apart“from the

dominant group. The Inherent problem - of the

subordinate group must then be ' neutralized or
eradicated before 1t can “oin the domln&nt group
with its percelived consensual norms and values. If
research in criminolegy is carrled out wlthln this
paradigm, it will be the members of a subogdlnate

group which is perceived to be criminal.

If~~criminological research 1is - carrled out
within the cqnfl}ct paradigm with adcultural marxlst
perspective, it 1s like Eu;nlng the kaleidoscope to
view a completely different pattern.‘The confllict
paradigm 'posits that socie?al values may create
conflict, Socliety becomes the terrain where
oppositional groups compete and conflict. Societles
have an historical ' time and place with fartlcular
soclal, economic and political juncture?‘ There is

. T
constant lnternal dynamism as groups seeﬁ\peclprocal

control.
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A capitalist économy divides people into
classes or' gfodps. People live out their lives in a
‘soclal relationship where some .factioné have the
power and -some do not. The conflict -paradigm
recegnizes that both the dominant aﬁd subordinate
groups have strategies‘for reciprocal confrol. The
domlnént group will seek to xepgi;uce thelr positlon

and the subordinate groups ,will seek to lmprove

thelr positlion. The strategles of the dominant gréupr

are consent through 1deological domination and legal

rules or coerclon.

Because the .confi_“t . paxradigm examines the
fdeology of the.definery of soclety as well'as the
groups within it, criminal béhaviqur can be seen as
a designation deflined by the deEipers of society.
Criminality ceases to be a property of individual

members of a sgubordinate gqroup. It becomes a

deslgnation or category imposed by the definers. The

criminal label wlthdraws meaning from political
acts. But if ‘research 1is carried out within the

conflict paradigm, taklng the structure of societ&
. Into account, political ‘acts and criminal acts

become separated.
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Applying.tﬁe confllct paradigm to the analyslis
of ‘the. Irish riots In Bytown changes the
understanding of the pature of the acfor;izﬁd of the g}w
soclal conflict. The Catholic Ixish are revealed as
a disadvantaged minority group attempting to
méintain employment. Wit this paradigm, they
cease to be categorized s a criminal subgroup in

. Bytown. The Eoyalist—Anglqﬂf;I;h éstablishment is
revealed as the dominant group, but one that s
unsettled about the continuing dominance of ltsra
position. The Loyalists and Anglo-Irlish -are not

. >

revealed as the representatiégg of a consensual

\ .
order maintaining peace within their community.

-

moral panic as a strategy of control

3

Viewing the 1Irish riots 1in Bytown 1in the 18308

-y

~Yyithin the conflict paradigm results 1in a richer

historical understanding of the Loyalist Anglo~1risA
and the Catholic Irish. The conflict paradigm posits
that society is 'a terrain of political struggle. a
Oppositlonal groups contest the norms and values of
soclety. The use of the conflict paradigm,
theref&re, permits ang'examination of reciprocal

strategies of- control. The strategles of the



Loyallst Anglo-Irlsh, as well as those of the
Cathollc Irish, Dbecome the part of the discussion.
The cultural marxist perspéctlve 1nc1udes_-th¢
"cultural practices and idéolégies of both sides as
“they live wlthin a class soclety. The moral panlc is
an ideological strategy of control on the part of

the deflners of soclety.

ideologlical displacement

The theoretlical poslitlion of thls thesls 1s that the
panic over the Catholic Irish was a deflected
anxiety on the part of the Loyalist Anglo-~Irish. The
Cathollc 1Irish did not conform to the dominant
Loyallst Anglo-Ixlsh wvalue system. The Loyallst
Anglo-Irish dominance, however, was under threak
from the political destabilization of the reform
movement. Cultural difference of the Catholic Irish
~and their conflict over employment then was blown
out of all proporﬁion to conStitute_a threat to the
whole soclal order of Bytown. The moral panic pver
the Cathollc Irish was - an ideoclogical displacement
for the threat to the dominance - of the

establishment. ' K
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the Cross material

We have taken an exlsting plece of research, "The
Shiners'War: Social Violence in the Ottawa Valle;\%n
the 18308", and viewed 1t from within a different

paradigm. Cross writes within the order/consensus

@Eyﬂzgiém. He uses par?iil‘ historical fact t?
‘buttress the assumptions which wunderpin his work.
He assumes that the community of Bytown had
-consensual norms and wvalues around which ' the
inhabitants cohered. Bytown was a community of
"sha;ed common sent;ments“ and "soclilal coherence"
(Cxoss, 1973, p.24). In his view, the social brder
of this peaceful communlty was shaﬁtéred by the

&
violent and criminal Catholic Irish. The Cathollc

Irish were an "affliction" for the peaceful
community of 'Bytown. The Catholic Irish were
"outside the. community-at-large". They were the

lowest ﬁclass" of Irishmen because the "members of
the better classes of Irishmen cast their lot with
the scots and English gentility" (Cross, 1973,
p.24). |

$74
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Because of.hls assumptions, Cfoss is drawn into
a fﬁlsification of historical fact. Hfstpry‘becomes
an example Eo prove hls " thesis. ﬁe ignores séven
hundredlyears of Irish history. The members of the
."better" classes of Irf%hﬁen were the Protestant
Irish. This grbup had a hyper-loyalty to the English

Crown. They naturally.allied with the Loyallst group

whose ideology of Justifled-right-t e was

hardeniﬁg against the push of the reformers to
reorder soclety along representatlve lines. Cross
élosses over the historlc domlnatlion of the cCathollc
‘Irish by the Protestant Irish in Ireland. He
presumes that'those who allled with the Loyalists
weré the "better" class of Izishmen: Without

d7ffgeating the ideology of the definers (or of the
Catholic Irishj}, he takes the view of the definers.
He partakes of the Loyalist ideology of hierarchical
rule of the "better" classes.

s <
criminal stereotype

a K}

<
T

Cross clearly delineates %the problem group. He
creates a stereotype of the cCatholic 1Irish as an

illiterate, wviolent, debauched, criminal group who

were trying to "conquer the community at large"

(Cross, 1973, p.24). He bullds a ﬁ&ii?tening symbol
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in the minds of his readers. It explains the

Cathollc Irish as a problem for a system which must

be removed or neutralized, to return soclety to a
state ' of equilibrium.\ﬁ\By linking notlons of
immorality to‘the Irish raftsmenhand furtﬁ%} fuslng
these to 1;5tings. [+3 qriminal acts Cross defiects
the attention of thge reader away from the economic

relations on the rive}-gand away from the -pollitical

acts of the Catholic Irish. He also omits ény

reference to the unfalr' practices of the gentility
in their tregtment of thils minority group. Any
action by thé definers of soclety to cohtré] tHls

dysfunctional grodp appears to be Jjustified. -

The order/consensﬁg parxadigm, £focuses on the
' Z
inherent properties OE\\g/fgroblem group. If that

group rebels it rebels because of a guality of the
group. Thé-order/consensus paradigm doef not discuss
"why" one group will rebel or one will not, except
to designate one group as rebelllous and one group

not rebellious. The structure of society cannot be

at fault because 1t {3 an assumed posltive. The.

reasoning iIs circultous. People rebel'because they

are rebellious. This is description not explanation.
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confllict paradigm takes -thé structure of society,

the social practice and ideology of the definers

“into account. Because the nature of the State of

Upper Canada was being contested, <the Qeffners of
that society, the Loyalists and Aﬁglo—Irish, were
anxlous about theif poslition as definers; When the
Catholic 1Irish collectlvely refused to be the
expéndable part of -the labour Eqrcé and rioted to
maintain employmént, it created a sltuatlon of moral
panic. ; o 75
<

There was a percleved threat to the posltion of
the Loyalists and ﬁnqlo—;;ish\xzhis percelved threat
was out of all proportion to the actual threat. The
definers, however, used thls moral panic to pave the
way for 1legal constraint with the Assoclatlon of
Public Peace and the formation of the Bytown Rifles.
When that did not work they turned to coercion with

the Orange Order.

. o ]

The use of the conflict .paradigm from a

cultural marxist perspectlive reveals both sides of
reciprocal control.., It widens out the historical
moment. The Catholic 1Irish cease to be a violent

stereotype. The Loyallst and  BAnglo-Irish coalition

d

The analysls o¢f the 'Irish 1riots within the
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cease to be an assumed posttive. It allows for a

more complete historical understanding.

=\
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