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This essay explores a neglected area of the lives of rank-and-file members of the 
Royal Irish Constabulary (R.I.C.) and Dublin Metropolitan Police (D.M.P): the 
various ways in which membership of these two forces affected policemen's roles 
as fathers, husbands, and lovers. It is well known that the R.I.C. and D.M.P, had 
wide-ranging codes of rules and regulations which prescribed, in minute detail, 
the procedures to be followed by policemen in a myriad of situations likely (or 
even not very likely) to be encountered in their daily round.' These procedures 
involved not only the prevention and detection of crime; considerable attention 
was also devoted to outlining what constituted appropriate police behaviour in 
areas such as personal hygiene and daily life in barracks. Less well known is the 
extent to which the codes' regimentation governed the most intimate areas of 
policemen's private lives, including family life. 

In 1836, when the Irish Constabulary was established as a uniform organisation, 
recruits to the force had to be bachelors or widowers without children. If a police-
man wanted to marry; he had to receive permission from his county inspector 
and from the inspector general. In every instance the fiancée's background was 
examined by the man's officer to ensure that she and her family were 'respectable'. 
When a man married, he was forbidden from serving in his wife's native county, 
or in any county where she had relatives or where her relatives had business 
interests. Because of this rule, marriage was one of the major causes of transfer 
within the R.I.C.. This was part of the constabulary authorities' effort to ensure 
impartial policing by their force, or at least to ensure that its members were not 
placed in situations that might give rise to suspicions that they were favouring 
their in-laws. A similar desire to ensure acceptance by the local community lies 
behind the rule forbidding wives from keeping shop or taking in lodgers: it was 
feared that established shopkeepers or guesthouse-keepers might resent the 
competition from constabularymen's wives and that this might diminish the 
efficiency or popularity of the force.2  In contrast to the constabulary; the D.M.P. 

i For a good account of the genesis of the Royal Irish Constabulary's code of regulations, 
see Gregory J. Fulham, 'James Shaw-Kennedy and the Reformation of the Irish 
Constabulary, 1836-38' in Eire-Ireland, xvi, 3  (i8i), pp. 93-506. 	2 Royal Irish 
Constabulary and Dublin Metropolitan Police. Appendix to Report of the Committee of Enquiry, 
1914. containing Minutes of Evidence With Appendices H,C. 1914-16 {76371 xxxii 359, 
PP. 1 40-1, 157, 192. 
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at first allowed married men with children to join, although unmarried recruits 
were preferred. Even men who had been dismissed from the Irish Constabulary 
for marrying without permission were initially accepted into the D.M.P., thus 
weakening the constabulary's efforts to curb that breach of regulations. It wasn't 
until Inspector-general Duncan McGregor complained to the D.M.P. chief 
commissioners in 1842 that the D.M.P. stopped accepting men from the sister 
force who had been dismissed for marrying without leave. Also in 1842  the rule 
was introduced that no married man with more than one child would be 
accepted as a D.M.P. recruit, and in the i8os it was decreed that all men had to 
be unmarried when joining the force.3  

All policemen who wanted to marry had to have several years service before 
permission to wed was granted. The length of this service varied. For most of 
the R.LC.'s period of existence a minimum of seven years was required.4  The 
D.M.P. minimum period of service also varied, but generally a constable was 
expected to prove that he and his fiancée had enough money saved to secure a 
modestly comfortable house. In the 18os, k40  was the usual sum required, which, 
it was estimated, took from five to seven years to save; in the 18 8o a rule stipulat-
ing a minimum period of five years service before marriage was introduced.5  

It was not uncommon for an R.I.C. man to get married with permission and 
to be dismissed when his wife gave birth less than nine months after their marri-
age. Inspector-general McGregor pointed out in 182 that he considered it an offence 
for police to engage in 'criminal intercourse'-  sex before marriage - and that he 
punished every known instance with dismissal. This was McGregor's policy despite 
appeals from clergymen and other influential figures to adopt a less harsh attitude.6  

3 Chief Conmiissioner George Brown; D.M.P.,in a letter to Inspector-general Duncan 
McGregor of the Irish Constabulary, i sApril 1842, Public Record Office, Kew, HO 
184/111;  Return of the Income and Expenditure of the Dublin Metropolitan Police,for the Two 
Financial Years 1856-57 and 1857-38; Copies of Notices or Proclamations Issued From Time to 
Time to Procure Recruits for the Force; Statement of the Annual Pay of Each Class of Officers and 
Men; Nuni ber of Superintendents, Inspectors, and Men of the Force on s stJanuary 1838, With the 
Proportion of Each Professing the Protestant, Roman Catholic, and Presbyterian Religions; and 
Number of Resignations and Dismissals From the Force Since sst January 1836  H.C. 1857-58 
[4301 xlvii 8i, P. . In 1838, Duncan McGregor, then a lieutenant colonel in the British 
army, was appointed to the position of inspector general of the Irish Constabulary. 
McGregor was knighted in December 1848, and retired from the Irish Constabulary in 
1858. 	4 For details of the various regulations regarding the length of service required 
by K. IC. men before they could marry with official permission, see Brian Griffin, 'The 
Irish Police, 1836-1914: A Social History' (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Loyola 
University of Chicago, 1991), pp. 552-4, 5-6o. 	5 Sir Francis B. Head, Fortnight in 
Ireland (London, 1852), p. los; Report of the Committee of Inquiry Into the Dublin Metropolitan 
Police; With Evidence, Appendix, and MapsH.C. 1883 [c.3576] Xxxii I,p.39. 	6 Memorial 
of Mrs Anne Browne to the chief secretary for Ireland, Lord Naas, 22 October 1852, 
National Library of Ireland, Mayo Papers, MS 11018 (21); Inspector-general McGregor 
in a letter to Lord Naas, 25 October 1852, National Library of Ireland, Mayo Papers, MS 
iiei8 (zr). See also R.I.C. circular of 17  October 1876, Public Record Office, Kew, HO 
184'115. 
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It frequently occurred that R.I.C. men got married secretly,7  most probably 
because their girlfriends were pregnant and the policemen knew that it was a 
waste of time asking for official permission to wed. In December 1838 McGregor 
offered an amnesty to all secretly-married policemen who came forward and 
admitted their married status, and warned that after that date every policeman 
who was secretly married was to be dismissed.8  Until the 18905 'criminal inter-
course' and marrying without leave were the only breaches of regulations to be 
invariably punished with dismissal. Men who married without leave were refused 
permission to re-join the force in striking contrast, for instance, with drunken 
Policemen, who were often allowed to re-join after being dismissed. 

Despite their superiors' disapproving attitude, policemen continued to marry 
secretly and sometimes remained undetected for years.9  It is difficult to believe 
that colleagues and the local community did not connive in keeping such cases 
from the knowledge of officers.The most tragic incident involving a clandestinely-
married man was probably that which occurred in Dungannon in December 
8859. Earlier in the year Constable John Holden, who had served for over fourteen 
years, applied for permission to marry. On his officer's investigation of Holden's 
fiancee's background, it turned out - or was alleged - that the couple were already 
married and had a son. Holden denied that he was married but he admitted being 
the father of the child, and persisted in his request for permission to marry. Not 
only was this refused, but Holden was reduced to the rank of sub-constable and 
ordered to be removed to Newtownstewart. Holden held a colleague, Sub-constable 
McClelland, responsible for informing their sub-inspector about the details of his 
case, so in December 1859 he shot and killed McClelland and attempted to kill his 
sub-inspector. Holden was hanged for murder in August i86o.'° 

7 Bishop Thomas Plunket, Special Report of a Government Investigation Into the Conduct of 
the Constabulary at Than,, Upon Charges Preferred by the Right Hon. and Right Rev, the Lord 
Bishop oflI4anJ (Dublin, 8859), P. 32. 	8 Irish Constabulary circular, 20 December 8838, 
Public Record Office, Kew, HO 184/Ill. 9 See, for instance, the case of Sub-constable 
John McLernon of Derry, who was dismissed for being irregularly married in August 
I8 - he had been married in 1849: Irish Constabulary disciplinary cases July to 
September 1855, National Archives, Dublin, 1/492. 	80 The details of Holden's trial 
are in Belfast Newsletter, 26-28 July 186o. Holden was not the only secretly-married Irish 
policeman to commit murder. In January 8864 Luke Charles, an ex-member of the Irish 
Constabulary and a member of the Preston police, was executed at Kirkdale Gaol for 
murdering his wife. During his trial it transpired that, in December 1854, Charles, while 
stationed at Heath in Queen's County, had secretly married.While at Heath he also 
'formed the acquaintance' of a young woman named Ellen Ford, from whom he kept his 
marriage secret. Indeed, Charles continued to reside in barracks apart from his wife, due 
to the secret nature of their matrimonial state. Charles proposed to Ford and was accepted, 
and promised to marry her at some unspecified time in the future. Eventually, in i861, 
he emigrated to England with his wife and joined the Preston police. Subsequently his 
wife disappeared and was later found murdered. In the meantime Charles had returned 
to Ireland in order to bring Ford over to England for the purpose of marrying her. The 
details of Charles's secret marriage and his proposal to Ford were enough to convince the 
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By the turn of the century, the constabulary authorities adopted a somewhat 
less harsh attitude towards secretly-married snen.This is exemplified by the case 
of Constable Edward Robinson. In 1896 Robinson married without permission 
after just two-and-a-half years of service. This did not come to the inspector-
general's notice until May 1904 - some eight years later - and even then only 
because Robinson's wife wrote to him, complaining that her husband would not 
ask for official permission to marry. In this instance Robinson was not dismissed 
but merely given an unfavourable record and transferred." This more humane 
approach was typical of that adopted towards many, but not all, cases of secret 
marriage after 1894.  One exception occurred in December 1898 and involved a 
Constable Prendergast of Cahir. Prendergast, who was secretly married, requested 
permission from the inspector-general to marry according to police regulations. 
When this was refused the constable killed himself on 22 December 1898. '2 As 
late as 1914, Inspector-general Chamberlain stated that he knew of twenty-eight 
secretly-married R.I.C. men. These were not dismissed; however, their wives 
were not officially recognised as policemen's spouses, which meant that their 
husbands received none of the privileges normally granted to married R.LC. 
men, the wives and children were not entitled to any pension should the husbands 
be injured, and the families received no lodging allowance.'3  

The harsh treatment accorded to secretly-married policemen, or to those who 
wished to marry pregnant girlfriends, contrasts markedly with the comparatively 
lenient punishments imposed on men who frequented prostitutes. In November 
3844, Inspector-general McGregor ordered that all policemen who had to under-
go hospital treatment for venereal disease be stopped rod per day from their pay 
until they were cured.This followed complaints from several county inspectors 
that many policemen 'have brought disease upon themselves by their own vice, 
thereby imposing additional duties upon their well-behaved comrades'.14  Upon 
their cure, these constabularymen were usually allowed to re-join the R.I.C.. 
Instances exist of uniformed R.I.C. men getting drunk in brothels and being 
punished with fines or demotion rather than dismissal." 

Within the D.M.P., men who frequented prostitutes were also treated more 
leniently than those who married without leave. From January 1838 to January 
1857, some 121 D.M.P. men were reported for being in brothels. Only twenty-
two of these men were dismissed or compelled to resign. Most of the other cases, 
even of men found drunk and in uniform in brothels, were punished merely with 
fines, the largest amount being the 412 imposed on a detective in 1850.16  A report 

jury at his trial that he had sufficient motive to murder his wife. For details of Charles's 
trial see Irish liberator (London), 16 January 1864. 	xx Hansard, fourth series, cxxix, 8 
August 1904, c.1359. 	12 Freeman's Journal, 24 December 3898. 	13 Royal Irish 
Constabulary and Dublin Metropolitan Police Enquiry, 1914, p. 14. 	14 Irish Constabulary 
circular, ii November 3844, Public Record Office, Kew, HO 184/111. 	15 See Griffin, 
'The Irish Police: pp. 558-9. 	116 Chief Commissioner Browne in a letter to Chief 
Secretary Herbert, 25 January 1858, National Archives, Dublin, Chief Secretary's Office 
Registered Papers, C.S.O.R.P. 10934 on 1858'11753. 
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from the D.M.P.'s medical officers in 1848, explaining the high rate of venereal 
disease cases in the force, stated that most recruits came from rural areas, 'where 
none of the temptations peculiar to a great city exist', and 'finding themselves sur-
rounded on their beats with vice and infamy, under many attractive forms, they 
were probably unable to restrain themselves from the influences brought to bear 
upon them'. 17  D.M.P. sufferers from venereal disease were discharged until cured, 
and then were re-accepted into the force. For most of the organisation's existence, 
it appears to have been accepted as a fact of life by the D.M.P. authorities that 
some bachelor policemen, at least, were going to pay prostitutes for their services. 
David Neligan records in his memoirs that D.M.P. instructors carefully avoided 
discussing the seamier aspects of Dublin's night life with recruits, despite the 
problem of policemen frequenting brothels. He explains that he was put off the 
idea not by his instructor but by two of his uncles, who were already in the D.M.P.. 
They took him in tow during his training, and, according to Neligan, 'The hair-
raising stories they told me about night-life in the city frightened me so much, 
that for several years I was afraid to even look at a woman! "8  Towards the end of 
the force's existence the authorities decided to actively discourage recruits from 
consorting with prostitutes: in one strategy, trainee policemen were taken to a 
Lock Hospital and shown the terrifying effects of syphilis and gonorrhoea. '9  

Once a man got wed, even with permission, police regulations still intruded 
on his married life. Married R.I.C. men were often required to live in barracks, 
a rule which was obligatory for all the unmarried men. Official statistics show 
that in 1881, some 1,412 of the R.I,C.'s 3,513 married men lived in barracks .21 

According to R.I.C. regulations, only one married man's family was allowed to 
reside in each barracks: these families enjoyed the considerable benefit of rent-
free accommodation, but they also had to obey the stringent regulations laid 
down for the running of police barracks. There were quite minute rules as to 
when wives were to wash clothes and sweep married quarters, and concerning 
the use of barrack furniture. When officers inspected barracks they also examined 
married men's quarters to ensure that, their families obeyed barrack regulations. 
Wives and children had to be clean, they were obliged to attend Sunday worship, 
the children had to be respectably clad and those aged between four and twelve 
had to attend school daily. If a man's wife quarrelled with her husband or with 
any other policeman residing in barracks she had to reside away from her 
husband.2' The D.M.P. went even further in curbing 'troublesome' wives: if a wife 

17 Report of the Medical Officers of the Dublin Metropolitan Police,for the Year 1848, With Returns 
in Connexion Therewith (Dublin, 8849), P. 4. 18 David Neligan, The Spy in the Castle 
(London, 1968), P.  38. 19 Kevin C. Kearns, Dublin Tenement J.4fe:An  Oral History (Dublin, 
1994), P.  178. 	20 Report of the Committee of Inquiry Into the Royal Iris!, Constabulary; With 
Evidence and Appendix H.C. 1883 [c.3577] xxxii 255, p.470. 	21 Standing Rules and 
Regulations for the Government and Guidance of the Constabulary Force of Ireland; as Approved 
by His Excellency the Earl of Muigrave, Lord Lieutenant General and General Governor of Ireland 
(Dublin, 1837),P. 49; Irish Constabulary circular, 22 December 8837, Public Record Office, 
Kew, HO 184/il i; Standing Rules and Regulations for the Governance and Guidance of the 
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quarrelled with her D,MP. husband, he was liable to be dismissed. Recruits were 
warned, in general terms, that the chief commissioners would 'remove from the 
service any constables whose wives conduct themselves improperly'.22  Some 
further insight into the pervasive nature of official interference in the married 
lives of D.M.P. men may be gleaned from an examination of the surviving 
disciplinary records of the force. These show that D.M.P men were disciplined 
not only for marital quarrels but also for such offences as not having their resi-
dences adequately furnished, for residing in unhealthy dwellings, for failing to 
ensure that their children attended regularly at school, and for falling into arrears 
with rent payments. 13  

At first four children - nicknamed 'Peeler's brats' or,if they misbehaved, 'Peeler's 
pups'24  - were allowed to live in constabulary barracks with their parents. In the 
early decades children, and especially daughters, had to move out of barracks 
when they reached the age of fourteen-and--a-half years. Inspector-general 
McGregor explained that this rule had the effect of 

compelling the parents to send their daughters to service or other regular 
employment, which many of them are reluctant to do, & of guarding the young 
females themselves against the ruin in which some of them have been involved, 
by constantly living in a confined barracks, with none but single men as their 
companions.25  

It was probably to avoid similar scandals with the female barrack servants that 
regulations stipulated that the servants had either to be old women, or married. 16 

Policemen's families residing in their own lodgings away from barracks were 
not entirely free from the scope of police regulations. For instance, policemen's 
houses had to be within a quarter of a mile from the local barracks; this made 
suitable accommodation difficult to find, especially in rural areas, and placed families 
at the mercy of unscrupulous landlords who were aware of the quarter-mile rule. 
Houses had to be kept as orderly as barracks, and were also subject to officers' 
inspections.27  In addition, men living out of barracks had to keep the same hours 
as colleagues residing within barracks. Where there were several married men 
stationed at one barracks, the privilege of sleeping at home was enjoyed on a rota 
basis. In the i 870 only one man at a time was allowed this privilege, which lasted 
for a year; in 1888, the period of indulgence was reduced to time months .28  This 

Royal Irish Constabulary (3rd ed; Dublin, 1872), pp. So, 65-2, 142. 	22 Instruction Book for 
the Dublin Metropolitan Police (Dublin, 1865), p. 18. 	23 Griffin, 'The Irish Police', pp. 
571-3. 24 F.JM. Scully and RJ.K. Sinclair, Arresting Memories: Captured Moments in 
Constabulary Life (Coleraine, 1982), glossary. 	25 Inspector-general McGregor's report 
on the duties and training of the Irish Constabulary, so December 1847, National Archives, 
Dublin, Official Papers, Miscellaneous Assorted O.P.M.A. 14.0. 	26 1837 Irish 
Constabulary Standing Rules and Regulations, p. 49; 1872 R.I.C. Standing Rules and Regulations, 
p. 67. 	27 1872 R.I. C. Standing Rules and Regulations, pp. 64-5; 1882 R. I. C Committee 
of Inquiry, p. iii. 	28 1872 R.I. C. Standing Rules and Regulations, pp. 64-5; Sir Andrew 
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was probably the most irksome of all the rules affecting married R.I.C. men and 
their wives. Sometimes the exigencies of police service obliged husbands to reside 
away from their wives, and when this happened it was not unknown for the men 
to take out their frustrations on their colleagues. For instance, Jeremiah Mee 
records in his memoirs the example of the head constable of Collooney barracks 
in 1913,whose wife and family resided in Dublin. Mee felt that the head constable's 
enforced isolation from his family was at the root of his strict enforcement of 
barrack regulations. The stringent regime resulting from the head constable's 
frustration proved so oppressive that the men spoke in whispers and there was a 
depressing atmosphere throughout the barracks .29  Mee contrasts the situation in 
Collooney with that in Geevagh, where the sergeant resided with his family and 
a 'laid-back' atmosphere prevailed: 

During the day each man went out on patrol at the appointed time but where 
he went was his own affair and his own responsibility. The sergeant did his 
patrols, tilled his garden, helped the children with their school-lessons, repaired 
their shoes and asked no awkward questions.31  

Why did thousands of Irishwomen marry policemen if there were so many 
intrusions in their private lives? Apart from the obvious reason - love - one can 
point to many material advantages which outweighed, or at least helped make 
more bearable, the various restrictions imposed by police regulations. Policemen's 
wives generally came from a similar background to that of their husbands: they 
were mostly the daughters of tenant farmers or small shopkeepers)' For these 
women, marrying a policeman was a step up the social ladder,just as joining the 
R.I.C. or D.M.P. was a step up the same ladder for a farmer's son. Because a 
policeman had permanent employment, usually had good wages and had the 
prospect of a pension on retirement which he often supplemented by purchasing 
a small farm or keeping a shop or public house, he was regarded in a favourable 
light by unattached Irishwomen. Numerous sources attest to the fact that in rural 
areas R.I.C. men were regarded as 'good catches'.32  In the late nineteenth century; 
an official of the Local Government Board noted that public houses in the west 
of Ireland were doing a brisk business in a home-made perfume called 'White 
Rose'. This was a concoction that was sold to young women keeping company 
with policemen. The official was told by a carman that 'The girls do be puttin' 

Reed, The Constabulary Manual; or, Guide to the Discharge of Police Duties (Dublin, sSSS), 
P. 74. In March 1866 Sub-constable Patrick O'Connell of Limerick resigned because he 
was refused permission to sleep at home. See Irish Constabulary general register, Public 
Record Office, Kew, HO s 84/i I, p.  537. 29 J. Anthony Gaughan, Memoirs ofJeremiah 
Mee 1LI.C. (Dublin, 1975), PP. 33-4. 	30 Ibid.,p. 37. 	31 Griffin,'The Irish Police 
pp. 617-18. 	32 In 5901 a Longford district inspector noted of young women in his 
area that 'They look upon the police as the best catches in the country. All the girls in 
the country are going after them'. See Royal Irish Constabulary. Evidence Taken Before the 
Committee of Enquiry, 1901. With Appendix H.C. 1902 [Cd. 10941 XLIi 313, P. 59. 
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it on their handkerchers ... if they're gain' walking out with the police ... [I]t takes 
the smell of the turf out of their hair and clothes and gives them a great charrum.' 
The official had a sniff of the 'White Rose' and found that it had a 'rank powerful 
odour of shaving-soap and hair oil'3 , hardly the most attractive of perfumes! 

It is worth mentioning here that young men who were not in the police often 
enviously reported the greater pulling power of policemen when it came to 
courting. One of the best examples occurs in James Comerford's autobiographical 
account of his young days in Co. Kilkenny early in the twentieth century. 
Comerford, a farmer's son, contrasted his lot unfavourably with that of young 
R.I.C. men: 

As they patrolled the roads in rural Ireland they attracted the favourable 
attention of the girls. They were the envy of the young sons of farmers who 
plodded daily, except on Sundays, with heavy boots caked with clay when 
working in ploughed fields with or without horses for eight or nine hours a 
day, who sweated in the meadows making hay for twelve hours a day in hot 
summer weather until twilight, or who slogged along on a wet day through 
the fields while feeling wet and cold, but still doing essential farm work.34  

As stated earlier, one of the attractions of the police, in the eyes of young women, 
was that marrying them represented an improvement in one's social standing. 
Policemen - especially sergeants, but not only men of that rank - stood high in 
the social pyramid in rural areas.35  It is no coincidence that police families were 
preoccupied with their social status.This was reflected in parents' enthusiasm for 
educating their children. Although most policemen and their wives received only 
a National School education, they often insisted on secondary education for their 
children. in their own childhood they had probably been accustomed to hard 
physical work and frugal living standards, but they were determined to provide 
a higher standard of living for their children. Sean O'Faolain, the son of an R.I.C. 
constable, records the sacrifices made by his parents to obtain a good education 
for their children.The family rented rooms over a public house in Cork city; but 
most of the rooms were let to lodgers, while the children slept in the attic. 
According to O'Faolain, 'This was a token of the thrifty principle that dominated 
all our lives - my father's and mother's constant anxiety to give their three children 
a good education'. 6  Numerous other accounts are available of R.I.C. men paying 
extra to have their sons attend Christian Brothers schools, and of policemen's 
sons and daughters attending Civil Service academies along with the children of 
comfortable farmers and shopkeepers.37  David Neligan writes of policemen's 

33 Sir Henry A. Robinson, Further Memories of Irish Life  (London, 1924), pp. 41-2, 
34 James J. Comerford, My Kilkenny I.R.A. Days, 1916-1922 (Kilkenny, 1978), P.  146. 
35 Ibid., p. 144; Robert Lynd, Home Lje in Ireland (London, 1909), P. 83;John D. Brewer, 
The Royal Irish Consrabulary:An Oral History (Belfast, 1990), pp. 4, 23, 27, 30. 36 Sean 
O'Faolain, Vive Moil At: Autobiography (London, 1967), P. sa. 	37  Recollections of 
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children that they 'got good education, and at one time ran the Civil Service, 
religious orders, and many other professions'. 3' While this overstates the role played 
in Irish society by policemen's children, it shows that contemporaries were aware 
of the special efforts made by policemen and their wives on behalf of their offipring, 

Yet, although the evidence suggests that married men committed fewer 
breaches of discipline than single men, as far as the superior officers of both forces 
were concerned, bachelors were preferred to married men. It was felt that a bachelor, 
living in barracks, was freer of local attachments than a married man and, above 
all, that it was easier to transfer him than his married counterpart. This was a 
particularly important consideration for the R. I. C., whose • men were liable to 
be sent on 'detachment duty' -  duty at elections, evictions, and the Northern 
anniversaries - at short notice. Unmarried men were considered more suitable 
for this type of duty. Similarly, in the D.M.P, bachelors were preferred to married 
men, despite the fact that married men posed considerably less of a disciplinary 
problem. In 1882 Chief Commissioner Talbot stated that it was absolutely neces-
sary that at least two thirds of his force be unmarried and living in barracks, as 
this facilitated sending the men to scenes of trouble. Talbot opposed granting a 
lodging allowance to married men, as he felt that this would put a premium on 
marriage and hamper the mobility of the force.39  

Married men, in both forces, were viewed as potentially ill-fitting cogs in the 
police machine. Their presence was often seen as an inconvenience, as the 
constabulary and D.M.P. authorities had to go to special lengths, when stationing 
their men, to ensure that married men and their families had access to respectable 
housing and above-average education. Some R.I.C. county inspectors felt that 
married men 'usurped' the best town stations, and that they were an encumbrance 
because they were less likely to be transferred, or to serve on the frequently 
dangerous detachment duty, than single men, 40  Indeed, in the i88os the county 
inspector for Tyrone expressed his hostility towards married men by adamantly 
refusing to allow them to serve in Omagh, the most important station in Tyrone, 
if they were accompanied by their wives.4' The married status of many D.M.P. 
men posed particular challenges for the general administration of the force since 
practically all married policemen resided in private accommodation, the only 
exceptions being married sergeants or acting sergeants whom superintendents 
might occasionally require to reside in barracks.42  For instance, the statistical 
returns for the year 1844 show that the vast majority of constables in Dublin's 
A, C and D divisions were married, while the vast majority of those in the B, E 

Martin Nolan, R.I.C., Department of Irish Folklore, University College Dublin, MS 
I264, pp. 254-61; Siobhan Lankford, The Hope and the Sadness: Personal Recollections of 
Troubled Times in Ireland (Cork, 1980), pp. 71-2; Royal Irish Constabulary and Dublin 
Metropolitan Police Enquiry, 1914, pp. 34, 57, 288. 	38 David Neligan, Spy in Castle, P. 31, 
39 1883 D.M.P Committee of Inquiry, pp. 39, x8-6. 40 1883 R.L C. Committee of Inquiry, 
pp. 305, 321, 331, 355; 1901 R.LC. Committee of Enquiry, p. 140. 	41 Recollections of 
Martin Nolan, R.I.C., Department of Irish Folklore, University College Dublin, MS 
1264, pp. 245-6. 	42 186 D.M,P Instruction Book, p. 6o. 
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and F divisions were unmarried.43  That most police in the latter divisions were 
bachelors probably reflects the fact that they contained the more exclusive areas 
of Dublin with inevitably higher house rents: the chief commissioners obviously 
took this into consideration when posting married men.44  In another instance 
involving special consideration being accorded to married D.M.P. men, this time 
in the 58705 and i88os, married men, many of whom were in straitened financial 
circumstances, were unofficially allowed to break the rule which stipulated that 
policemen should eat well in order to be fit for police duties. Indeed the D.M.P 
surgeon often allowed undernourished married policemen to go on the sick list 
for several days to recuperate their strength.45  

In conclusion, given the frequently hostile attitude on the part of superior 
officers towards married policemen, and the nature of the regulations regarding 
marriage, it is not surprising that the D.M.P. and R.J.C. had a higher proportion 
of bachelors than any other police force in the United Kingdom. In 1864 only 
32 per cent of the D.M.P were married, and the R.I.C. had an even smaller pro-
portion of married men; in marked contrast, only one of the 75 county or borough 
forces in England and Wales, that of Staffordshire, had a majority of unmarried 
men. Even Staffordshire's police force contained a considerably higher proportion 
of married men than the two main Irish police forces since some 47  per cent of 
the Staffordshire force were married. 6Yet, while it is true that, at any given time, 
most R.I.C. and D.M.P. men were bachelors, this does not tell the full story; the 
longer policemen served, the more likely they were to marry. The available 
statistics show that most men who were entitled by regulations to wed eventually 
did S0.47  An interesting difference within the Irish forces is also indicated by this 

43 Initially four D.M.P. districts existed: south of the Liffey, the A or southwest division 
and the B or southeast division, and north of the Liffey there were the C or northeast 
division and the D or northwest division. In 1840 the police district expanded to include 
the E or F divisions. The E division stretched from Crumlin to Ringsend, and included 
Rathmines, Rathgar, Milltown, Donnybrook, Sandyinount and Irishtown. The F division 
stretched from Booterstown to Kil]iney and Ballybrack and included Blackrock, Stillorgan, 
Galloping Green, Kingstown (Dun Laoghaire), Kill-O-Grange and Dalkey. In 1844 the 
G or detective division was established. 	44 Statistical Returns of the Dublin Metropolitan 
Policefor the Year 184 (Dublin, 1845), P,49  Chief Commissioner Browne in a letter to the 
under secretary for Ireland 2 February 5857, National Archives, Dublin, Chief Secretary's 
Office Registered Papers, 10932 on 185841753. 45 Report of the CommIssionersAppointed 
by the Lords Commissioners of 1-ler Majesty's Treasury to Inquire Into the Condition of the Civil 
Service in Ireland on the Dublin Metropolitan Police: Together With the Minutes of Evidence and 
Appendices H.C. 1873 [c.788] xxii "pp. 3, ; 1883 D.M.P Committee of Inquiry, p. 196. 
46 Return of the Number of Soldiers Quartered in the United Kingdom; Giving Comparative 
Numbers of Married and Single Men; Number of Days'Absence From Duty During a Period of 
One Year, Distinguishing the Married and Single Men, and Staring Respectively the Percentage of 
ThoseAbsent From Duly on Account of Ordinary or Particular illness: and, Similar Return in All 
Respects of the Police Force of the United Kingdom H.C. 1864 [409] acv 599. 	47 Griffin, 
'The Irish Police', pp. 56o-6i, 575.  R.I.C. men appear, on average, to have waited for 
several years after the regulation seven-year service period before contracting marriages. 
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data, with a higher rate of marriage among R.I.C. men entitled to wed than was 
the case in the D.M,P.. In 1901, for instance, 52 per cent of eligible D.M.R men 
were married, compared to óz per cent of eligible R.I.C. men, a difference which 
reflects the greater isolation of the average D.M.P. man from the community he 
policed and the greater popularity of the R.I.C. during most of the period.48  
The history of marriage and bachelorhood within both the D.M.P and the R.I.C. 
thus provides a unique perspective on the intersections of public and private life. 
during the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries; a policeman's occupation 
clearly governed all of his social interactions, its influence extending to the most 
private sphere. 

For instance, an examination of the force's general register shows that the recruits who 
joined in 18si, and married with permission, did so after an average of over thirteen years' 
service, while those who joined in 5861 married after almost thirteen years' service on 
average. In contrast, the men who joined in i 871, 1881 and s 891 and who married served 
for an average ofjust over eleven years before ceasing to be bachelors. Data from (Royal) 
Irish Constabulary general register, s8i, 186 1, 1871, 1881, 1891, Public Record Office, 
Kew, HO i8, 14-15, 19-20,28-9. 48 1901 R1  Committee of Inquiry, p.218; Dublin 
Metropolitan Police. Evidence Taken Before the Committee of Inquiry, 1901. With Appendix H.C. 
1902 [Cd. 50951 xiii 227, P.  zo. For a discussion of the unpopularity of the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police see Brian Griffin, '"Such Varmint":The Dublin Police and the Public, 
1838-1913' in Irish Studies Review, 53 (winter 1995-6), pp. 21-5. A more extensive 
examination of the relations between the R.I.C. and D.M.P. and their respective publics 
is provided in Griffin, 'The Irish Police,' pp. 625-802. 


