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The Riots of 1910 – why do we remember only Tonypandy?
Unless you live in the South Wales area, or excel in geography, there is the distinct possibility that you would never had heard of the small town of Tonypandy. Nestled in the midst of the Rhondda Valley, just north of Cardiff and Bridgend, lies a town that over one hundred years ago was at the centre of a growing unrest between colliers and pit owners. The dispute rose around the regulation over coal prices and wages across all the Cambrian Combines yet erupted into rioting when ‘blacklegs’ were brought in when the colliers went on strike. However, this period of history, 1908-1914, was known as the period of “Great Unrest”,
 and these incidents that arose in South East Wales were happening across the South Wales coalfields. In fact, they were to reach as far west as Llanelli and Tumble,
 whom all went out on strike. So, the fact that Tonypandy had rioting and strikes was something that was not unheard of at the time we are discussing. Yet the question is, why do we only remember Tonypandy? This assignment will address one historian’s reasoning as to why we only remember Tonypandy, and specific events in history in general. Then I will present my own reasoning as to why Tonypandy is so widely remembered, yet is it for the right reasons? 
Louise Miskell, a senior lecturer at the university of Swansea, produced an article that was aptly titled The Riots of 1910 – Why do we remember only Tonypandy?
 That discussed two possible reasons to why Tonypandy has “overshadowed” other events that had taken place during this period,
 a period that was riddled with events that are of notable mention. The first reason she puts forward, is in relation to how history can be refined into a number of convenient and familiar reference points.
 One example of Miskell’s point being put into practise can best be summed up during one of our undergraduate lectures. Mr Conway Davies asked us, [the students], to recall a number of memorable events through any period of history, as quickly as we could, with varying answers. Some examples included the Battle of Hastings, 1066, to the Battle of Waterloo in 1815, to more modern cases such as the First and Second World Wars. Conway then used these points to show us a rough timeline through modern history. However, this raises questions in terms of how subjective these points will be to different individuals. What I mean by this is that depending on your level of general education, your geographical location and the level of their community’s or countries involvement in said events would indeed skew ones’ historical timeline. It would be this level of involvement and location that Miskell highlights as what had drawn eyes towards Tonypandy. She writes “the South Wales coalfield becomes the Rhondda, the ‘Coal War’ becomes the Cambrian Combine dispute, and the epicentre of unrest becomes Tonypandy.”
 So what we can draw from Miskell’s summary is that all events can be refined down to a singular area where a generalised proportion of the actions had taken place. Somehow making history more convenient and bite-sized further. Maybe this suggestion can give us a reason as to why Miskell finds it ‘odd’ that Tonypandy gets all of the attention.
 
If we as humans can remember one singular event where a generic colliers strike had taken place within the generic area, which led on to further rioting with the eventual involvement of the police and military being brought in to supress the violence, then we draw the conclusion that Tonypandy does indeed incorporate all of the actions of the time. We as humans seek the most convenient ways to access anything within our daily lives, history is another one of these aspects where convenience can give us the basics we seek, however they may not give us the full image of the time. By making events more convenient, people should be encouraged to read more to expand their knowledge, rather than let individuals sit on convenience. I would argue that this is a justified assumption because this is how, unfortunately, history can be distorted and shaped based upon information and fact being merged to create convenience. Miskell suggests a similar point, stating that “the Tonypandy riots became a convenient symbol of coalfield unrest in Edwardian Wales”.
 This then creates the issue that the recording of history can lose credibility to some extent, by using one event as a reference for an entire period takes something away from the people who struggled equally. Yet we as recorders of history leave them out of knowledge and books due to ‘convenience’ for both reader and writer.
The second reason she gives is to do with its success. Miskell writes that “The association of Tonypandy with the Cambrian Combine dispute meant that it was seen as part of a more successful strike movement.”.
 Miskell then goes on to highlight the “legacies” that had emerged out of the riots, namely the publication of The Miners Next Step “and the emergence in the leadership of the South Wales Miners’ Federation…”.
 I would have to agree with Miskells assumption as to why we remember events in Tonypandy, as having a legacy that lasts for generations will always make for a good tale to tell. A story of the government sending in police and the military to supress the striking working classes, but who were unable to supress the legacies that were to come about from the event. She even compares the Cambrian Combine dispute to the Powell Duffryn riots to further support her argument, highlighting how the Rhondda was more successful in generating a legacy than their striking comrades.
 Although there are many “satisfactory outcomes” throughout history, there are numerous accounts of unsatisfactory outcomes that are remembered just as much. The most immediate example of an unsatisfactory outcome is from the League of Nations, a primitive version of the current United Nations whose role was to ensure stability and to “maintain world peace” according to the Oxford Library guides website.
 The power that the League held was one that was limited and therefore weak. They were unable to handle the situation with the Japanese leaving the League of Nations to pursue their invasion of Manchuria. Although the League had some notable successes, most GCSE courses are quick to highlight the Leagues weaknesses, and use the League as one of the complex reasons as to why the world went to war again in 1939. 
To summarise, Miskell puts forward two valid suggestions as to why Tonypandy is, and other events in history are, remembered. She backs up her suggestions well with extracts of the event, yet there is no evidence of where her information has come from. This can lead to the reader and the analyser to become critical of where the argument was stemmed. Although this is a factor that we must consider when reviewing Miskells work, I do not see this as relevant, as the argument is in regard to why we remember, and the remembrance of an event does not have a route that is so easy to reference or put down to paper. The word of mouth, the telling of the same story being cut and added to over generations, all play a part in how history is recalled and remembered. Of course, to make it credible for academia we require some form of evidence, but sometimes academia will not affect a peoples’ memory or feeling, it is just down to personal preference. Over the course of reading Miskells work, I have come up with my own suggestions as to why Tonypandy is remembered throughout history, one suggestion extending upon the foundation already laid in Miskells writing.
One important reason why we may remember the Tonypandy Riots more than any other event that had occurred at the time, could be down to the swirling controversy around an important and/or influential figure within British History. This mainly refers to the supposed steps that Sir Winston Churchill had taken against the rioters in Tonypandy, ordering in the troops to deal with the situation. Whenever you think of Winston Churchill, you are either drawn to the idea of him being the great war-time leader of World War Two. A man who played a crucial role in motivating the country through emotive and rousing speeches during its darkest moments, and involved in the eventual demise of the Nazis in Europe. Or on the other hand, you think of him in his role as First Lord of the Admiralty during the First World War, and the disastrous campaign at Gallipoli which he had heavily supported,
 the campaign that resulted in tens of thousands of British, French and ANZAC lives being lost.
 Humans are always capable of recalling and remembering any negative aspect of an event. This extends to groups: from tabloid magazines dishing the dirt on the most ‘in’ celebrity, to the formality of the Houses of Parliament and political debate. Political parties and individuals will target other members to expose broken promises made to the public, or highlight misconduct, anything to give them the upper hand in politics. Churchill had been held responsible for the sending in of troops to deal with the rioting within Tonypandy, causing a string of long-term effects within the community itself.  However, the situation was much different. Churchill was in fact hesitant to send in troops to deal with the rioting, according to John Davies.
 Davies is described as a ‘native’ of Rhondda and is a former member of the department of Welsh History at the university of Aberystwyth.
 In fact, Davies notes that Churchill first decided to send in a large number of metropolitan police before he resorted to sending in any sort of military. You would assume that being brought up in the Rhondda area, we would expect to see Davies show some form of resentment towards Churchill, or perhaps wish to paint his actions in a more negative light. What we see however, is quite an unbiased discussion based off of reason rather than feeling. I would argue that Churchill was wrong to send in the number of Metropolitan police that he did, into quite a rural area when compared to the size and scale of London. Another issue with using police from outside the area is that their form and methods of policing would be different to that of rural Welsh policing. On the other hand, I can see why he had to use police from outside of Wales, as more local police could have had a more relaxed approach in some cases, so by using police from outside the area you erase that issue. Davies is not the only historian to argue Churchills case, Louise Miskell also argues that Churchills characterizing as “the ‘enemy of the miners’ and the man who ‘sent in the troops’” as false.
 Miskell is a Senior Lecturer at the University of Swansea, so she would wish to present a well discussed case which is backed up by facts of the time. This is where we can see a distance in education and local ‘folk-lore’, those with this higher education are more likely to challenge local myths and “defining moments in modern Welsh history” as Miskell labels the Tonypandy Riots,
 when perhaps compared to locals who will tell the story the way they were told, and so it goes.
Davies’ and Miskell’s arguments are further supported by telegrams sent between the Home Office and the Chief Constable of Glamorgan at the time of the incident, highlighting that although the Chief Constable requested armed troops to be sent Churchill was quick to avoid such rash action. Churchill writes, “Infantry should not be used till all other means have failed… Mounted constables and 200 foot constables of the Metropolitan Police will come…”.
 Although the figure Churchill was alleged to have sent to the area does not match the figure he had stated in a speech he gave later during his 1950 General Election campaign in Cardiff,
 he still argues that he was less than prepared to send in troops before everything else had failed. We may begin to question the credibility of this source due to the possible under-exaggerated or over-exaggerated figures, however the constant message in both of these sources, across a forty year span, is one that Churchill was against the use of troops unless every other possible alternative had failed.
If you consider the hundreds of police, mounted police, and then later the military, that had descended upon a town in the middle of nowhere when compared to major cities, there were of course going to be clashes. Just the sheer presence of all these deployed men would be intimidating to say the least, even if they were there in a passive role, they are still actively on duty. In his Genera Election speech in Cardiff, Churchill even admitted to allowing the police to use violence to prevent the loss of life, but preferred for the police to use “their rolled-up mackintoshes” and “not with rifles and bayonets”. The fact that Churchill would openly admit to allowing some small scale of violence to an area which still had not forgotten the incident shows to me how prepared Churchill was to make amends to the area, by taking some of the responsibility in order to clear his name.
The appeal to convey the story of events can play a major role in why we remember certain events in history more so than we do others. If events attract the attention of poets, authors and historians then there is more chance of the events being written and conversed to a larger proportion of people than events that lack this appeal. Tonypandy is one such event, in David Smiths opening paragraph he notes that the riots had provided “an easy reference sign for poets” and stood “as dramatic focus for epic novels”.
 This can be seen with the extract that he introduces in order to highlight how “inaccurately on most specific events” the Tonypandy Riots were portrayed.
 The extract he uses was published in 1951, at the same time when Winston Churchill was running for Prime Minister again. The extract starts by one individual discussing the perceived action taken by Churchill, with the opening fire on the colliers, yet the second individual goes on to clarify the events that actually had taken place at the time of the riots. This is quite significant as it is being used to put previously established rumours to bed, in order to clear up what actions Churchill had actually taken towards the rioting colliers. We can then assume that this document that Smith started with contains pro-conservative feelings to perceive Churchill as the perfect electoral candidate. Even with this bias towards Churchill, it further illustrates how relevant the events of 1910 were, over forty years after their occurrence, showing how important and influential poetry and novels can be in influencing public feelings. It can further show how easily influenced, and swayed, poets and authors can also be when it comes to the plot of a good piece of work. The British public would be reading these novels and poems and receiving a distorted view of what had occurred in Tonypandy.
Another important reason we may remember the Tonypandy Riots more than any other incident during this period could be down to slight confusion and the merging of different events, or perhaps the riots at Tonypandy became representative of the socio-economic issues of the time.  John Graham Jones, an assistant archivist at the National Library of Wales, writes that “the corporate memory and myth of Tonypandy became confused with events at Llanelli in August 1911”.
 This can be a significant reason, mainly because the period itself was in a state of unrest so stories and incidents that occurred during the same time have a chance of being merged together simply by accident merely out of this idea of a singular event becoming a representative for the moods of the time. Jones himself is involved in the Welsh Political Archive at the National library in Aberystwyth, and has written extensively on Welsh History in general and analysing the Lloyd George papers.
 So he has access to a wealth of primary and secondary source material which he can use to come to this conclusion. Although Jones does show a bias towards the Liberal government, a party which Churchill was a part of at the time from 1904-1914.
 Meaning that Jones may seek to paint the actions of Churchill in a more pleasing light. However, as we are not looking into the political aspect of the riots and only hard fact from other sources that we can be safe to deem the source accurate. I would agree with Jones’ assumption that these individual incidents have been merged, because when discussing the subject with lecturers and fellow undergraduates, they all mention that two people were killed by soldiers in the Tonypandy riots. However, this is not the case, as only one man died in the Tonypandy riots and that was due to a broken skull, and the incident which involved two men being killed by soldiers had happened in Llanelli.
 The fact that information has been allowed to merge over the past century with little done to clarify the actual events that took place at Tonypandy, illuminates how much of a problem this can cause across all of history itself. Although this can be an unfortunate occurrence within history, it is an ill-fated incident which can happen countless times, and this can be the result of history becoming ‘too convenient’. Miskell mentions how convenience plays a role in remembering events,
 but convenience can lead to laziness, becoming a double-edged sword to historians and the general public.
So, in conclusion, there is no definitive formula as to why some events in history are remembered more than others. However, we can begin to see a pattern that emerges when we dissect individual events, but not all events follow one specific pattern which makes it difficult to give a definite answer as to why. Miskell presents two suggestions that, when compared to the Tonypandy Riots, does show us why events are remembered. I would agree that these two suggestions can be agreed upon as reasoning as to why we remember the Tonypandy Riots, but I would also argue that both, one, or neither of these suggestions may work for other events in history. Even my suggestions as to why Tonypandy is remembered may not be compatible when used to suggest reasoning behind why other events are remembered. Overall, the suggestions put forward by Miskell, and indeed my own suggestions, may just be some of the many possible reasons behind why Tonypandy has been remembered over one hundred years into the future. Recently, Tonypandy has commemorated the one-hundred-year anniversary of the event. Dave Edwards had written an online article for Wales Online, noting that the town “will always be associated with the riots”,
 again hinting at this idea of representative history. Yet what is made unclear is what they are actually commemorating. I do believe this is a clever way in which to avoid clashing information or stirring up past memories in a negative light. By commemorating the event that is the ‘Tonypandy Riots’, and not whipping up anti-Churchill emotions or applauding the act of rioting. The organisers take a more neutral stance, remembering the event as part of their history, their moment where the world looked and saw Tonypandy as the heart of the unrest in an already unrestful period. It allows the public to then go away and research the event for themselves, playing yet again into Miskells suggestion of making history convenient both today as it was in 1910, by remembering just two words over one hundred years on: Tonypandy Riots.
Word Count: 3309
Bibliography:

Primary Sources;

     W. Churchill, General Election campaign 1950, speech in Cardiff, Western Mail, 9 February 1950. (Source D.1 in Source Pack)
     Telegram sent from Lionel Lindsay, Chief Constable of Glamorgan, to the Home Office. Received at 10am on Tuesday, 8 November. (Source D.2 in Source Pack)
     Telegram from Churchill to Lindsay, sent at 1:30pm on 8 November. (Source D.3 in Source Pack)
(All sources found in the Source Pack titled Tonypandy and the Miners’ Next Step, 1910, provided by C. Davies, Lecturer at UWTSD Lampeter, accessed via the Moodle Page in A Sense of Place: Wales 1870-Present, last accessed on 23/03/2018.)
Secondary Sources;

     Davies, J., A History of Wales, (Penguin Books, England, 1994).

     Hastings, M., Catastrophe: Europe Goes to War 1914, (William Collins, London, 2014).

     Jones, J.G., ‘Wales since 1900’ in The Tempus History of Wales 25,000 B.C. – A.D. 2000, ed. by P. Morgan, (Tempus Publishing Ltd., U.K., 2001).

     Miskell, L., ‘The Riots of 1910 – Why we remember only Tonypandy’ in A New History of Wales: Myths and Realities in Welsh History, ed. by H. V. Bowen, (Gomer Press, Ceredigion, 2011), [pp. 143-149].

     Morgan, K.O., Rebirth of a Nation: A History of Modern Wales, *originally published 1981*, (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2002).

     Smith, J., ‘Tonypandy 1910: Definitions of Community’ in Past and Present, no. 87 (May, 1980), pp. 158-184, p. 158, accessed via the following link: http://www.jstor.org/stable/650569, last accessed 16/02/2018.
     Willmott, H.P., World War I, *first published 2003*, (Dorling Kindersley Ltd., London, 2013).

Online Sources;

     Chandler, H., for Oxford University, League of Nations: Home, [Last Updated Dec. 13th 2017], accessed via the following link: https://libguides.bodleian.ox.ac.uk/ln, last accessed on 25/02/2018.

     Edwards, D., for Wales Online, Tonypandy gets ready to remember Riots, published 6th Nov. 2010, [last updated 27th March 2013], accessed via the following link: https://www.walesonline.co.uk/news/wales-news/tonypandy-gets-ready-remember-riots-1884096, last accessed on 27/02/2018.

     Gov.uk, Past Prime Ministers: Sir Winston Churchill, *publishing date unknown*, accessed via the following link: https://www.gov.uk/government/history/past-prime-ministers/winston-churchill, last accessed on 15/02/2018.
� J. Davies, A History of Wales, (Penguin Books, England, 1994), p. 492.


� J. Davies, A History of Wales, p. 493.


� L. Miskell, ‘The Riots of 1910 – Why we remember only Tonypandy’ in A New History of Wales: Myths and Realities in Welsh History, ed. by H. V. Bowen, (Gomer Press, Ceredigion, 2011), pp. 143-149.


� Miskell, ‘The Riots of 1910…’ in A New History of Wales, p. 147.


� Miskell, p. 147.


� Miskell, p. 147.


� Miskell, p. 147.


� Miskell, p. 147.


� Miskell, p. 148.


� Miskell, p. 148.


� H. Chandler for Oxford University, League of Nations: Home, [Last Updated Dec. 13th 2017], accessed via the following link: � HYPERLINK "https://libguides.bodleian.ox.ac.uk/ln" �https://libguides.bodleian.ox.ac.uk/ln�, last accessed on 25/02/2018.


� M. Hastings, Catastrophe: Europe Goes to War 1914, (William Collins, London, 2014), p. 550.


� H.P. Willmott, World War I, *first published 2003*, (Dorling Kindersley Ltd., London, 2013), pp. 76-81.


� J. Davies, A History of Wales, p. 492.


� J. Davies, A History of Wales, p. i.


� L. Miskell, ‘The Riots of 1910 – Why do we remember only Tonypandy?’ in A New History of Wales: Myths and Realities in Welsh History, ed. by H.V. Bowen, (Gomer Press, Ceredigion, 2011), pp. 143-149, (p. 143-144).


� Miskell, ‘The Riots of 1910…’, (p. 143).


� Telegram from Churchill to Lindsay, sent at 1:30pm on 8 November, taken from source pack provided by C. Davies, Tonypandy and the Miners’ Next Step, 1910, accessed via the Moodle page for ‘A Sense of Place: Wales 1870-Present’, last accessed 23/03/2018.


� (See Source D. 1 in Source pack) W. Churchill, General Election campaign 1950, speech in Cardiff, Western Mail, 9 February 1950.


� J. Smith, ‘Tonypandy 1910: Definitions of Community’ in Past and Present, no. 87 (May, 1980), pp. 158-184, p. 158, accessed via the following link: � HYPERLINK "http://www.jstor.org/stable/650569" �http://www.jstor.org/stable/650569�, last accessed 16/02/2018.


� J. Smith, ‘Tonypandy 1910’, p 158, accessed via the following link: � HYPERLINK "http://www.jstor.org/stable/650569" �http://www.jstor.org/stable/650569�, last accessed 16/02/2018.


� J. G. Jones, ‘Wales since 1900’ in The Tempus History of Wales 25,000 B.C. – A.D. 2000, ed. by P. Morgan, (Tempus Publishing Ltd., U.K., 2001), p. 8 & 214.


� P. Morgan (editor), The Tempus History of Wales 25,000 B.C. – A.D. 2000, p. 8.


� Gov.uk, Past Prime Ministers: Sir Winston Churchill, *publishing date unknown*, accessed via the following link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.gov.uk/government/history/past-prime-ministers/winston-churchill" �https://www.gov.uk/government/history/past-prime-ministers/winston-churchill�, last accessed on 15/02/2018.


� K. O. Morgan, Rebirth of a Nation: A History of Modern Wales, *originally published 1981*, (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2002), p. 148.


� Miskell, p. 147.


� D. Edwards for Wales Online, Tonypandy gets ready to remember Riots, published 6th Nov. 2010, [last updated 27th March 2013], accessed via the following link: � HYPERLINK "https://www.walesonline.co.uk/news/wales-news/tonypandy-gets-ready-remember-riots-1884096" �https://www.walesonline.co.uk/news/wales-news/tonypandy-gets-ready-remember-riots-1884096�, last accessed on 27/02/2018.





