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Introduction 
 
This collection of letters which covers the period 1808-46 was acquired for the RCB Library 
through the good offices of Canon John Crawford, vicar of the St Patrick’s Cathedral Group 
of parishes in Dublin.  
 
It belonged to the Revd William St John Smyth, and covers his early years as a student in 
Trinity College Dublin, which led to his ordination and appointment as curate in Belfast, in 
1820, but especially the highpoints of his clerical career as chancellor of the diocese of 
Down, 1829-43, and finally as precentor of the diocese of Connor, an appointment that 
concurrently he held with the rectorship of Ballymoney, county Antrim, in the same diocese, 
1843 until his death at the age of 54 in 1847. 
 
Smyth was the son of the Revd James Smyth, rector of Churchtown, Carrick-on-Suir, in the 
diocese of Waterford, born c. 1794. As the early correspondence from family and friends 
contained herein reveals, the young Smyth entered Trinity College, c.1809 and had a 
distinguished academic career, prior to his ordination for the diocese of Connor in 1816. As 
a young curate he came to the attention of the bishop of Down, Connor and Dromore, the 
Rt. Revd Richard Mant (1776-1848), who served as bishop between 1823 and 1848. The 
episcopal correspondence is of significant research interest, as it reveals a good deal of 
personal information about the bishop and his working relationship with an upcoming 
member of the diocesan clergy, and is all the more important because relatively little 
manuscript material for Bishop Mant survives – the only other collections (which are about 
political events) being located in the Public Record Office in Belfast, the Bodleian Library in 
Oxford and the British Library in London. This extensive run of episcopal correspondence 
covering the greater part of Smyth’s clerical career, reveals that the bishop had a high regard 
for this upcoming priest in his early years as curate of Belfast, 1820-28; through his 
appointment as chancellor of Down 1828-43, and finally as precentor of Connor and rector 
of Ballymoney, from 1843 until Smyth’s death in 1847. 
 
As well as serving as a senior cleric in the bishop’s united diocese, Smyth became related to 
Mant by marriage, having married Mary Mant of Bath, a daughter of Mant’s brother Henry, 
in 1827. With the passage of time the letters become less formal and reveal a warm affection 
for the recipient, and his family. Regularly the bishop asks after Smyth’s children (five sons 
and a daughter) and tells much about the personal details of his own family. The letters 
reveal a close, if formal, relationship, particularly during a period of ill-health for Smyth in 
1844, which may have been the prelude to his early and untimely death in January 1847. 
 
As well as providing important biographical and family information, the bishop’s letters 
cover a range of interesting topics, providing an insight to the demands of Episcopal life in 
early 19th-century provincial Ireland – a constant round of visitations; confirmations; 
bishops’ meetings, creating new parishes and opening new churches; his interest in history 
(his History of the Church of Ireland from the Reformation to the Revolution, published in 1840, is still 
highly regarded); as well as enlightening comments on the burning political issues of his day 
such as Catholic Emancipation, the Church Temporalities Act of 1833 and reform of 
national education. 
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In addition to the bishop’s correspondence to Smyth there are other important sequences of 
letters from other correspondents that provide not only colourful family information, but 
also the challenges posed to ministering in the Church of Ireland during a time of 
considerable political uncertainty and social change. These include letters from other 
members of the Mant family, including the Revd Robert M. Mant (1785-1834), archdeacon 
of Down and Connor 1828-34, and brother of the bishop, the archdeacon’s widow Mary 
(neé Lys); as well as a revealing exchange of correspondence between Smyth and his 
parishioners at Ballymoney concerning a controversy over ‘innovations in conduct of 
service’, 1845-46, which seems to have tested Smyth’s confidence and paralleled his demise 
of health.  
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1. Edinburgh correspondence, being letters to Smyth from William P. Alison, 
Archibald Alison, other members of the Alison family of Edinburgh, to whom 
Smyth appears to have been distantly related, and also Mr J. Gerard, Edinburgh 

 
The letters relate to his childhood at his father’s rectory in Churchtown, Carrick-on-
Suir, county Waterford, and also his early years as a student in Trinity. He appears to 
have got his place in the college as early as 1809 and there are exchanges of 
information about studying, examinations and travel in the holidays. The sustained 
correspondence also reveals his lifelong friendship and connections with Edinburgh 
friends.  

 
1. Letters from William P.Alison, Bruksfield Links and Edinburgh to Smyth at 

Carrick-on-Suir, Dublin and Donegal Street, Belfast 
  Four items 
  1808-21 
 

2. Letters from Archibald Alison, Brunksfield Link, and Dublin, to Smyth at 
Carrick-on-Suir and Carrickfergus 

  Three items 
  1809-1817 
 

3. Letter from H. Laura Alison, Rockales, Edinburgh [?], to Smyth, 
Carrickfergus, Ireland 

  One item 
  1819 
 
 4. Letters from J. Gerard, Rockales, to Smyth, at Carrickfergus, Ireland 
  Two items 
  1819 
 
 5. Letter from M.C. Alison, 44 Heriot Row, Edinburgh, to Smyth 
  One item   

1846 
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2. Letters to Smyth from the Revd and later Very Revd James Gregory, sometime 

curate of St Mary’s Dublin, 1813-18; precentor of Kildare and vicar of Lea, 
1818-23; prebendry of Harristown, 1823-28; incumbent of St Bride’s, Dublin 
1828-59 and finally dean of Kildare, 1834-59; and also from his brothers Dr 
George Gregory, London, and John Gregory 

 
This correspondence relates to a lifelong friendship with a fellow cleric, of a similar 
age, and contains information about his career and changing position within the 
Church, and includes a smaller run of additional letters from the dean’s two brothers. 
As follows:- 
 
 
1. Letters from Revd James Gregory, at various addresses in Howth, Dublin, 

city of Dublin and Belfast to ‘My dear William’ 
  25 items 
  1814-23; one undated 
  

2. Letters from Dr George Gregory, brother of above, at various addresses in 
London to ‘My dear friend’ 

  25 items 
  1825-46 
 

3. Letter from John Gregory, of Dover, but in Dublin, to Smyth concerning the 
ill health of his brother the dean of Kildare 

  One item 
  1842 
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3. Letters to Smyth from the Rt. Revd Richard Mant (1776-1848), bishop of 

Down and Connor  
1823-48 
 
This extensive run of episcopal correspondence covering the greater part of Smyth’s 
clerical career, reveals that the bishop had a high regard for this upcoming priest in 
his early years as curate of Belfast, 1820-28; through his appointment as chancellor of 
Down 1828-43, and finally as precentor of Connor and rector of Ballymoney, from 
1843 until Smyth’s untimely death in 1847. It would appear that the bishop was 
mentoring him for higher office and depended upon the younger cleric for practical 
advice. In relation to matters parochial, the correspondence reveals that relatively 
few parishes in the diocese of Down were under the bishop’s patronage, or 
connected to the corps of Down cathedral, with the result that discussion about the 
same few cures come up time and time again in relation to making appointments and 
clerical re-shuffles.  
 
The health of the bishop’s wife features in some of the letters and there are many 
references to the couple’s family. She was Elizabeth Mant, the daughter of William 
Woods, of Chidham, Sussex, whose various alignments are described in detail in 
many letters. She pre-deceased her husband by two years, on 2 April 1846, and from 
the remaining run of letters in this collection it is evident the bishop moved around 
much more, staying with different relatives in the aftermath of her death. The Mants 
had three sons: the Venerable Walter Bishop Mant, Revd Frederick Mant, a son 
Richard Edward who died in infancy and Agatha, who married the Venerable John 
Charles Martin, archdeacon of Kilmore, whose lives are covered in graphic detail in 
the letters. The correspondence further reveals that the bishop and his wife spent a 
good deal of time travelling – with the Martins at Kilmore, to family relatives in 
Bath, and on episcopal business, and also spent large parts of the year in both Dublin 
and London. 

 
1.  R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Knocknagoney, to ‘Dear Sir’ [Revd William St 

John Smyth] 
 13 December 1823 
 

In this opening letter of the episcopal sequence, the bishop orders 
arrangements to be made to cover  ‘duty at Holywood church’. Mentions Dr 
Fea [perpetual curate, Upper Falls, Belfast] and Mr Jebb, [curate Knockbreda, 
diocese of Down]. 

  
2.  R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Knocknagoney, to ‘Dear Sir’, The Revd W. St. 

J. Smyth 
 18 May 1824 

 
The bishop writes to Smyth of his intention to hold an ordination in Belfast 
church on Trinity Sunday, and requesting Smyth if he ‘be agreeable…to 
undertake the sermon on the occasion’.  
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 3. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Knocknagoney, to ‘Dear Sir’ 
  20 July 1825 
 

Letter making arrangements for cover of duty for Mr Falloon [Marcus 
Falloon, perpetual curate of Drumbo, Down, 1809-31] who being in some 
distress about a difficulty of providing it, has come to the bishop for help. 
Whilst explaining that he could do nothing directly, Mant has indicated to 
Falloon that he, Smyth, might be ‘at liberty to assist him’. The bishop is 
giving him advance warning that this would be in order, as he wishes to use 
Smyth’s church for an ordination on the same Sunday, when the archdeacon 
of Down [Venerable Robert Alexander] is to preach. The choice is Smyth’s: 
‘you will judge altogether for yourself whether it will be agreeable to you to 
take charge of Mr Fallon’s church’. 

  
4. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Knocknagoney, to ‘Dear Sir’, The Revd Wm St 

John Smyth, Belfast 
2 November 1826 

  
Responding to a question posed by Smyth to the bishop earlier in the day, 
which Mant felt his reply had not fully satisfied, concerning ‘the service 
appointed for next Sunday’ [5 November] as ordered by order dated 21 
February 1820 by His Majesty. The contents of this letter reveal Mant’s 
distain for Irish clergy declining to perform such orders, as they were, as well 
as the English clergy of the established church duty bound to do so under 
royal authority.  
 

5. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Down and Connor House, to ‘Dear Sir’, The 
Revd Wm St John Smyth 

 7 March 1827 
 
 Invites Smyth to dinner with Dr Cupples [Revd Snowden Cupples, vicar 

general of Down and Connor, Seneschal of the manor of Killultagh and 
Derryvolgie, 1812-34] and Mr Coery[?]. Presumes Smyth knows of his 
ordination on Sunday, and then, revealing his attention to detail and high 
standards, gives him notice of the correct order of service, pointing out ‘that 
on the last occasion in reading Morning Prayer, you read the Prayers for the 
King etc which ought to have been omitted, and omitted the General 
Thanksgiving which ought to have been read’.  

 
6. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, to ‘My dear Sir’,  
 5 May 1827 
 
 Thanks him for his communication [an invitation of some kind] adding his 

cousins will ‘probably be glad to avail themselves of the opportunity afforded 
them by Mrs Curtis’s kindness’. As he understands Smyth is intending to call 
‘to us’ next Monday, he invites him to ‘partake of our joint of meat at 
Holywood at 6 o’clock’ after Smyth has had his walk. 
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7. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, See House, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd Wm St 
John Smyth, 6 Upper Arthur Street, Belfast 

  29 May 1827 
 

The bishop takes the trouble to apologise that he will have to disappoint 
Smyth about being with him next Sunday, as he is unable to attend divine 
service at Belfast on that day. 

    
   

8. R[ichar]d. Down and Connor, See House, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd Wm St 
John Smyth, Arthur Street, Belfast 

  14 June 1827 
 

 Revealing a strong oversight of all matters in the diocese, the bishop regrets 
to inform Smyth that the young woman recommended for the Hollywood 
school ‘will not do’. The bishop explains why: ‘you are probably not aware 
that she was never married’, he continues, and furthermore as the result of 
‘an event’ some years ago, she was resident in the village of Hollywood, and 
had a child, the father of which ‘is actually resident in the village, having 
recently married another woman’. He thus concludes that he doubts ‘she 
would be a fit person to have the care of a girls’ school in the place’. Instead 
a Mrs Alexander has been recommended instead, by Mr and Mrs Burns, the 
linen drapers. He wonders if Smyth might happen to know any thing of this 
woman. 

 
9. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, See House, to ‘My dear Sir’ 
 22 October 1827 
 
 Sending an order [not present] for a mare, and giving Smyth use of his chaise 

during his absence. Gives his kind regards to Smyth’s ladies. 
 
10. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd W. St John 

Smyth, Belfast 
 28 December 1827 
 
 Replying to a letter from Smyth and glad that the ‘chancellorship of Down’ is 

acceptable to him [Smyth]. Answers various queries that the chancellor-elect 
has obviously posed, in relation to dilapidations and commission into same; 
the appointment of a successor to the cure of Belfast, which the bishop 
comments: ‘will I fear not be thankful for me removing you’; how much time 
is to elapse before Smyth changes his charge, to which the bishop advises 
that he ‘would be no means hurry any of the parties concerned. Indeed I 
think you should not quit your present cure abruptly: but I would 
recommend that, if practicable, you should be established at Portaferry 
before Easter’. 
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11. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd W. St John 
Smyth, Belfast 

 19 January 1828 
  
 He is glad that Smyth’s recent visit to Portaferry was satisfactory although 

sorry to find from Mary [Smyth’s] letter to her aunt [Mant’s wife] they have 
experienced, like many an incumbent, problems with the house. It seems that 
since ‘part of your house’ was ‘blown off various improvements are needed, 
including a porch, a greenhouse, and the bishop makes a suggestion about a 
passage to connect the house conveniently at the back. 

 
12. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, See House Belfast, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd 

W. St John Smyth, Rectory House, Portaferry 
 23 May 1828 
 
 It appears that Smyth is now well established in his new cure, and resident in 

Portaferry: the first communication since the transfer. The bishop troubles 
him for his attendance at Kilmood the following week. He further advises a 
rural dean is required for the deanery, which had lately been under the 
inspection of ‘Mr Birch’ [Revd George Birch, perpetual curate Comber, 
diocese of Down, 1799-1827, who died on a sea passage in June 1827]. The 
deanery comprises the parishes of Knockbreda, Dundonald, Holywood, 
Newtownards, Comber, Tuyllnakill, Kilmood, and the bishop concludes it 
‘will not be inconvenient for [Smyth] to undertake the office’ and that he 
shall be obliged by him doing so. However, should the ‘remoteness’ of 
Smyth’s situation make it inconvenient for him, he is ‘to say so without 
scruple’. If he does not take the position, he is to write to Mant, but if he 
decides to take it, he is to write to the Registrar in Lisburn. Mant’s next 
visitation will be on 16th July, and if Smyth ‘undertake[s] the office, [he] will 
have to visit the churches and glebehouses in [his] Rural Deanery within the 
next four or five weeks’.  

 
 Sends his ‘very kind regards to Mary and Ellen’ in which their aunt and 

cousin write’. 
 
13. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, See House Belfast, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd 

W. St John Smyth, Rectory House, Portaferry 
 25 July 1828 
  
 He and Mrs Mant are unable to undertake the journey to Portaferry as her 

collarbone is still uncomfortable, and such a journey would likely result in 
‘fresh injury’. The bishop is unable to make up his mind what to do, but does 
not want to be absent two or three nights: ‘besides her collarbone she is by 
no means well, and would be left quite to herself in my absence’. If he has a 
chance to drop in on Tuesday he will.  
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 Then refers to learning that morning with shock from the papers of the 
recent death of the archbishop of Canterbury, which took place last Monday 
at Lambeth: 

 
‘During my connexion with him for seven years I experienced 
numerous marks of that benignity of disposition and manners by 
which he was signally distinguished, and I am very sensible of his 
loss, altho’ latterly I have had but very little intercourse with him. He 
filled his high station in the Church most beneficially as well as 
satisfactorily to those who had the best opportunities of judging. For 
my own part I think his place will with difficulty be adequately 
supplied. The St James Chronicle speaks of the bishops of London 
and Chester with a view to the succession, expressing its own feelings 
in favour of the latter. I had for a considerable time been looking to 
the former as having no competitor in the event of a vacancy; but 
when in England last winter I heard it rumoured that it was 
understood he would not accept the primacy. How these things may 
be, a very short time will now show’. 

 
 
14. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Down and Connor House Belfast, to ‘My dear 

Sir’, The Revd W. St John Smyth, Rectory House, Portaferry 
 15 August 1828 
 
 Brief letter concerning payment of cess in the parish of Ardquin, where there 

seems to be a dispute. The bishop has examined various documentary 
sources to corroborate the view that Ardquin is a parish, and is thus due for 
the payment of cess. He is conferring with a Mr Frazer about the best mode 
of enforcing the payment, and is adequately persuaded that ‘the people who 
refuse are under a mere delusion’.  

 
15. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Down and Connor House Belfast, to ‘My dear 

Sir’, The Revd W. St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
  22 September 1828 
 

 Writes to let him know it is their purpose to dine with him on Wednesday 
and if he is not tired of entertaining will extend the visit to Sunday. Mentions 
a christening and leaves it to Smyth to fix a date of convenience, but 
indicates it might be a propriety to have it in the regular service (morning or 
evening), when it would be most appropriate if ‘administered after the 
second lesson’. Mant alludes to a certain ‘awkwardness’ in the service being 
adopted for a bishop, suggesting his son Walter might act as his 
representative as sponsor at the font. 
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16. R[ichar]d D&C House Belfast, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd W. St John Smyth, 
Portaferry 

 28 January 1829 
 
 Mant is obliged to his chancellor for the trouble he has taken in the ‘Killough 

business’ apparently to do with the payment of salary to a Mr Nelson. The 
bishop has concluded that there is no sufficient cause to withhold his salary 
and instructs Smyth to pay it. However, he is not totally satisfied with 
Nelson’s conduct altogether and he should be on his guard in the ensuing 
year. He instructs that Nelson is to ‘withdraw himself altogether from the 
school held in the Methodist chapel and from any other school except such 
as shall be under the discretion of the Minister of the parish’. He gives 
further instructions about additional training and his obligations to the 
incumbent, which he thinks concurs ‘pretty much with that expected in 
[Smyth’s] letter’ on the subject. 

 
17. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd W. St John Smyth, 

Rectory House, Portaferry 
  19 February 1829 
 

Mant advises Smyth that he has recommended to Mr Alexander [rector of 
Ahoghill]  Mr Nevin as perpetual curate to the parish of Portglenone. The 
salary will be £100 per year, £75 of which is to be paid by the rector of 
Aghohill and £25 from the board. He further has recommended Mr 
Campbell for the curacy of the same parish, for which he will receive a good 
house and garden and £75 per year. 

 
18. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, See House Belfast, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd 

W. St John Smyth, Portaferry 
 

The Ardquin case seems ongoing, as in this instalment Mant informs Smyth 
he has been to the Record Tower in Dublin, with Mr Hare, a professional 
man, ‘to inquire into the question of Ardquin being a parish’. Again he refers 
to various documentary sources including the Down Survey and maps, which 
clearly indicate the presence of a church. There is much useful detail about 
Mant’s sense of what the documents were telling him: about the clear 
evidence for not only a parish but also a worshipping church and of several 
townlands belonging to the bishop. He urges Smyth to communicate this 
information to Mr Frazer and direct ‘the churchwardens to procure forthwith 
in collecting the cess for such things as are requisite to the church’ adding 
their course of proceeding is plainly marked out in the Vestry Act. 

 
 

19. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd W. St John 
Smyth, Portaferry 

  16 March 1829 
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Thanks his chancellor for the successful result concerning Ardquin. Agrees 
with Smyth’s recommendations for the directors of the Lunatic Asylum: Sir 
Stephen May and Mr Maccartney, whom he thinks will in all probability be 
appointed.  
 
Regarding Ahoghill, he advises that Mr Campbell declined the cure, and Mr 
Corken has also declined it. There seems to be some dispute with Mr 
Alexander about the rent of 23 acres, and the bishop concludes that Mr 
Alexander may find it difficult to fill the curacy with such conditions.  
 
Refers to various family visits, and the ill health of Mrs Mant, commenting 
that ‘a walk from the Castle Chapel quite knocked her up for the rest of the 
day’. On Saturday he dined at the Castle, commenting the Duke and Duchess 
‘have both of them much of the appearance of affable, unaffected people’.  

 
He makes reference to the Exchequer Loan Bill Commission, and the impact 
it will have on helping loans for payments in the diocese. On return to Down 
he will meet with the committee. 
 
Hopes Smyth’s cold is better and that Mary, James and Frederick are well. 
Adds a comment about ‘publick news’ and the rumours rather than 
‘authentic intelligence’ concerning a matter of great public interest [ not 
specified] but commenting whatever it is ‘appears the most perilous 
enterprise ever taken in hand by a British minister, and that is carried forward 
in the most astonishing and alarming manner. God grant all may be well!’ 

 
20. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Sir’, The Revd W. St John 

Smyth, Portaferry 
  21 March 1829 
 

Opens with surprise that the ‘old church at Newtownards’ is to be converted 
into a sessions house, a development that is not with his sanction, not even 
his knowledge. He will enquire further about it, but gives permission for the 
tablets to be removed into Smyth’s church.  
 
Indicates improvements to be made to Down cathedral interior, if the 
Exchequer Loan Bill Commission will lend money for the cathedral, security 
must be entrusted to the dean and chapter. He hopes for ‘frugal and 
judicious management’ of the payment. 
 
He advises the period of his continuance in Dublin will be delayed as he has 
been asked to preach at the Castle Chapel on Good Friday and Easter Day, 
when it is usual for a bishop to preach. He thus will be unable to go to the 
country for a fortnight after he intended. The meeting they have planned for 
Down will thus need to be delayed, and he doubts if visiting him at 
Portaferry will be possible.  
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On the domestic front, Mrs Mant’s condition continues to be a concern: 
‘much as she was, not ill, yet I cannot say she is well and sometimes suffering 
a good deal’. Agatha and Walter attended ‘Patrick’s night’ [presumably at the 
Castle, and attended a private musical party with him the night before last. 
Thanks Mary for her letter, complimenting her writing: ‘her ink is beautiful’. 

 
21. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor of Down’, The 

Revd W. St John Smyth, Portaferry 
  10 April 1829 
 

After the Easter sojourn in Dublin, the bishop is glad to report he will stay 
with the Smyths in Portaferry, following business on the journey home, 
including the consecration of a new church in Drogheda for the primate, a 
visit to Rostrevor which he wishes to see, they will proceed there. He advises 
that he has arranged a meeting with the dean of Down of the ‘Tower 
committee’ and that Mr Sands has commenced ‘the work of taking down’. 
There is much detailed information about the nature of the work and the 
business of a loan payment for same.  
 
Mrs Mant’s condition is much better and she felt strong enough to enter the 
drawing room last night. Agatha and Walter are both well and enjoying the 
activities. Walter is planning to go to Oxford. 

 
22. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor of Down’ 
 13 June 1829 
 
 Advises he has forwarded his letter to Mr Cupples and hopes to have the 

pleasure of seeing him towards the end of the week. Adds a note that 
Smyth’s mother has informed them they ‘may expect to see [Mant’s] cousin 
Henry John this week’, a piece of pleasurable intelligence. 

 
23. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, See House, to ‘My dear Chancellor of Down’ 
 6 July 1829 

 
Writes he has been in the company of Lord Castlereagh concerning his 
subscription to Down cathedral, and the pledged subscription of his father, 
Lord Londonderry. There seems to be some confusion because Lord 
Castlereagh was unaware of his father’s intentions. He requests Smyth to 
‘attend to this without delay’ and find the relevant papers, which he [Mant] 
remembers seeing in Smyth’s house. 

 
24. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 

Revd Wm. St John Smyth, Rectory House, Portaferry 
 23 July 1829 
 
 Will be obliged if Smyth will drop a line to Robert Nelson, parish clerk of 

Killough, directing him to call on Smyth for payment of half of a cheque for 
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£10 Irish currency. In rather convoluted detail, the bishop explains his 
bankers don’t like him issuing cheques for sums less than £10.  

 
 Alerts him to the fact that the Primate’s visitation will be held on the 20 

August. He will be happy if Mary and their children can join with him at that 
time.  

 
 He intends to go to the northern part of the diocese for a few days. His 

brother and wife will join them. Soon after the visitation he intends to tour 
towards the ‘other side of the channel’.  

 
25. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 

Revd Wm. St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 14 August 1829 
  
 Shall be happy to see Smyth and his party next Tuesday. He will have the 

carriage ready to meet them at the place mentioned by Smyth. 
 
26.  R[ichar]d Down and Connor, See House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd 

Wm. St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 11 September 1829 
 

Mant is afraid he must now decline the pleasure of visiting him this autumn 
at Portaferry. Mrs Mant is not up to the exertion, being ‘by no means well’. 
They have decided to be sensible and avoid ‘the ill effects of the climate of 
the season’. Walter will visit him soon. He further thinks his presence at the  
chapter meeting next week ‘hardly necessary’ given the cathedral is closed 
‘during the progress of the work’. The dean has written to the archdeacon 
that he has intimated his intention to seek ‘retrenching expenses in the 
service’ for the work on the tower. 
 
He has not visited the north, because of other engagements. His brother 
could not have accompanied him due to a very unpleasant attack – 
‘something erogenous in his nose’. Agatha has written from Zurich, where 
she reported they had an alarm due to a fire in the small inn in which they 
were staying but they ‘happily escaped, as did all the other inmates, without 
personal injury’. 

 
A PS note states a new church project is commencing at Belfast, on ground 
given by Lord Donegall, and with many persons friendly to the measure.  

 
 

27. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 
Revd Wm. St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 

 28 September 1829 
 

Letter requesting information about Ardeen parish church, specifically in 
relation to the Primate’s request for details of urgent cases requiring the 
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assistance of the Board of First Fruits. Mant wishes to know if Ardkeen falls 
into this category, and what its actual state is. He also asks for information 
about any peculiar circumstances that might make its need urgent, if it could 
‘cess itself for a loan and whether any aid could be procured in it by 
subscription’.  

 
28. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 10 March 1830 [letter is incomplete, so no address]. 

 
In this letter, Mant congratulates Smyth on ‘the late happy event in your 
family’. He tells him not to worry about being present at his visitation, nor to 
trouble about the rural dean’s returns, the Primate’s visitation of the previous 
autumn being sufficient. He is happy to grant him a ‘licence of non-residence 
for such time as may be necessary beyond [his] three months’ in which case 
Smyth must send a regular petition and nomination of a curate, who must 
also be licensed, which the bishop hopes will not be inconvenient. 
  
The bishop complains of the illness of his wife, where the letter remains 
incomplete: ‘Mrs Robert Mant has been confined to her room since Tuesday 
in the last week. Her symptoms greatly resemble those of the doleurence…’ 
 

29. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Chapel House [Jersey?], to ‘My dear 
Chancellor’, The Revd Wm. St John Smyth, 4 Green Park Buildings [also 
Jersey?] 

 15 May 1830 
 
 The change of address for the Chancellor seems to confirm his absence as 

alluded to in the item above. The bishop requests that if he has the means to 
procure information could he establish how the law would apply to Mr 
Ballick ‘in the want of his becoming perpetual curate of Ardkeen’, and if he 
would be able to hold his present appointments, so as to have a resident 
curate. A number of pencilled calculations are annexed to the letter, itemising 
various salary options and exemptions.  

 
 Mant asks the chancellor to assist him by sending on relevant information, or 

if he had ‘no other engagement’ hopes he might be so good as to bring it to 
him. 

 
 
30. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd Wm. 

St John Smyth, Portaferry, Ireland 
  9 July 1830 
 

Thanks Smyth for his congratulations and informs him that their nursery is 
going on extremely well. The bishop comments that: ‘we have reason to be 
thankful that every thing has from the beginning been in a most prosperous 
state’. 
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Family details follow: ‘Mary [Smyth] will be happy to hear a good account of 
her mother’ who visited them yesterday.  
 
Refers to contested elections being the norm in several of the counties of the 
North of Ireland, having read today’s Newsletter. He has seen his neighbour 
Mr Robert Bateson among the candidates for Derry, adding ‘on such 
occasions I find myself better out of the way’. His absence notwithstanding 
however, he has received several letters soliciting support from the 
Downshire candidates, including Col. Forde who he is rather perturbed to 
report suggested to him ‘to use my influence with my clergy, which I begged 
to decline’. Forde’s subsequent letter to electors shows him to be ‘far from 
accommodating’.  
 
In the election climate, he urges Smyth to pursue Lords L[ondonderry] and 
C[astlereagh] for their subscriptions to ‘the Tower’, noting that ‘perhaps the 
heart may be more open, and the purse less exhausted, just now, than at a 
future period’.  

 
Refers to Walter’s plans being altered, allowing him to ‘take another 
opportunity for his being ordained’. Frederick is in Scotland, his last letter 
from Leith after which he was going to Aberdeen. The younger son has 
reported he is ‘well pleased with his Captain and his prospects’.  
 
Final issue in this rather long communication relates to Ardkean and Ardquin 
parishes. Mant does not like Smyth’s account of the situation, and asks him 
to let Mr Ballick know that he wishes Mr Ward to become fixed in this cure. 

 
31. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd Wm. 

St John Smyth, Portaferry, Ireland, enclosing a letter from the Revd Charles 
Moffat, Downpatrick, addressed to ‘My Lord’ Bishop of Down and Connor, 
in which Moffat outlines how undertook duties in the parish of Ardkeen, 
during the absence of Mr Gregg, dated 10 July 1830 

 15 July 1830 
  
 It appears that Mr Moffat has not been paid for several months of his eight 

month cover of service in Ardkeen and that there is some dispute with the 
incumbent, Mr Gregg. The bishop gives his opinion and advises Smyth to 
take the appropriate action.  

 
32. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Lichfield, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Mr 

Chancellor, Portaferry, Ireland 
 8 August 1830 
 
 Agrees with Smyth’s measures in relation to Ardkeen, that ‘Mr Bullick cannot 

be properly called upon to pay for the services performed by Mr Moffat until 
he shall have received wherewithal to pay it from the benefice’.  
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 They saw his friends recently in Green Park Buildings and all were well. 
‘They’ are going to Western Super Mare, and then Matlock.  

 
 The bishop reports of his own movements in the vicinity of Bath, including 

Malmesbury Abbey, Warwick Castle etc before arriving at Lichfield. 
 

33. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bowness, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Mr 
Chancellor Smyth, Portaferry, Ireland, by Portpatrick 

 8 September 1830 
  
 States his intension to hold an ordination in October, and asks Smyth if he 

will preach ‘the ordination sermon’, adding he might answer him at 
Patterdale, near Penrith, Cumberland, where they expect to be next week, on 
their way to Carlisle, then Portpatrick and then back to their own residence. 
If he undertakes the sermon, Mary and Alicia have promised to attend, and 
let he and Mrs Mant ‘see them for a few days at Down and Connor House’. 
A PS notes he may bring the children and any servants.  

 
 The letter concludes with descriptions of their excursions in the English 

countryside, in Warwickshire, Derbyshire, Yorkshire, and Lake of 
Windermere. 

 
34. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Down and Connor House, to ‘My dear 

Chancellor’, The Revd Mr Chancellor Smyth, Portaferry 
 25 September 1830 
 
 Reports they returned four days ago. The wind was up on the journey, and 

Mrs Mant suffered a good deal. However, in spite of the heavy winds, had 
they not travelled that day, they would have been detailed at Portpatrick or 
suffered a still worse passage. He is grateful that Smyth will preach at the 
ordination fixed for the 10 October, and does not think it will put him to any 
inconvenience: ‘I remember you gave us a very good one when you preached 
before on the occasion’. Mrs Mant has begged him to say that the same 
nursery used for James Frederick will be available for the ‘little boy’, and 
hopes that Mary will bring him. 

 
 The main purpose of the letter is to enclose ‘an account of proceedings in Mr 

McGillicuddy’s case’ for which Mant requests Smyth’s opinion. When he has 
read the papers, he requests Smyth to forward them to Mr Creery. 

  
35. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd Mr 

Chancellor Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 22 November 1830 

   
This letter contains useful insight to Mant’s views about the government 
administration, which is far from complimentary. It opens with routine 
comments about building work for a clergy residence, and  Smyth’s judicious 
advice about a ‘Mr George’s additions’ for the residence for Mr Ward.  
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The bishop compliments Smyth on his ‘loan to the Lagan Navigation 
Company’, then has some interesting comments about a recent storm, which 
appears to have been countrywide, as the Bishop of Cloyne reported to him 
that it was ‘the highest gale of wind that I remember since I came to the 
south of Ireland’. 
 
The bishop then goes to political matters, and says he knows not what may 
be ‘plotted concerning the Vestry Act and the First Fruits’, but fears it will 
doubtless be ‘no good’. The recent change of administration has no promise 
of ‘any protection to the Church’. He is gloomy about ‘the aspect of things’ 
but reminds himself: ‘God is good, wise and powerful, and here only is my 
anchor’. He speculates whom the new ministry may be: ‘Lord Grey as 
Premier, Mr Birmingham as Lord Chancellor, with a pledge that 
Parliamentary Reform shall be a cabinet measure, and the M[arquis] of 
Anglesey as Lord Lieutenant’: an appointment about which Mant seems 
particularly unhappy. 

 
36. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd Mr 

Chancellor 
 21 February 1831 
 
 The letter is full of routine diocesan administrative business, between bishop 

and chancellor. The Armoy parish issue seems resolved as Mr Ward has 
declined, and Mr William Blackwood has accepted the offer. He mentions 
the ‘college livings’ have come ‘down so low as John Martin’, but two 
vacancies will remove the chief impediments out his way. The bishop of 
Kilmore is to offer him a home which will secure him from his ‘present 
desultory state’.  

 
 Commenting on matters episcopal, Mant says in relation to the diocese of 

Cork that ‘the uncertainty about Cork appears as great as ever: perhaps 
greater, for publick conjecture which was once busy on the prospects of 
individuals seems to have lost objects for its exertion’.  

 
 He reports that the Ecclesiastical Enquiry is going forward and making 

progress. 
 
 On family developments, he reports their son Frederick’s ship is ordered to 

Lisbon and thence to Rio. 
 
37. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 22 February 1831 
 
 A brief letter informing the Chancellor of the appointment of the Provost [of 

Trinity College] as the new bishop of Cork and of his successor as Provost as 
Dr Lloyd. He reports a number of names were ‘sent over to the other side of 
the water for selection. 
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38. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd 

Wm St. J. Smyth 
 25 March 1831 
 

Letter reporting that Mr Frazer has terminated his cure at Ardkeen early, and 
entrusting the Chancellor to manage the business of finding his successor: ‘it 
is my wish that you should find in him an agreeable neighbour as well the 
parish an useful pastor’. He suggests Walter [Mant?] as a possibility but then 
retracts it, as Walter would be better remaining where he is for the time 
being. He has offered it to another, whom he suspects will not take it, and so 
concludes that perhaps Mr Black who was interested in the parish of Ardquin 
would accept it. The letter concludes with detailed proposals for shuffling 
clergy in the diocese.  
 
The letter concludes with kind regards to Smyth’s family and hopes that the 
eldest son, James Frederick, ‘will understand what is meant by the Bishop 
sending his love to him’. 

  
39. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Ardbawn House, Killeshandra [County Cavan] 

to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 26 December 1831 

 
Routine letter about arrangements for the appointment of Mr O’Beirne to 
the parish of Ardquin. The bishop reports they have come to Killeshandra, in 
expectation of ‘the great event’ in the family, but does not say what the event 
will be. Their son Frederick is making advances in the admiralty, and his 
various destinations and employments are detailed. 

 
40. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd 

William St John Smyth, Parsonage, Portaferry, Ireland 
 8 June 1832 

 
Thanks Smyth for his letter of 30 May and ‘most pleasing intelligence’ during 
troubled times and absence of peace for the Empire. Domestically, his wife 
has had a violent attack of cholera and although recovering, has little 
strength. Reports of Smyth’s friends at G.D.B. who have moved to 
Freshford. Mentions having breakfast with ‘the Captain’ who is planning a 
visit to Ireland, and then speaks of his own intended return to Ireland, which 
he intends will be soon, although he has ‘nothing in particular to fix me to 
time’. 
 
The Primate has decided not to hold his triennial visitation this year, and so 
Mant decides he will cancel his own visitation, which he thinks will 
accommodate the clergy. 
 
The letter concludes with two other items of business: payments of salary for 
Mr Lascelles and Mr Tyrrell, and the licensing of the latter, which Mant feels 
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will improve his situation, and the alleged slander of William Bristow of 
Hollywood by Mr Bland, about which the bishop has received a letter from 
the former containing ‘very violent language against Mr Bland’.  

  
41. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd 

William St John Smyth, Portaferry 
19 March 1833 
 
The bishop opens with another mention of a letter from G.P.B. which 
contains information of the welfare of Smyth’s friends there. They have since 
had Anne and ‘her pretty little boy’ to visit, and George is expected from 
London that evening. Mrs Mant is getting better and stronger and he hopes 
she will be able to bear their approaching journey, which will be next week 
after he has attended to some unexpected business in Bath. He reports of a 
recent visit of John Martin and Agatha, with their little ones, and that they 
have he supposes now returned to Killeshandra. Of his sons, he writes: 
Walter write a good account of himself. Frederick is probably by this time at 
Barbados’.  
 
Mant then responds to Smyth’s desire to take pupils, which he has no 
objection to as he has confidence it will not affect Smyth’s parochial duties. 
However, he hopes it will not lead ‘to the sacrifice of much domestick 
comfort’.  
 
He agrees with Smyth’s views on Lord Althorp’s bill [the Irish church reform 
bill, which threatened church livings and incomes], which contains many 
‘highly objectionable provisions’, about many of which ‘many of the bishops 
have objected’, and refers to a recent meeting ‘of all the clergy of the diocese 
of Dublin, open to other clergy’ under the chairmanship of the dean of St 
Patrick’s at which similar meetings were recommended to protest about the 
bill. The bishop comments that when such action is taken it is ‘more likely … 
to have some effect’. However, rather negatively, he wonders if any such 
effort may be made in Down and Connor. 
 
The letter concludes with family news, including that his brother’s wife is 
‘pretty well’ but Miss Lyn ‘has been very ill’. 
 

 
42. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Down and Connor House, to ‘My dear 

Chancellor’, The Revd William St John Smyth, Portaferry 
 9 April 1833 
 
 This letter contains news of the ill health of various family members and 

friends. His trip home was delayed because Mrs Mant became ill, and they 
had to stop. His granddaughter Lizzie [daughter of Agatha and John Martin] 
took ‘very ill a month ago at Borrodale on their way to Killeshandra’ with 
worm fever and has suffered a great deal, requiring the ‘most powerful 
medical applications’. While Walter is better, the doctor has prohibited him 
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returning home at present. They have heard nothing of Fred since he sailed 
on February 18th. 

 
 Dr Cupples has informed him about a petition from the clergy against the 

‘Spoilation Bill’ [reference to Althorp’s proposed Irish church reform bill], 
which Mant reiterates he has ‘no present intention of moving in the 
business’. Whilst the moment appears quite a critical one and requires some 
communication on his part, he is now on the spot, but has not changed his 
view. As he did when he petitioned the throne along with a large number of 
the bishops, he remains ‘against the measure’.  

   
He reports that Mrs Mant is busy attending to household affairs, and will  
have to postpone writing to Mary. He concludes enclosing various items, 
including ‘a little volume lately published’, which may be one his own works. 
He hopes Smyth will soon ‘come into this neighbourhood’ when the Mants 
will be happy to see him. 

 
43. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 

Revd William St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 6 June 1833 
 

Refers to an enclosed memorial from Mr O’Beirne [Andrew O’Beirne, 
chaplain at Ballycastle, 1830-31?], and begs Smyth to have another interview 
with him on the same matter. Mant reveals that when he saw Mr Emerson 
Tennant’s notice of his intended motion, he [Mant] though it ‘extremely ill 
advised and calculated to do no good rather injury to the very class of 
persons for whose benefit it was proposedly intended’. But he concludes that 
it is up to Mr O’Beirne and his brethren to make their own judgement.  
 
He concludes with family news and glad to report ‘my family are wellnigh 
recovered from their late illness. The latest account of little Lizzie is also 
promising’. 
 

44. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Down and Connor House, Belfast, to ‘My dear 
Chancellor’, The Revd William St John Smyth, Rectory House, Portaferry  
5 July 1833 

 
He apologises for informing Smyth late about his proposal to hold an 
ordination on the 14th inst. He does not wish to inconvenience his 
chancellor, but hopes if he is available he can attend the previous Thursday 
for ‘the examinations’, when he will be assisted by Walter who ‘is on the 
spot’ and Mr Creery. If he is able to attend, they would have much pleasure 
in seeing him.  
 
The domestic news continues to improve, with the arrival of a little girl [to 
Walter and his wife, see letter below] and the house has the appearance of a 
‘lying in party’. All are recovered the late epidemick, and little Lizzie is ‘quite 
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recovered’. They also heard not long ago from Frederick, then at Jamaica, 
and preparing to embark to Halifax. 

 
45. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 

Revd William St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
5 August 1833 
 
Mant requests Smyth to preach at his forthcoming visitation and apologies 
for the short notice in making preparation. He hopes that Smyth will bring 
Mary and his children for visitation week, and on this issue, refers to his 
wife’s letter on the ‘other half of the sheet’ in which she outlines domestic 
arrangements. She also refers to the progress of the little newborn baby and 
her role as nurse and overseer of diet. 

  
46.  R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 

Revd William St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 18 September 1833 
 
 With regard to Ardglass, he informs his chancellor that he has not yet heard 

from Mr Erck although he has heard he has been returned from Dublin for a 
fortnight. He reports that Mr Traill [Robert Traill, rector of Ballintoy, 1777-
1842, and prebendary of St Andrew (Down) 1782-1842] has had a severe 
attack, which may prove fatal, and so he decides to leave the matter for the 
moment, so that in the event of a vacancy occurring they can see what 
arrangement may be effected. But in the meantime, he would be glad to learn 
‘the value of the P.C. of Ardglass’.  

 
He then attempts to calculate if Ballintoy would be a preferable preferment 
to Portaferry, reckoning it ‘to be worth about £250 clear, with the House and 
glebe’.  
 
There is a short P.S. note signed by Robert Mant, sorry to hear that Smyth 
has been ‘again inconvenienced from [his] eye’, and hoping that if Smyth 
proceeds to Bath shortly, that he will make their house his own on his 
journey.  

  
  

 47.    R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Lehard, Killeshandra, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, 
The Revd William St John Smyth, Portaferry 

 11 October 1833 
Marked confidential 
 
More about the bishop’s intended arrangements for Mr Erck, who did not 
receive his last letter, in relation to ‘the proposed alteration’ of arrangements 
for Ardglass and the prebend of St Andrew’s.  
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Then discusses various pending vacancies and possible arrangements for 
each of them in great detail, including the deanery of Down and the parish of 
Inch, the composition of the latter being worth about £286.  
 
He refers to the resolution of the clergy of Kilmore, as ‘much more discreet’ 
than that from the clergy of Dromore, and concludes in contemplation about 
what step the clergy of D&C might make at this time. 

  
48. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Lehard, Killeshandra, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, 

The Revd William St John Smyth, Archdeaconary House, Hillsborough 
 19 October 1833 
   

The bishop has now heard from Mr Erck, and there is more detail in this 
letter about possible commutation arrangements for the prebendary of St 
Andrew’s, and juggling of other appointments in the diocese of Down. 
 
The bishop again refers to the Kilmore resolutions, published in the Dublin 
Evening Mail, and the useful meeting of the clergy there, including a motion 
put forward by Mr McGhee, the Christian Examiner and the Evening Mail, 
which Mant comments to be ‘a sober view…that might turn mens’ minds 
into a different course’.  
 
On domestic fronts, he thanks the Smyths  for taking charge of Miss Woods. 
He has availed of corresponding with Smyth at his brother’s house in 
Hillsborough, and thanks him for his letter. 

 
49. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 

Revd William St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 20 February 1834 
 
 Illness has again afflicted, this time the Smyth household, with something 

contagious. Mant and his wife are concerned to hear the bad account of 
Smyth’s family but glad that they are ‘mending’ and hopes they may join their 
friends ‘without danger to yourselves or them’. It transpires that Mrs Mant 
has also been ill with various afflictions, about which the bishop devotes 
some detail.  

 
 He has heard nothing more about arrangements for Ardquin, nor any further 

communication from Mr Erck. He concludes their various calculations about 
parochial livings are not yet at an end. He commends the course of action 
Smyth is taking with the Ecclesiastical Commissioners concerning parochial 
payments. He presumes Smyth’s church has not been afflicted by the winter 
storms, which have resulted in several applications for repairs made to the 
Commissioners, from other parishes. 

 
50.  R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Mr 

Chancellor Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
  28 March 1834 
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 Writing from the home of his brother, the archdeacon, Robert Mant, the 

bishop informs his trusted chancellor of Walter’s sudden and serious illness, 
a tumour at the base of his back. Thankfully following medical attention 
[detailed in the letter] it appears that at the time of writing he is recovering, 
but the bishop is remaining to attend in Hillsborough to assist with the duty 
until Easter Sunday.  

 
 He advises Smyth that an address is ‘in preparation from the archbishops, 

bishops and clergy (of Ireland)…declaring attachment to the polity, doctrine 
and worship of the Church, and deprecating alterations, especially except by 
the recommendation of its spiritual guardians’. He expects a copy of the 
proposed address from the primate for the purpose of procuring signatures.  

 
51. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 

Revd Mr Chancellor Smyth 
 9 April 1834 
 
 Letter announcing the sudden death of the bishop’s brother, the Venerable 

Robert Mant, archdeacon of Down. In it a shocked bishop reveals the 
sudden deterioration of his brother’s health, and unexpected demise. The 
arrangements for the funeral are added in a PS. 

 
52. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Mr 

Chancellor Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 14 April 1835 
 
 Another death has occurred, and this time the bishop reports the 

circumstances of the death of the curate of the parish of Holywood, Mr 
Henry Davis Corry, [who died aged 28 on 11 April 1835]. The letter reveals 
he had a sudden attack of small pox ‘which carried him off’ quickly. Plans to 
provide cover to assist the rector, Mr Davis, are then discussed, and the 
bishop proposes Major Rowan’s son as a possibility, but asks his trusted 
chancellor for his opinion first.  

 
 Then discusses another personal matter concerning ‘the young man in this 

parish’ about whose character some reservations have been expressed about 
his fitness to be ordained to be bishop. No name is provided, but the 
bishop’s dilemma is revealed in full. He seems unconvinced by the tenor of 
the opposition. 

 
 He gives a fair report of his wife’s health and the good health and spirits of 

his daughter Agatha, hoping that in a few days ‘her expected troubles will be 
well over’.  

 
 He concludes his letter with delight at the reinstatement of Robert Peel to 

office, making reference to the inclusion of [Daniel] O’Connell in the new 
ministry, which it seems clear that Mant did not approve of: ‘It has been 
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feared impossible to construct a new ministry without including O’Connell, 
and to that the King (God help him!) privately objected’. 

 
53. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Mr 

Chancellor Smyth, Portaferry 
 17 April 1835 
 
 The bishop has received an anonymous letter concerning the conduct of the 

young man, as first revealed in letter 52. above. This has placed the bishop in 
further dilemma ‘to act in such a manner as may not only acquit me to my 
own conscience, but to the Church’. He cannot proceed until he knows the 
identity of the writer, and outlines to Smyth an idea to place an advertisement 
in The Guardian asking the writer to come forward.  

 
 There is more about the appointment of a curate for Holywood, and news 

that it has been offered by the rector, Mr Davis to Mr [Gerard Wensley] 
Tyrrell [Tyrrell eventually became curate, on 8 March 1836], but this letter 
reveals that at this point Major Rowan’s son was also in the running. 

 
 There is more brief domestic updates, and a PS notes a letter just received 

from the Primate conveying the general belief that ‘the Whigs will not let slip 
the present opportunity of regaining office’. 

 
54. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, London, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Revd Wm St. 

Smyth, Portaferry, Ireland 
 12 July 1835 
 
 After a difficult passage of 14.5 hours, the Mants reached Liverpool, and are 

now in London. He has travelled somewhat urgently it seems, having 
answered the Primate’s call, and yesterday at the archbishop’s house Mant 
reports that he met the bishops of Kildare, Elphin, Cork and Limerick.  They 
are resisting a bill before Parliament. Other bishops and the archbishop of 
Dublin are on the way, although some will not be able to travel because of 
illness. 

 
 The letter reveals the nature of episcopal meeting and fraternity and also how 

parish matters, including a visit to several parishes in his diocese, were 
postponed by Mant, in the light of impending parliamentary business.  

 
 Concerning his accommodation in London, Mant adds that he is relocating 

from his hotel to private lodging in Suffolk Street, Pall Mall East. 
 
55. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, London, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Revd Wm St. 

Smyth, Rectory House, Portaferry 
 24 July 1835 
 
 There is more about the opposition of the bishops to the proposed bill, and 

whilst ‘perfect agreement’ between them has not been achieved, they have 
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settled an address to the King and the Lords, bearing the signatures of the 
following who are present in London: the Primate, Tuam, Kildare, Elphin, 
Down and Connor, Cloyne, Cork and Ross, and Limerick. In contrast, 
Dublin and Derry ‘will not sign’. Several bishops are not in London, but 
authority has been given for ‘six out of seven’ to sign up.  

 
 The Primate will spend a couple of days at Windsor with the King, and 

Mant’s letter reveals that his Majesty is with them ‘in favour of the Church’. 
 
 On other matters, this letter records word from Mr Charles Wolseley, rector 

of Ballyculter parish, that his church has been closed for repairs and in good 
ecumenical spirit, Mant recommends that the Methodist house in Strangford 
would be a suitable temporary accommodation. He requests Smyth to settle 
the business.  

 
 He concludes his letter by asking Smyth to ‘let it be known’ amongst the 

clergy, that he intends to return home in time for the ‘adjourned 
confirmation’.  

 
56. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Lahard, Killeshandra, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, 
 24 October 1835 
 
 This letter records the death of Dr [Snowden] Cupples, rector of Lisburn, 

and suggests that the rectory might be a more suitable benefice to Smyth 
than his current one. The bishop advises him not to be concerned about 
withdrawing from his current situation, in which he [Mant] had previously 
placed him. The letter is merely suggesting a course of action, but Mant is 
careful to point out that in the event that Smyth puts his name forward, he 
‘must abstain altogether from taking an action or part on the occasion…and 
must be kept clear of all obligation to the Patron of Lisburn or to any person 
whom he may consult on the occasion’. He makes it clear in conclusion, 
however, he is ‘very willing to cooperate for the attainment of your object’, 
of which he would consider him worthy. 

 
57. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, 8 Nassau Street, Dublin, to ‘My dear 

Chancellor’, The Revd Mr Chancellor Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 9 November 1835 
 
 The bishop responds to information about the patronage of Lisburn 

provided by Smyth, which he says is ‘quite new to me’. He advises Smyth 
that he would not be disposed to any risk. It appears that Lord Hertford is 
the patron, as the bishop continues he has received no intelligence about 
Lord Hertford’s intensions. He is clearly trying his best to secure the position 
for Smyth as the letter further divulges other conversations and 
communications he has had with Dean Stannus [ James Stannus, who held 
the sinecure post of dean of Ross, 1830-76, and was eventually appointed as 
rector of Lisburn], Dr Cupple’s son, Edward, and the Registrar. He informs 
Smyth that Edward is to succeed his father as vicar general: ‘his long 
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experience of the duties of the office, his diligent and faithful discharge of 
them, and his general acquaintance with ecclesiastical law pointed him out to 
me as the fit person for the appointment’.  

 
 The bishop finally reports that they left Lahard in Killeshandra two weeks 

ago, having spent a pleasant family time there. Frederick is soon to embark 
on more world travels, ‘first for the Leveret, Plymouth and thence…for the 
coast of Africa’. He goes into some detail about all the ships in the station 
being small, and that Frederick will sail to Africa on an 18 gun ship. 

 
 A PS commends Smyth’s collection for the ‘Association’ as good and then 

refers to a recent report in the British Magazine describing the recent address 
of the clergy to the Primate, as ‘pretty disrespectful’. 

 
58. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd 

Wm. St John Smyth 
 14 November 1835 
  
 There is more about the Lisburn benefice, and detailed information about 

the extent of the patronage, which Mant reveals he thinks ‘so very dubious a 
chance of the Bishop having any right of the patronage’. He further reveals 
information from Dean Stannus, and  that Messrs. Morewood and Robert 
Trail have applied for it, but so far Mr Edward Cupples has not.  

 
 He reports of his son Frederick’s appointment on the coast of Africa and 

again goes into detail about his travels there.  
 
 The letter concludes that he will soon be resident at Belmont, Cold Blow 

Lane, in Dublin, until next March, when he ‘shall have occasion to be here 
on official business’.  

 
59. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Belmont, Cold Blow Lane, Dublin, to ‘My dear 

Chancellor’, The Revd Mr Chancellor Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 18 December 1835 
 
 Brief letter informing Smyth that the bishop has forwarded to G.P.B. [Bath] 

his “rejected address”. He also mentions various reports in newspapers about 
Lord Clare’s arrival at Mount Shannon and other city gossip. His son 
Frederick has left for Africa aboard the Water Witch as senior mate and thus 
next to the lieutenant who commands it. 

  
60. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The Revd Mr 

Chancellor Smyth 
 5 March 1836 
  
 Response to Smyth’s letter in which he has been critical about the ‘conduct 

of ministers in relation to the church’ namely the recent appointment of Mr 
Hompden which Mant agrees ‘under the circumstances’ to be scandalous, 
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and the proposed new bishop of Durham, whom it is suspected will be a 
translation of bishop Longley from Chichester, as a ‘natural course’. 
However, Mant is concerned that it should be ‘a man of less questionable 
orthodoxy in that high place of the Church’. 

 
 On other fronts, he gives Smyth the name and address of the secretary of the 

‘Lay Association’ as Sir George Rick, 39 Westmorland Street, Dublin, and 
then indicates his intention to cross the water in a few days, as soon as they 
get a promising day to sail.  

 
 He is glad to report they had a full compliment of four archbishops and nine 

bishops at their recent meeting (the only absentees being Killaloe, Clogher 
and Limerick). They achieved ‘perfect unanimity’ condemning the principle 
of the Home Mission Society while agreeing to have a conference by a 
committee with the Episcopal Chapel of Ease Society, with a view to getting 
a parliamentary bill on the subject. They also agreed a memorial fund for a 
theological prize at Trinity College Dublin, in memory of the late bishop of 
Ferns. 

 
 Finally there is good detail about parish realignments, following the 

appointment of Dean James Stannus to the parish of Lisburn. Mr Savage 
Hall goes to Ballinderry, Mr Thompson to Derreaghy, and Smyth’s young 
friend, Revd Robert Rowan to the prebend of Dunsford. On the pending 
vacancy at Ardquin with the removal of Mr Milligan to ‘the little vicarage of 
Killaney’ the bishop reports that Smyth may soon expect a new neighbour: 
Mr Cecil Smyly, who will, he hopes ‘be an acceptable acquisition’ for him. 

 
61. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Abingdon Street, London, to ‘My dear 

Chancellor’, The Revd Mr Chancellor Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry, 
Ireland 

 5 May 1836 
 
 The bishop congratulates Smyth on the arrival of his ‘little daughter and the 

safety of her mamma’ [reference to Smyth’s only daughter, Gertrude 
Adeline]. He then speaks of his own son Frederick’s success as commander 
of the Water Witch and quotes from a recent letter in which the new 
commander recites the capture of a Spanish Brig.  

 
 With regard to Mr Rowan, he has refused to give him letters dismissory for 

Limerick and looks forward to ordaining him soon  
 
 The remainder of the letter is devoted to political matters: the issue of 

ecclesiastical polity; Lord Morpath’s Bill, and also mentions the publication 
of two tracts by Mant: his letter to Lord Melbourne, ‘The Churches of Rome 
and England Compared” and “Romanism and Holy Scripture Compared”, 
which are available at Parker’s on the Strand. He begs that Smyth will 
promote news of their publication. 
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62. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Abingdon Street, London, to ‘My dear 
Chancellor’, The Revd Mr Chancellor, Portaferry, Ireland 

 14 May 1836 
  
 Since his last letter, there has been much concern about Agatha, who is 

suffering from ‘sharp rheumatick fever’ and as a result John Martin left town 
a week early. His return home had resulted in her improvement. But they 
received opposite news about a good family friend, Mrs Rickman, who died 
suddenly, following a heavy chill. Mrs Mant feels this loss terribly.  

 
 Again he mentions his recently published tracts, and hopes for their 

promotion among Belfast booksellers. He encloses a copy of the ‘RC 
marriage bill’, seeking Smyth’s comments upon it. 

 
 Finally, their return to Ireland is uncertain as they await the bringing forward 

of the Irish Tithe Bill. He has desired Mr Rowan to take charge at Dunsford, 
and has referred him to both Smyth and Mr Campbell in respect of the 
Communion. 

 
[note a gap in the run of correspondence covers the best part of a year, during 1837] 
 
63. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, The 

Revd William St John Smyth, Parsonage House, Portaferry 
 14 April 1838 
 
 Routine business letter informing Smyth of recent communication by Mant 

from a Mrs Colhoun for influence with the Dean and Chapter of Down 
cathedral in securing her one of the widow’s houses overseen by the chapter 
in Downpatrick. The bishop has no intention of asking Smyth to do anything 
other than what he judges as right, but to satisfy Mrs Colhoun’s demands. He 
is sorry to trouble Smyth, which he does only because his son Walter has left 
for Dublin. 

 
 Mr Rowan, described here as Smyth’s commission, has requested a change of 

parish owing to his wife’s health, and desires ‘an inland parish’. [He was 
subsequently sent to Lambeg], but here the bishop considers him for 
Holywood, following the death of the rector, Revd Mr Davis. He proposes 
various names to take over at Dunsport, but regrets the loss of ‘our present 
curate, who is a steady man, and has been very useful in the parish’.   

 
 Finally, proposes to call a meeting of the clergy to discuss Lord Russell’s 

resolutions. The Armagh clergy and the primate have already objected to 
them. 

 
64. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Down and Connor House, to ‘My dear 

Chancellor’, Mr Chancellor Smyth, Parsonage, Portaferry 
  22 April 1838 
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Thanks Smyth for his letter concerning Mrs Colhoun. With regard to Mr 
Rowan’s successor, there is much detail and many names are mentioned, 
including Mr Lecalles’s curate of Belfast, by the name of Anderson. 
 
Concerning the diocesan clergy meeting to discuss Lord Russell’s resolutions, 
he has fixed it for the 3 May, and has advertised the meeting in both the 
Belfast Com. Chronicle and the Ulster Times. 
 
He reports that again Mrs Mant has been unwell, but doing better now that 
she has been prescribed with medication. Walter has returned from Dublin, 
where he consulted with someone named Gervas, and ‘much pleased with 
the result of his journey’. He and his lady will accompany ‘the Captain’, 
Mant’s other son Frederick to the Lakes on Frederick’s next break, 

 
65. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Down and Connor House, to ‘My dear 

Chancellor’, the Revd Wm St John Smyth, Rectory House, Portaferry 
 28 May 1838 
 
 This letter reveals that the bishop has injured his arm, but is now ‘going on 

very well’, the bandages having been removed. The state of the writing and 
his own admission reveal that it will be some time before the strength returns 
to it. He declines Smyth’s invitation to visit Portaferry, on account of the 
expected arrival of his sister Emily from Ramoan, also Mr and Mrs Phillott, 
and an impending wedding at Holywood House. 

 
 He then goes into much detail about arrangements for his personal coat of 

arms, having discovered on his promotion to the Bench, that arms long in 
use by his family, including his father and uncles were ‘false heraldry’. He has 
consulted the proper channels at the Herald’s Office [not specified if this is 
the Dublin-based office of the Chief Herald, or the College of Arms in 
London but presumably the latter as] the Earl Marshall of England has 
granted him new arms, based on the arms of the town and county of 
Southampton, with a bible, and motto from the 119th psalm included. All has 
now been rectified by the heralds, and he is glad to report he has legitimate 
arms. He hopes that if Smyth has the opportunity he will convey this 
information to George [relative of both?].  

 
 Of clerical developments, the bishop reports that Mr Tyrrell has made 

arrangements with the future incumbent of Holywood to stay until August or 
perhaps November, but he is looking for a curacy, and if Smyth should hear 
of one suiting him, he might recommend him ‘as a clergyman who has been 
very attentive to the duties of his present cure, and made a sensible 
improvement in the state of the parish’. 

 
66. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 19 January 1839 
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 More clergy movements are revealed. Mr Smyly is about to quit Ardquin, and 
as Mr Tyrrell is now engaged with the Church Education Society, the bishop 
wishes the parish to be ‘in the hands of a good clergyman, and one who may 
be pleasant to [Smyth] as a neighbour’. He recommends Mr [James] Geraghty 
as such a character and whose engagement with Mr Rowan he expects to 
expire quite soon. Should this accord with Smyth’s notions, the bishop 
recommends ‘to do good as to offer him the cure: it is only £74 per annum’. 

 
 He further informs Smyth of their intention to go to Dublin, where they will 

reside at 29 Molesworth Street, and from where he will take in the business 
of the Church Accommodation Committee. He reports that arrangements 
are well in hand for its work, and furthermore that the rules of the Church 
Education Society of Ireland have been settled. He anticipates taking in a 
meeting of ‘our diocesan society’ on his way to Dublin, and asks Smyth to 
look into arrangements for the son of someone called Richard to get to Bath 
– either by Holyhead or Liverpool, through Birmingham, whichever is the 
cheaper. 

 
 He complains his hand is rather tired, and concludes the letter suddenly. 
 
67. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Mr 

Chancellor Smyth, Portaferry 
 17 May 1839 
 
 The poor handwriting continues, and this letter contains mostly family news 

of health and a recent visit to Lahard, Killeshandra. There is a humorous 
comment about matters political: that in spite of Smyth’s loyal patronage, it 
looks as if Sir Robert Peel will soon be ‘out of government’, whilst in relation 
to matters royal, the bishop conveys that he is sorry for ‘the poor queen’, 
whom he states ‘is to be pitied in being made such a cat’s paw by her monkey 
advisers’. The rest of the letter is devoted to his son Frederick’s future studies 
at Oxford, and news of his sister’s family at Ramoan. 

 
68. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, Mr 

Chancellor Smyth 
 22 December 1839 
 
  The bishop outlines plans for a publication of a selection of his writings in 

the ? Cat[hedral] Mag[azine], by the publisher Parker [who published his 
history of the Church of Ireland], and mentions a decision by the S.P.C.K. 
Committee.  

 
 He then outlines the success of his recent ordination of no less than 25 new 

clerics at the College Chapel in Dublin, who had been trained directly by 
himself, ‘having found there were several young men looking for holy orders, 
with no prospect of procuring them. I therefore volunteered thinking it be a 
general benefit for the Church, provided the responsibility of examination 
was taken intirely from me’.  
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 He informs Smyth that his Registrar, who attended the recent ordination, will 

return with a copy of his History of the Church of Ireland recently published, for 
which the bishop begs his chancellor’s ‘acceptance’ and hopes he ‘will find it 
sufficiently interesting to induce [him] to go through it’.  

 
 The letter concludes with the usual health reports. Mrs Mant’s ‘sufferings are 

less acute’ while Frederick ‘is recovering from the small pox’. 
 
69. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 28 February 1840 
 
 Letter responding to Smyth’s last, to enclose ‘accompanying papers’ [no 

longer present] concerning the site for the intended church at Ardkeen.  
 
 He wishes Smyth well in his arrangements with ‘H.J.M.’  and advises that he 

has seen the dean of Kildare this week who ‘seemed to say that a pulpit had 
been procured’ for Smyth. Mant adds that he hopes it ‘will so turn out’.  

 
 He is glad Smyth is well disposed to his ‘History’ but fears it is ‘all but a 

selection’, however, it is good that there is a ‘continuous account of the Irish 
Church’ and he adds the forthcoming ‘Dub[lin] Univ[ersity] Mag[azine] 
contains a favourable account of [his] book’. 

 
70. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 6 March 1840 
  
 Follow up letter thanking Smyth for his opinion on the site for Ardkeen 

Church, in which the bishop reports that he enquired about it at the Castle, 
but no decision has yet been made about the ground by the Council. The 
papers about it remain with Mr Bullick. 

  
 He reports that the question about the diocesan school ‘is settled’, an 

unnamed person having ‘resigned the mastership’. 
 
71. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’  
 8 June 1840 
 
 Rather convoluted letter seeking Smyth’s opinion about the bishop’s 

complicated travel arrangements, which reveal he would prefer not to stay 
with the curate at Kilmood [where the rector and precentor of Down, Mr 
Gordon’s] house ‘is down’ and opting for more salubrious accommodation 
with Lady Annesley and others, on his journeys to various parishes. 

    
 He does not wish to leave Mrs Mant alone for too long, as they have recently 

had much company, who have all departed, thus potentially leaving her 
alone. He reports information about her condition, which seems to be a form 
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of arthritis: whilst more capable on her feet, ‘her hands are sadly disabled’. 
They look forward to a sojourn to Buxton, which may ease her condition. 

 
72. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Buxton, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 24 July 1840 
 
 Mrs Mant’s condition continues to restrict her movement, and the bishop 

reports with regret she has been forced ‘to give up bathing in the natural 
bath’ and advised to ‘resume the warm bath’ which they hope will have ‘good 
effect’.  

 
 He is glad of the ‘intelligence of Primate Newcome’ which he thinks 

promising. There is mention of books, and arrangements for payment of a 
bond, about which Smyth’s guidance is sought. 

 
  A PS notes that on the last half of the page, which bears the words 

‘Whitehall, July 14th 1840’ the bishop had begun to copy a letter by Lord 
Normandy, acknowledging ‘our recent address’. 

 
73. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 25 August 1840 
  
 More on health issues, and the bishop is pleased to hear about Mary Smyth’s 

improved health. Mrs Mant is also doing well. The bishop is pleased about 
how ‘cathedral proceedings’ are going, and the decision shared by his son, 
Walter, the archdeacon, ‘not spending all your money on the service without 
securing a place for its celebration’ is well advised.  

 
 Clerical appointments for the parish of Ardquin again are up for discussion, 

and a Mr Freke is to be considered. The bishop urges Smyth to ‘undertake 
that he would be properly examined’. As the bishop of Limerick is proposing 
to hold an ordination in September, that might be a way of ensuring the 
appointment. Otherwise, he suggests that Mr Tyrell might fill the cure, in 
addition to his role as Secretary to the Church Education Committee.  

 
 Finally there is discussion about a new appointment to be made for the new 

church in the parish of Craigs, in the diocese of Connor, and the bishop 
seems a little perturbed that a Mr Nevin sent his application to the Lord 
Lieutenant, not having first informed the bishop. 

 
74. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Chancellor’  
 29 September 1840 
 
 This letter opens with comments about the offer by Mr Ricky [Revd Walter 

Ricky, appointed curate of Ballymacarrett, diocese of Dromore, in 1840, and 
concurrently as chaplain of Ballycastle, in the diocese of Connor, from 1841] 
to take temporary charge of Killough. The bishop seems concerned that Mr 
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Courtney [perpetual curate in Ballymacarett] is too much ‘in want of 
assistance’ to allow this to happen. 

 
 On other matters clerical, the bishop does not understand ‘the Dean of 

Connor’s proposal’ [not specified], but hopes the dean [Very Revd John 
Chaine, dean of Connor 1839-55] has ‘clear view of it himself’, as he appears 
to Mant to be ‘a well disposed and liberal man’. 

 
Mrs Mant’s afflictions continue, and the malady is acutely restricting her 
movement. In these circumstances, the bishop cannot think it right to re-
convey her to Ireland, and so he has ‘taken the Chapel House for her winter 
abode’. He thus will only countenance a temporary visit to Ireland. He 
reports finally to be busy with his book [The History of the Church of Ireland?], 
and has just sent ‘page 320 to the press’. 

 
 75. R. D&C, Bath, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
  26 November 1840 
 

Brief note advising Smyth he has offered ‘the precentorship of Down to Mr 
Cumming [Revd Hugh Smith Cumming] of Ballymena, recommended to me 
by his long standing, his high character, and my own judgement of his 
merits’. [Cumming served in this position from 1841 until his death in 1859]. 
 
There is reference to Mr John Gordon, of whom the bishop has good 
opinion, and forwards related information [not present], indicating an 
expected resignation. 

 
 76. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Bath, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
  5 December 1840 
 

 Another brief letter informing Smyth that Cummings has accepted the 
precentorship of Down, and further discussing ‘J.G.’ [Revd John Gordon] 
and forthcoming vacancy of Donegore and Kilbride. 

 
 
77. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 22 April 1841 
 

Letter opens with thanks for Smyth’s kind letter of welcome, and announcing 
their arrival ‘after a long absence, which has been productive of much benefit 
to Mrs Mant who speaks of herself and evidently is much more capable of 
using her limbs than she was last year, and a great part of our sojourn in 
Bath. Her general health is good, and I thank God my own is admirable’.  
 
The remainder of the letter is devoted to his own travels in the countryside; 
news of Frederick’s preparations for examinations at Oxford; seeing Walter 
and Marianne with their children at Hillsborough, and finally, arrangements 
at Ballyclug and benefice entitlements under the Church Temporality Acts.  
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A PS informs Smyth: 
‘I propose to hold an ordination on Trinity Sunday, but would not wish it to 
be published’.  

  
78. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 31 July 1841 

 
Brief note thanking Smyth for his offer of hospitality, which he is glad to 
avail of, providing they will put him ‘into the little room at the stair head or 
wherever else may be more convenient’. He tells him he has ‘one or two 
projects about my journey, about which I would wish to consult you’.  
He asks about arrangements for his horses, and if the carriage will ‘make it 
over the water without difficulty’.  
 
He reports Mrs Mant is much as Smyth has seen her. Frederick was ordained 
the previous Sunday. 

 
79. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 22 December 1841 

 
Sorry that Smyth has been ill, which he understands prevented him from 
attending the recent chapter meeting. He complains that as Smyth and others 
were not in attendance, Mr Gordon should not have called the meeting. In 
recent days, he has heard from Mr Gordon, and has ‘accepted his apology as 
a peace-offering’.  
 
He reports Mrs Mant has been very ill, and he fears ‘a general breaking up or 
her constitution…she is very very feeble’. In these circumstances a visit by 
Smyth and his boys would not be advisable. ‘A little company for an hour or 
two’ is all she is able for. On his own health, he reports he is good, and last 
Sunday he ‘held an ordination in the College chapel…with little fatigue 
though the building is long and the service requires exertion’.  
 
For light reading, the bishop has sent some books of the Englishman’s 
Library, which have afforded ‘amusement in the evenings’ and which he 
thinks might be enjoyed in Smyth’s household, so he has forwarded them for 
his perusal. 

 
80. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 14 June 1842 

 
Letter informing Smyth that he has written to the Lord Lieutenant in relation 
to the prebendal corps connected to  
, ordering new arrangements and parish unions. These are outlined in some 
detail. 
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He reports Mrs Mant is much improved and improving, and able to walk 
about without much difficulty. Indeed she has gone into Belfast to meet 
Frederick and his bride, returning from the Lakes, via Whitehaven. He jokes 
that according to the Ulster Times of this morning the bishop is informed that 
Frederick is ‘to have Ballintoy’, and various other rumours have also been 
heard. 
 
Of the parish of Inch, he reports it to be in some uncertainty: ‘the house is 
now empty and the commission of dilapidations has been applied for…the 
farm seems to have been not properly cultivated, and is much out of order’.  
 
There is other brief family news, a recent visit from the archdeacon and ‘Mrs 
Walter’ and the death of the late master of his sons’ school, Mr Dec has died 
due to scarlet fever which appears to have broken out in the school.  

 
81. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 15 June 1842 
  
 Again refers to re-ordering of parishes and prebends and asks for Smyth’s 

consent in discontinuing the link between Ardglass and the chancellorship. 
He refers to the ‘Ramoan party’ being prevented from visiting because of 
Mrs Mant’s indisposition. Frederick and ‘his pleasing little bride’ have arrived 
as expected and the bishop announces that this son ‘is to have Inch and Mr 
Carter Ballintoy’. 

 
82. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 
 2 July 1842 
 
 Another brief letter offering ‘sympathy’ to Mary for some unfortunate event, 

not explained, and inviting her to say ‘for a little change of air and scene’ 
which might ‘assist in soothing her mind’. Mrs Mant is to write letters along 
the same lines 

 
83. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, the 

Revd W. St. John Smyth 
 7 December 1842 

This letter seems to indicate a change is afoot for Smyth, as the bishop 
enquires has he heard from the Registrar calling for ‘his resignation, consent 
etc’. He continues with other news – a melancholy visit to Dublin; agreeing 
with Smyth’s estimate of the character of the government; some comments 
about the course of the Church Education Society; glad to hear of Smyth 
joining the Church Architectural Committee. 
 
Finally the bishop asks for Smyth’s opinion on ‘the circumstances of Mr 
[Gerald Wensley] Tyrrell’s appointment to Ardquin’. [The clerical succession 
list for Down does not indicate that this man was rector of the parish of 
Ardquin, but became rector of Drumbeg in 1843, but the bishop’s comments 
in this item seem to indicate that he had been appointed]. 
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‘It has sometimes struck me that objections may be such to his holding that 
cure, and that it may be not altogether desirable for himself. Can you say 
what may be his views and whether he would feel dissatisfied or otherwise if 
an opportunity should occur for placing a permanent curate there?’ 
 
The letter concludes with more news of Mrs Mant, whose ‘hands are much 
swollen again and well nigh useless’. 

 
84. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Precentor of 

Connor’, the Revd W. St. John Smyth 
 11 March 1843 

  
This is the first letter following Smyth’s appointment as Precentor of 
Connor, and the bishop uses it, opening the letter: ‘For such I understand is 
the designation to which you are intitled’, adding he is ‘glad to learn that you 
have accomplished your business, and centred on your new station, which I 
trust will be productive of as much good as can be reasonably expected for 
yourself and your family’. 

 
On other business, the bishop asks Smyth to sort out a problem in relation to 
the ‘office of Chaplain to the Poor House’, held by a Mr Dunseath [curate of 
Ballymoney?]. He has objected to holding the position ‘on the ground of a 
want of provision for a clerk’. The bishop thinks it is not ‘sufficient ground 
for relinquishing the office if otherwise not objected to’. His opinion is that 
one of the clergy of the parish is the most suitable person for the 
appointment, because ‘the bringing in of a strange clergyman might be 
inconvenient’ and so he asks Smyth to ‘overcome [Mr Dunseath’s] scruples’. 

  
85. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, St Nicholas’s House, Westminster, to ‘My dear 

Precentor’, the Revd W. St. John Smyth 
 30 May 1843 

  
The bishop is glad to learn that soon the new precentor and his family will be 
‘settled in your rectory’. He is sure the past few weeks have been the cause of 
much fatigue with little relaxation. He encourages the new incumbent of 
Ballymoney [with which the precentorship was linked] that he may look 
forward to ‘some very pleasant neighbours’.  
 
Hinting at a dispute in the past, the bishop comments: ‘If Mrs Leslie retains 
the power of being so agreeable and intelligent a companion as she used to 
be, Mary will have much satisfaction in her Society’, while her husband Mr 
Leslie is described as ‘a worthy man’. The ‘friendly owner of O’Hara Brook’ 
[Mr Charles O’Hara, with whom later correspondence reveals Smyth was to 
have his own difficulties, see section 6/ below] will, the bishop is sure under 
Smyth’s instructions ‘be cured of the alarm which he felt for the heterodoxy 
under the ostensible guise of Church Architecture’. 
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Finally the bishop reveals the business [unspecified] which brought him to 
London has occupied him much and hitherto he has been unable to form 
any judgement of the issue. 
 
He sends kind regards to Mary, their children and Mrs Peter Egerton 
Warburton. 

 
86. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Precentor’, the Revd 

W. St. John Smyth 
 24 June 1843 

 
He congratulates Smyth on the ‘above date’ which is his birthday and 
outlines arrangements for his forthcoming visitations, which have been 
announced in the Ulster Times. Mrs Mant will be unable to visit, as she has 
had two journeys in a week to Inch, where there is a sick child [possibly a 
grandchild]. The symptoms are described in detail, and the bishop is glad to 
report the danger is over, but Mrs Mant will not return for another day or 
two. He hopes that on her return she will ‘have no great annoyance from the 
Down race course repeal meeting’. 
 
He regrets the date of his confirmation, which he hopes will not derange 
Smyth’s plans, explaining ‘this time of year is generally most convenient for 
the clergy, however individuals may sometimes be affected’. 

 
87. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Precentor’ 
 20 August 1843 

 
He is glad to ‘hear so flourishing an account of [Smyth’s] proceedings’ and 
wishes him success for his forthcoming sermon, whether preached by Smyth 
himself, or by Boyd or by any other substitute.  
 
Regarding some query about attending at political meetings that Smyth may 
have previously asked of him, the bishop replies: ‘As a general rule the less 
part the clergy take in publick political meetings in my judgement the better. 
Whether the circumstances of the approaching meeting are such as to take it 
out of the general rule, each will judge for himself. It is not my purpose to 
attend’. Smyth will obviously have to make his own mind up on the basis of 
this information. 
 
Finally in relation to internal improvements to the church at Ballywillan, the 
bishop makes small sketches of his preferences for recesses on the north and 
south sides of the altar, and alludes to further sketches that have been made 
by his daughter Agatha. He asks Smyth to make arrangements about the 
windows. 

 
88. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Precentor’, The 

Revd W. St John Smyth 
 12 March 1844 



MS 772/ 

 40 

 
It would appear from this and the next letter that Smyth has suffered a 
significant affliction of his health, as in it the bishop is rejoicing that Smyth’s 
health has returned, and continuing to pray ‘that the good Being who has 
thus far restored you will continue his good work and enable you to provide 
many years to come for his honour and the benefit of those who whether 
domestically or officially connected with you, have cause to take a lively 
interest in your welfare’. 
 
He then follows with poor news about the state of his wife’s health: ‘now so 
much crippled by it that she can not walk up or down stairs and with 
difficulty even from one room to another’, and while on the whole cheerful, 
‘her extreme dibility [sic.] shows itself in her spirits at times’. They have also 
received news of her brother, Mr Woods, who is gravely ill, and so much so 
that they would not be surprised to hear of his death.  
 
He has heard little news of Smyth’s neighbourhood, on account of the 
cessation of the Ulster Times. He is glad to hear of a new paper coming, and 
will support it.  
 
Finally on the parish of Ballyculter, nothing has reached him, and if the 
rector, Mr Leahy has vacated the benefice, it is news to the bishop as ‘no 
resignation has been tendered’; while on the prebend of St Andrews, the 
primate is giving it his consideration.  

 
89. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Mary’ [Mary Smyth] 
 14 March 1844 

 
Letter enclosing item 88 above, asking Smyth’s wife to read it, and if she 
thinks fit to submit it to her ‘good man’ for his immediate opinion. If he 
cannot, she is to return it to him immediately. He is glad to report that Mr 
Woods seems rather better. 

 
90. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Precentor’ 
 21 April 1844 

 
He is glad to hear from Mr Waddy that Smyth is much recovered and back 
‘wandering, I know not how far, from you own house’. He hopes he will gain 
more and more strength in the coming days.  
 
He asks Smyth for assistance in seeking out intelligence about the original 
dedications of several parishes including Holywood, whish is to ‘christen’ 
next week. Mant’s preference he states is to dedicate ‘after the old 
ecclesiastical custom’ as well as giving it the name of the parish. He cites the 
example of Ballyclug the previous week, where he consecrated the new 
church in the ‘name of St Patrick, the original building having been created 
by him’. There is more anecdotal information about the ancient history of 
both parishes. 
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The letter concludes with arrangements for new parish unions in the district 
of Kircubbin.  

  
91. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Precentor’ 
 26 April 1844 
 
 Smyth’s health is still clearly an issue, as in this letter the bishop warns him 

not to return to Church and his ‘publick duties of religion’ until Dr Lathmore 
says that he may do so safely. Permanently endangering his health is no ‘act 
of duty either to God or man’.  

 
92. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, D&C House, to ‘My dear Precentor’ 
 26 June 1844 
 

Glad to hear of his precentor’s continued report of improvement, the bishop 
turns attention to his duties and making provision for cover. In relation to 
the duties of rural dean, he hopes he will not resign the position, but that 
perhaps temporary arrangements can be made to procure Mr Dunseath’s 
services. If however Smyth decides to resign the office, Mant stresses: ‘I will 
by no means require you to retain it and will look about for a successor’. As 
to Smyth’s other office, Mant comments this carries no privilege, and 
therefore Smyth’s holding of it will not interfere with any one. The bishop 
adds he has ‘a full compliment of six’ such chaplains, and feels that Smyth 
will not sink under the weight of being returned ‘emeritus’. 
 
The bishop concludes by informing him he is off to Dublin ‘on account of a 
bill which I am preparing for Parliament, with good hope of success’. Mrs 
Mant may join him on the journey. 

 
93. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Precentor’ 
 11 January 1845 

 
Long and detailed letter on the subject of patronage of benefices, and in 
particular the claim of the Marquis of Donegal to the patronage of Connor, 
Ahoghill, Ballymoney, Island Magee, Kilroot, Ramoan, Kildallock in Connor, 
and Drumbeg in the diocese of Down; the additional claims of the Earl of 
Antrim to Culfeighton, Ramoan, Ballintoy, Rathlin and Armoy; and of 
Edmund McDonnell Esq. to Larne, Cairncastle, Kilwaughter, Glenarm, 
Alyde and Ardclinnis.  
 
In relation to the general Irish context where there is a movement ‘for 
keeping alive a claim’ the bishop comments many benefices are under the 
patronage of the several bishops, and ‘lay proprietors have pretended a claim 
to’. But having outlined various acts of parliament, he tells Smyth not to be 
too concerned in relation to the claim in his own case. Even in rare cases 
where claims would be allowed, few patrons would actually go to the length 
of removing the actual incumbents of parishes: ‘I am told that the claimants 
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do not wish to dispossess the incumbents, but only to establish their claim 
on future occasions’. 
 
Commenting on Smyth’s return to work as rural dean, the bishop says he is 
glad to see his handwriting as Rural Dean, and admires his calligraphy. 
 
Clearly enjoying social events in Dublin, the bishop reports that Mrs Mant is 
much improved, surprising her old acquaintances in Dublin ‘by the beauty of 
her countenance and the activity and elegance of her movements’. 
 

94. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Precentor’, The Revd W. 
St John Smyth 

 3 March 1845 
 
Reporting the outbreak of small pox in the family of his son, the archdeacon 
Walter Mant, the bishop admiringly reports that ‘the manner in which he has 
been enabled to bear his trial has been exemplary’. They hope the disorder is 
‘now vanishing from the family’.  
 
On divisions within the Church, the bishop goes into much detail, believing 
they have in fact ‘fallen on evil in many respects, in none more than the 
disagreements in the Church’. He admits it is ‘difficult to see one’s way 
among conflicting opinions and practices’, but guides that his own is simple: 
‘I endeavour to do what I take to be my duty and to assist those with whom I 
am connected in doing theirs, leaving the result to the One who can guide 
things, as he sees best, to good’. By contrast, he does not think there will be 
much benefit from the Archbishop of Canterbury’s letter, which has been 
‘written with no decided judgement, the natural consequence of a sense of 
inability to interpose with authority, for authority in fact, any more than any 
other diocesan bishop, he has none’. Returning to Mant’s ideal way of 
cooperation between bishop and clergy, his own way of conducting business 
is revealed: ‘By a good understanding and mutual cooperation among the 
bishop and clergy of the a diocese, much might be done, and I see no other 
way of doing it’. 
 
The letter concludes with an indication that due to ill health, the incumbent 
of Glenavy [Revd Edward Cupples] is to resign.  
 

95. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Dublin, to ‘My dear Precentor’, The Revd W. 
St John Smyth 

 14 April 1845 
 
 The bishop mentions the case about which Smyth is troubled concerning 

Lord Donegall’s claim [for patronage], and that he has been advised by his 
agent Mr Hare to put the case into the hands of a solicitor.  

 
 He reports Mrs Mant is ‘much better than she was some months ago, 

although suffering the last day or two from a temporary ailment.’ He further 
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reports his sister Emily was unwell ‘from partaking somewhat too largely of 
the Sunday plum pudding, from which however the rest of our party 
escaped’. 

 
96. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, The Palace, Belfast to ‘My dear Precentor’, The 

Revd W. St John Smyth 
 29 July 1845 
 

Alluding to Smyth’s dispute with parishioners in Ballymoney about liturgical 
innovations, that are detailed in section 6/ below, the bishop responds that 
‘it would be awkward for me to give advice or an opinion, unless brought 
before me officially’. However, as his son the archdeacon happens to be with 
him on his way to Scotland, the bishop has passed Smyth’s letter to him and 
advises he will write about it [see item 96a below]. 
 
In relation to what he refers to as ‘the Dunaghy business’ [perhaps a vacancy 
in the parish] the bishop has referred it to Mr Rowan, rural dean, and begged 
him to ‘call some neighbouring clergymen into council: you, if your health 
will allow; and Messrs, Hobson, Kirkpatrick and Reeves’. 

 
96a. Walter B. Mant, archdeacon of Connor, The Palace, Belfast, to ‘My dear 

Smyth’ 
 29 July 1845 

   
Referring specifically to the locking of a seat in the church at Ballymoney [see 
item 6/8 below for more background] the archdeacon shows much empathy 
and gives practical advice: ‘if I were you I would take off the lock at once and 
run the risk of consequences’. The young Hutchinson who was responsible 
for fixing the lock had no power: ‘he might just as well have locked up the 
pulpit…although long occupation [of a seat] may give a claim to a person to 
occupy, it can give more to shut out others’. So he concludes that Smyth 
‘should take off the lock without fear, and let them try the remedy if they 
dare’.  

 
97. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, The Palace to ‘My dear Precentor’, The Revd 

W. St John Smyth 
  5 January 1845 
 

Brief letter thanking Smyth and his wife Mary for their good wishes, wishing 
them the same, and informing him they are surrounded by two generations: 
Agatha and four of her children. All are recovered from the small pox. The 
bishop outlines possible visits to Ballymoney and Dublin and also extends an 
invitation to Hillsborough. 

 
[Note that all the letters from 98 to the end of the sequence are bordered in black – 
indicating that the bishop’s wife Elizabeth passed away in April 1845, and he is marking the 
year of mourning with all his correspondence]. 
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 98. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Shrivenham [?], to ‘My dear Precentor’, The 
Revd W. St John Smyth 

  2 June 1846 
 

Brief letter concerning proposed nomination of boy pupils at Marlborough 
School, which Smyth clearly intended doing, but his bishop urges that his 
‘prospect of success…is I fear, very faint’. Thanks Smyth for his kind 
invitation and looking forward to his Dromore confirmations next month. 
 

99. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Archdeaconry, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear 
Precentor’, The Revd W. St John Smyth 

  4 July 1846 
 

Announcing that he is offering the post of rectory of Layde to Mr Dunseath, 
following the death of the rector, Revd Marcus Falloon. If Mr Dunseath, 
curate at Ballymoney accepts, the bishop informs his precentor that ‘the 
appointment of a successor in the cure of Ballymoney will devolve on you’. 
Then more discreetly but helpfully, and revealing how appointments were 
made, the bishop continues that should it convenience Smyth, and not 
interfere with his rights, ‘there is a clergyman in the united diocese, of 
longstanding, of much parochial experience and of high professional 
character, who has been recently removed from his cure by the return of his 
principal, and who is anxiously looking out for another, so circumstanced as 
to enable him to find a residence for a large family of young children’. Should 
Smyth be interested, the bishop assures him he will give his name and 
references, but again reiterates he would ‘not be looked as interfering with 
your free agency’. 

 
100. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Precentor’, The 

Revd W. St John Smyth 
  8 July 1846 

 
 By last evening’s post the bishop has received a letter from Mr Dunseath, to 

whom ‘in offering him Layde’ the bishop admits he wished to ‘do him an 
acceptable and beneficial service’. However, the tenor of Mr Dunseath’s 
reply has led him to ‘doubt my success’: the bishop revealing: ‘until I reached 
the last sentence I expected him to be declining it. In the end he accepted it, 
but with such hesitation and qualifications, that I hardly feel sure of his 
determination’. The bishop continues, however, that in the event that 
Dunseath does quit, the name of the person recommended is ‘the Revd 
Robert Forde, late curate of Drumballyroney / Rathfrialand in the diocese of 
Dromore’, adding his good opinion is founded principally on the advice of 
the incumbent of Clonduff, Revd Richard Archer. 

 
101. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Precentor’, The 

Revd W. St John Smyth 
  12 July 1846 

 



MS 772/ 

 45 

 Brief letter advising further reference about Mr Forde may be procured from 
the Dean of Dromore, but that he has ‘no difficulty about receiving [Smyth’s] 
nomination of him’. 

 
102. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Precentor’, The 

Revd W. St John Smyth 
 23 July 1846 

 
Brief note enclosing a letter for Mr Forde, if he is at Ballymoney. The 
content [not explained] will, the bishop comments: ‘place you under the 
necessity of having to nominate another curate’. 

 
103. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Precentor’, The 

Revd W. St John Smyth 
  24 July 1846 
 

Brief note alluding to further arrangements for Mr Forde, and his intended 
duty of Anncloan[?] The bishop asks about Smyth’s engagements in August, 
as he hopes to accept his invitation to stay then, as ‘Frederick [Mant] has 
expressed his wish for me to attend the re-opening of his church early in 
September, so that I think of taking Ballymoney on my way’. He is sorry to 
further trouble Smyth by requesting that two servants with a pair of horses 
may also stay. 

 
104.  R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Precentor’, The 

Revd W. St John Smyth 
  27 July 1846 
 

A new curate for Smyth is again discussed. The bishop reports that Walter 
and he have been talking about a curate for Smyth, and ‘with respect of Mr 
Wilson’ think he is probably well paid by Lady Bateson, ‘and would not wish 
for another cure’. However, he urges Smyth to write ‘frankly to Mr Wynne, 
telling him your tale and asking his sentiments’.  

 
105. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Ramoan Rectory, Ballycastle, to ‘My dear 

Precentor’, The Revd W. St John Smyth 
  19 September 1846 
 

In this letter, the bishop mentions the death of his daughter-in-law, Mrs 
Robert Mant: ‘it was a great mercy that she was returned to her family with 
so little trouble and both her sisters and herself felt comfort in their re-
union’.  
 
Referring to another family affliction, the bishop reports that his son 
Frederick and wife Isabella with ‘their two surviving children, are now in a 
cottage…near the Ballycastle shore’, but are going in a day or two to Armoy’. 
The bishop’s stay at Ramoan depends on the date of the opening of 
Frederick’s church there, which is as yet undecided.  
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Smyth’s hint about relinquishing the rural deanery, the bishop finds 
‘judicious’ and presumes he will ‘be glad to surrender [his] office’.  
 
Finally the bishop alludes that he is recovering the whooping cough. 

  
106. R[ichar]d Down and Connor, Armoy Rectory, Ballymoney, to ‘My dear 

Precentor’, The Revd W. St John Smyth 
  11 October 1846 
  

Having finished his round of visits, the bishop requests if Mary [Mrs Smyth] 
and Smyth will be able to receive him for a couple of days later in the month. 
He alludes again to his bout of whooping cough and hopes there will be no 
concern about infection to any of the Smyth children, and Smyth is urged to 
have ‘no scruples about telling’ him if that is the case. If it is possible, the 
bishop will be accompanied by Frederick, as by that time he will have 
‘completed the enlargement of his church’. 
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4. Four letters to Smyth and one to his wife Mary Smyth, from Elizabeth Mant, 

wife of Bishop Mant  
 1824-[45?] 
 

This short run of correspondence from the bishop’s wife reveals the range of duties 
that Smyth as her niece’s husband and a respected diocesan cleric was called upon to 
perform, including acting as an agent to purchase antiques and other collectables for 
her personal collection. The tone of the letters is friendly and two mark important 
occasions in Smyth’s life – his engagement and the arrival of a son. 

 
1. E. Mant, Holywood House, to ‘Dear Sir’, the Revd Mr Smith [sic.], Belfast 
 5 April 1824 
 

Mrs Mant encloses payments of various sums, referring to their conversation 
yesterday. These include payment to  Mr McCartney, £1 for the large stove, 
and an additional sum of ten shillings for ‘any poor person [he] thinks it may 
be of use to’. The stove referred to is ‘at the glass house yard at the upper 
end of North Street’ [presumably in Holywood] and ‘will be sent tomorrow’. 
An annexed note thanks Mr Smyth for his communication and states she ‘is 
desirous of securing the Petrification’ giving Smyth power ‘to use his own 
discretion in the purchase of it’. 
 

2. E. Mant, Knocknagary, to ‘Dear Sir’, 
 26 April 1824 

 
More reference to the ‘Lough Neagh stove’ and reminding him she ‘should 
be sorry to lose such a thing for the want of a few shillings’, she asks him to 
state how the matter stands and that she will be satisfied ‘that [he] should 
give for it what ever [he] thinks it is fairly worth as a curiosity for my 
collection’ 

 
3. E. Mant, Portaferry Glebe, to ‘Dear Sir’, the Revd Mr Smith [sic.], Belfast 

10 August 1827 
 
She has packed a parcel for Smyth and just heard that her son Frederick ‘who 
has been at Spit Head these ten days with no chance of being permitted to 
come home, as his ship the War Spite is under orders for sailing again 
immediately for the Mediterranean’ so she asks if he could take care to 
forward [whatever is in the packet] as soon as possible to him and before he 
sails. She adds it has been hard not to see him ‘after such a long absence’ but 
hopefully ‘a few months will…give us sight of him’. She adds that Agatha 
and Walter send their best regards while Frederick sends a message for Mary 
[Mant, soon to be Mrs Smyth], that he ‘just had time to visit her uncles 
Charles where he heard of her good tidings’ [on her engagement to Mr 
Smyth]. She wishes that ‘after 23 years of wedded life’ he will be ‘as happy in 
that state’ as she is.  
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4. E. Mant, D&C House, to ‘My dear Sir’, the Revd Mr Smith [sic.], Rectory 
House, Portaferry 

 July 1833 
   

Thanks him for the ‘welcome intelligence’ of Mary’s safety and the safe 
arrival of a son. Although a “man child” is added to his ‘board’,  hopes he 
will give him comfort throughout his life [unfortunately this child died in 
1842, aged 13]. Interesting comments about the importance of a son 
compared to a daughter.  
 
Reports their household ‘Balitine’ is improved, although few families have 
escaped ‘influenza more than ours’. Walter’s cough is giving way, and she 
supposes that her cough is ‘not of much consequence’. She and her husband 
have escaped the ‘flu. She has little news to report, having ‘heard from 
nobody’. They hoped for a visit from Jersey, especially as ‘Matilda remained 
as well as she then was’, but the last they heard was three weeks ago. She 
hopes to give a good account of her intended ‘nursery’ as he gave of his, 
adding ‘we are all strange at the business at our house’.  
 
Interesting neighbourhood information is imparted, and life in the country 
seems rather dull, Mrs Mant commenting that all their neighbours ‘are in a 
sad overtired state’. She refers to the Cultra and Holywood House families. 
The heir to Holywood House has ‘come down to be our neighbour at what 
was old Mrs Kennedy’s house, the poor woman having died quietly some 
weeks ago at Cheltenham. Old John as heir to the property has imbibed his 
sister-in-law and her son to come and look after their own premises to the 
coming of age of the young man’. Mentions also the Captain Price, old 
Madam H[?]  and Lizzie Kennedy who have planted their staff at Farm Hill. 
‘We have no neighbourhood but our own pretty grounds and their vocal 
inhabitants which were never more numerous or musical than this year’. 
 
The bishop, Walter, Marianne [Walter’s wife, nee Blackwood] and herself 
join ‘most cordially in good wishes for the continued good health of 
[Smyth’s] dear little wife’ whom she hopes to see again soon. 

 
 5. E. Mant, The Palace, to ‘dear Mrs Smyth’ 
  28 March [1845?], 9 o clock pm 
 

A letter from Mrs Smyth’s making arrangements for the safe travel of one of 
her young nieces, and other social engagements. They visited Hillsborough as 
she was anxious to see her sister, and found her recovering well and anxious 
to get back to Jersey.  
 
Then mentions how altered is the family of her son Walter, his wife 
Marianne having died shortly before [22 February 1845]. ‘She will be a great 
loss to poor Walter, whom if she had had her health, she exactly suited in 
every respect, but as it now is it has been a melancholy state for him to be in 
for some time a young governess and two small children all unfit 
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companions for his evenings when tired with duties and engagements of 
various kinds he came to his deserted fireside’. 
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5. Letters to Smyth from Robert M. Mant (1785-1834), archdeacon of Down and 
Connor 1828-34, and brother of Richard, bishop of Down, Connor and 
Dromore 

 1829-33 
 

By virtue of his appointment as archdeacon, the Venerable Robert M. Mant was 
concurrently rector of the parish of Hillsborough, an assignment that the letters 
below reveal was difficult. The overall tone of the correspondence is affectionate and 
covers many personal affairs, as well as ecclesiastical business. It also reveals the 
close contact both men had with ‘D[own] &C[onnor] House’ and the bishop. 

 
1. Robert M. Mant, Down and Connor House, to ‘My dear Smyth’ 

Tuesday 8 September 1829 
 
Confidential letter, the contents of which he advises Smyth are to be 
‘revealed to no one but to your bosom friend’, concerning the ‘exchange’ 
between Lord E.L and Mr Mc–. He throws out a suggestion that Lord E.C. 
‘should go to Portaferry’, Smyth himself ‘to Belfast’ and McC ‘as originally 
proposed’ [does not specify where]. The matter is obviously so secret no 
further details are revealed. Mant adds he is confined to his house, having 
been ‘extremely indisposed’ from a blast to his face. 

  
2. Robert M. Mant, Down and Connor House, to ‘My dear Smyth’, Parsonage 

House, Portaferry 
Friday, 11 September 1829 
 
Mant thanks Smyth for his kind invitation, and attention. He knows of how 
necessary is ‘my presence at Hillsborough’ and hopes to ‘be on the spot next 
week’. He will thus meet Smyth in Down, on the 16 [Sept] according to 
Smyth’s and ‘the Dean’s intimation’ [Dean of Down, Hon. Thomas Plunket?] 
having received a letter from the latter. He was well enough ‘to go over to 
Belfast with the Bishop yesterday’.  Smyth’s reply to Mant’s proposal was 
‘pretty much what I expected it would be’ [Smyth must have turned down an 
appointment in Belfast], for Mant comments: ‘nothing would induce me to 
take up residence in the delectable city of Belfast’. The letter concludes with 
further comments about Hillsborough, and what appears to be a conflict 
with the parish: ‘every possible means of annoyance etc have been and are 
resorted to in that parish against me; all of which might have been well and 
easily avoided, had there been consistency and sincerity in one or two 
individuals…’. 

  
3. Robert M. Mant, Archdeaconry House, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smyth’, 

Parsonage House, Portaferry.  
17 October 1829 
 
After personal exchange about visiting him and his wife Mary, Mant is sorry 
to trouble him with business, but asks Smyth to see Mr Wm. McCleery Junr., 
and say that he [Mant] has the warrant for his commission, and would be 
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obliged if McCleery would come to see him at Hillsborough, to meet the 
other Commissioner Mr Stuart, to be sworn in. Mant adds ‘neglect of the 
parish’ has prevented it being done sooner. There is mention of a note about 
this appointment by Lord Gower. 
 
Mant adds that the Bishop and Mrs M. will ‘come to us on Thursday’, and 
that the bishop had ‘a satisfactory letter from Ld. Donegall. 
 
Finally, adds that ‘my people ratted last Monday: and also yesterday. O 
Tempora! O Mores! Conduct most infamous.’  

  
4. Robert M. Mant, 54 St Stephen’s Green East, Dublin to ‘My dear Chancellor’ 

28 December 1830 
 
Discusses routine business concerning the bishop, and payments [perhaps an 
allowance] to a Robert Nelson and the churchwarden at Killough, and that 
the churchwardens at Killough are to inform Smyth how ‘the duty has been 
going on of late at Killough’. [This appears to infer a vacancy, and according 
to J.B.Leslie, Biographical succession lists of the clergy of Down (Enniskillen, 1936), 
p. 142 there was a vacancy in 1830-31, the former perpetual curate, Revd 
Denis McGillyduddy having been deprived of office’. 

  
5. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough to ‘My dear Smyth’, Portaferry 

11 February 1831 
 
Comments on life with ‘my ladies’ [from a later item of correspondence from 
his wife Mary we may assume that these are Mary and her two sisters, all 
daughters of Philip Lys of St Heliers, Jersey]. Mant urges Smyth to come and 
visit them soon: ‘The roads are passable…We have no engagements and 
therefore if you could come next week, or the week after, be kind enough to 
do so’. As his ‘cure’ [curate] ‘has leave of absence and will visit Mr Creery’s 
(chancellor?)’ [reference to Leslie Creery, vicar of Ramoan 1831-34, and 
Creery’s subsequent appointment as Chancellor of Connor, from 1831]. 
 
He asks Smyth to inform him of expense for passage on the steam from 
Bristol to Dublin. He then comments about the death of ‘the old Dr’ [Revd 
Charles Hill, vicar of Ramoan 1792-1831], which he regards as ‘a good thing 
for young Hill’ speculating it will result in ‘Creevy to Ramoan and John 
Martin to Kilmore, unless Killesandra or Cappagh just vacant…’. 

   
6. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Chancellor’ Rectory House, 

Portaferry 
22 February 1831  
 
Expects his friend Hill next Thursday but all here ‘passed unanimously’ that 
Smyth and party to visit next Monday or Tuesday. Thanks him for 
information about the steam packet, and looks forward to discussing all 
matters. 
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7. Robert M. Mant, Archdeaconry House, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear 
Chancellor’ Rectory House, Portaferry 

  25 February 1831 
 

They will have great pleasure to welcome Smyth and his lady on Monday, 
although sorry that the minors [Mant’s two children] will not be coming. 
Mant recommends, following a recommendation by Lord Dufferin that to 
avoid delay by ferry, they ‘take the road to N’Ards, and so thro’ Comber’. He 
will hold all ‘topicks’ until Smyth’s arrival, adding he should ‘put a sermon in 
[his] pocket and accept and distribute the united kind regards of Miss Robert 
and Matilda, and Hill…’ 
 
A ‘P.S.’ adds that Walker will come up from Ballywillan for a few days. In 
case of Smyth finding difficulty about duty for the 6th, he will get Mr Lett 
[Revd Charles Lett, curate of Hillsborough1830-41] to go over to Kilmore on 
Saturday, whence he…would willingly proceed to take your duty on the 
following day…’. 

 
8. Robert M. Mant, Archdeaconry House, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smyth’ 

Rectory House, Portaferry 
 25 March 1831 
 
 Mant is sorry that Smyth had such a storm to encounter on his recent return 

to Portaferry. 
 

He informs Smyth about a letter received by from his friend Revd Temple 
Chevallier, late Fellow and Tutor of Catherine Hall, Cambridge, and now a 
beneficed clergyman in Cambridge, concerning the establishment in the Isle 
of Man of a college for the education of the clergy of the island, and general 
instruction upon principles of the Established Church, called King William’s 
College. The Bishop of Sodor and Mann, and trustees of the new college 
have offered Chevallier the position of principal.  

 
As arrangements to make the appointment are not yet completed, and the 
C’s acceptance of the post will depend on the number of students, they are 
wondering about the ‘prospect of several coming from the North of Ireland, 
where [according to the bishop] members of the Church of England are 
scarcely able to find eligible places of education for their children, many of 
the schools being in the hands of Socinianism [16th century religious school 
of thought that questioned trinitarianism, and forerunner of Unitarianism]. 
 
Thus he requests Smyth to favour him with his opinion about his knowledge 
of Belfast; places of education in Ireland; any report of the proposed college 
in the Isle of Man; and if gentlemen in Ireland would be desirous of availing 
of such an institution. 
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9. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough, to the Revd Chancellor Down, Parsonage 
House, Portaferry 
21 April 1831 

 
Thanks him for invitation to the capitular meeting and mentions 
communication with ‘our actuary’. Includes details of ‘sums alleged to have 
been paid to the dean’. Goes into some detail about sums received by the 
dean, and follows up with suggestions for further meetings. Mentions Hill 
and possible wedding plans, Mary and Alicia, the indisposition of Uncle 
George. 

  
 10. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smith’ 
  1 Nov. 1831 
 

Thanks for his kind condolence [seems to refer to some injury]. Happy to say 
he is getting around again. Mentions ‘twisting and turning of plans’ and 
decides Smith’s plan the best: to leave via Ballinahinch, Lecoile Bridge, and 
Strangford. Would hope to reach there in time for the ferry. The carriage and 
horses will remain at ‘Stockdale’s’ to convey him and Smith ‘into 
Down[patrick] early  on Friday. Intends to leave again by two o’clock. Gives 
affectionate regards to Mary and the young ones… 

 
 11. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smith’ 
  21 Nov. 1831 
 

Glad to hear that Smith’s ‘good lady has added to his youthful stock, and 
extends his own congratulations along with ‘Mrs Robert Mant and Miss Lys’. 
Adds that he has received a letter from the bishop, who after much 
consideration had made ‘Walker [the] rector of Billy, not withstanding the 
adjunct of the archdeaconry vacated by the sudden death of the late 
archdeacon’. He concludes ‘we may drink the heath of the new archdeacon 
elect’. 

 
 12. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smith’ 
   1 Dec. 1831 
   

Comments on being thrown by a good deal of affliction of late by the 
unexpected death of one of Mrs Mant’s sisters. She was older by a few years 
than Miss Lys, ‘who is known to you [Smith]’. Glad to hear Mary and the 
baby are doing well, and would be delighted to become ‘a sponsor for the 
little fellow’. He trusts Smith will ‘look out a suitable proxy at his christening’. 

  
13. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, the Chancellor of 

Down, Parsonage, Portaferry 
  2 April 1832 
  [This letter is partially torn] 
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Thanks him for his kind letter of the 24th [March] received by him through 
the hands of Mr Corry, about whom Mant is glad to know from Smith ‘that 
what he does know, he knows pretty well’, a reference to Corry’s intention to 
present himself for priest’s orders, but also Smith’s hint about him ‘learning 
much’. 
 
Refers to Miss Lys gaining strength, having been in quarantine, and being 
able to attend church, but still being so weak she was obliged ‘in the middle 
of the prayers to retire’. They thus intend to go to Birkenhead on the 
Chieftain. After allowing time for the ladies health to recover, they will 
proceed to Chapel House, for which he tells his correspondent ‘your packets 
are stowed away in readiness’, and then the next day to Weymouth to 
disembark a day later. 
 
Thanks him for the information about the Bristol passage and his other 
reports. Sends thanks and best wishes of his wife, and Matilda to him, Mrs 
Smith and the young ones. 
 
A PS note which is partially cut in ‘respect of Miss Slemmon’ and says he 
would be obliged if Smith acted for him ‘in doing in my name for me what 
you do for yourself’. 

 
14. Robert M. Mant, Jersey, to ‘My dear Chancellor’, the Chancellor of Down, 

Portaferry, Ireland 
 28 January 1833 
 
 Mant’s wife, Mary Lys, originated from Jersey and it appears the archdeacon 

has travelled there to recover from illness, do light duty in the chapel there. 
 

He offers humble apologies for ‘having suffered so much time to lapse 
without thanking you for your very kind letter so long since received’ [almost 
a year has elapsed since his last letter] and for Smith’s ‘friendly expressions 
respecting my sufferings in the summer, the effects of which, whether from 
change of weather or from this sort of occupation, I still occasionally feel’.  

 
 Mant is seriously concerned at Smith’s own indisposition [an illness of some 

kind too]: ‘I like not what you say, “I am told I may be long subject to it”, 
but would rather trust that your next account may be more favourable, and 
to our wish’.  

 
 Reports that his ‘ladies’ are well: the elder enjoying the sojourn in Jersey 

under the regime of her old medical attendant. In November they changed 
location on the island to a different side of the town which was more 
‘elevated  and airy’ and occupy ‘a beautiful detached furnished cottage, which 
we took off Mrs Scully’s hands’. She is known to Smith, and spoke much of 
him and his sister and family. Mant’s comments continue: ‘the removal on 
her part was very opportune for us as we have a delightful snug residence, 
good air, fine views of town and sea, and moreover detached’. 
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 Matilda [Mant] has been invalided at times, and is continually under Dr 
Jones, but seems to be better, although ‘we are frequently alarmed about her 
– she has such a dreadful cough’. 

 
 It would appear Mant has taken over local chapel duties, as he reports: ‘The 

chapel has gone on well. Modestly it has become filled within the last few 
months: an event [he] finds gratifying, as well to the pockets of the 
proprietors, as to the off[iciatin]g. Minister. In fact there are only about six  
sittings vacant, and these have not been let from peculiar causes’. He expects 
that the proprietors will come to provide a new organ. Mant doew not hold 
back on his enthusiasm for attendance developments: ‘except during my’ 
[illness?, page is torn], he has ‘done the duty, and it has [been] good’. The 
chapel is beautiful and there about 100-200 communicants.  
 
Smith’s account of cholera filled him with ‘horror, having seen a good deal of 
it here [Jersey]. He reports 400 deaths out of 750 cases. 
 
Mentions paying his cathedral subscription, Smith taking care of his 
‘preachments’ and sends united love to Smith, Mary and the dear boys’. 

 
15. Robert M. Mant, Archdeaconry House Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smith’, the 

Chancellor of Down, Rectory House, Portaferry 
 25 August 1833 
 
 Informs Smith as the bishop has already done during his sojourn with Smith 

of ‘our intentions’, and hopes he will be glad to hear they have ‘passed all 
perils by sea and land’ to arrive safely from Cliffony at Kingstown, after 35 
hours of travel rather than anticipated 24 hours. Then he continues they 
proceeded from there to Dublin ‘by a vile jaunting car’. A day’s repose in 
Dublin was then necessary, and then they came on to Hillsborough. They 
had hoped to make it by the same evening, but ‘a trifling accident to one of 
the wheels of our carriage’ enforced further overnight delay at Banbridge.  

 
 Hopes to meet Smith soon to see him, when he will give him a parcel for 

Portaferry of a few plants, a few letters, including one from Westminster and 
one from his cousin Henry.  

 
Reports that they saw Mrs Mant before they left, and she was ‘very tolerable’. 
They also saw Ethel who is better and Alicia, who was so kind as to return to 
Bath with them. There Henry, Mant’s cousin, and Mrs Smith’s ‘papa’ dined 
with them. George [Mant ?] had gone to London, and will sail in the same 
ship as Sir J. Keane, the new commanding officer,  to Bombay, in October.  
 
He intends to go to the D&C [Down and Connor See] House on Tuesday. 
Gives thanks for their better health, although Matilda is much debilitated by 
her long illness. They hope she can renew her strength in time. Hopes they 
will have the pleasure to see him soon. Kindest regards to him, his good lady 



MS 772/ 

 56 

and four hoys. Had hoped to see their grandfather. Ends with latest 
arrangements to attend the bishop at the See House.  

 
16. Robert M. Mant, Archdeaconry House Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smith’, the 

Chancellor of Down, Rectory House, Portaferry 
 27 September 1833 
 
 Conveys that he is most anxious to know how Smith is, as they have been 

concerned about it. He hopes the report of himself and his family ‘will be a 
favourable one’, adding that he would be happy to see him, the bishop 
having conveyed that Smith might visit.  

 
 Refers to correspondence with the Dean of Down and his right and power to 

manage the ‘economy fund’ [of the cathedral?], and comments ‘that he has 
rescinded our former decisions’. The issue seems to be the cost of erecting a 
tower, and the dean’s obligation to subscribe to this: ‘Now I confess that if 
Mr Dean does not come down with the dust, it is with me a great question 
whether I will pay for the last year’. The dean must pay his share.   

 
 There is mention of a ‘further conveyance’ involving a Mr Conkey, comment 

to the tythe bill, and issues about relief: ‘I do think this a most iniquitous 
measure, smuggled as it was, and being an evident attempt to rob the clergy 
and destroy the church’. 

 
The remainder of the letter is taken up with personal matters, the safety of 
‘your lady’s guitar’, a proposed visit to Ballintoy, Smith’s ponies et al. Reports 
‘Matilda is rather better and my lady pretty well. 
 

17. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smith’, 
 6 November 1833 
  

Reply to Smith’s letter of the 30 October, mostly concerning personal affairs. 
Glad to hear of Mrs Smith’s good proceedings to Bath, sorry that Alicia is 
indisposed according to Mrs Smith’s information, promises to send the 
guitar, George’s bible and prayer book, to Portaferry Coach House via a new 
‘inside servant’ he has engaged, who will travel to Belfast tomorrow. 
 
Refers to suspicious circumstances about a letter which resulted in 
proceedings in the court house, and for which Mant availed of ‘that youth’ 
Mr Jospeh Quays’ ‘wish to leave’.  
 
He discusses his horses and the sale of one at Belfast; makes reference to the 
good disposition of Smith’s new pupil; comments on the health of Miss Lys, 
which is ‘at times very poorly…in this weather unable to assume her 
equestrian exercise’; sorry to hear ‘of Mr Corry’s progress or rather non-
progress’, as he has gone off to Cavan on direction of the Bishop of Kilmore. 
 
Thanks him for the book of rules which Mant will take care of.  
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Asks him for updated news from Bath, and sends love ‘to the dear children, 
and remembrances to George’. 
 
A ‘P.S.’ notes that they ‘expect Mill on Saturday for a few days on his road to 
England’. 

 
18. Robert M. Mant, Hillsborough, to ‘My dear Smith’, the Chancellor of Down, 

Parsonage, Portaferry 
 23 December 1833 
 
 Having planned to ‘go to Down and Connor House for a few days’ on 

receiving Smith’s kind letter of the 9th inst. they have decided to delay it until 
after the arrival of his ‘good lady’ from Bath after the 28th. Knowing that the 
Smiths have also been invited to ‘D&C House’ they will delay it in the light 
of Mary’s uncertain arrival until the 30th, after Smith has met, as Mant rather 
paternalistically puts it, with ‘your long lost rib’. Hopes the weather ‘having 
been so blusterly’ will improve to all a ‘favourable voyage’.  

 
 Then makes reference to the appointment of ‘the late Dean of Down’ [Very 

Revd Hon. Edmund Knox] being sent as bishop of Limerick [Knox became 
bishop of that diocese in 1834 and continued until his death in 1849]. The 
archdeacon’s observation on the appointment is that ‘to save themselves! the 
government could not have created a new bishop’, adding as a quip: ‘yet what 
will they not do?’ Continuing on the political line, he adds, that Plunket 
[Knox’s successor a dean of Down, the Hon. Thomas Span Plunket, dean of 
Down 1831-39, and then bishop of Tuam 1839-66] ‘may yet be the man’. 

 
   

5a. One letter to Smyth from Mary Mant, nee Lys, widow of the late 
Robert M. Mant, revealing financial difficulties 

   
1. M. Mant, 26 La Motte, Jersey, to the Revd W. St John Smyth, Portaferry 
 [undated] c. 1840  
 

This letter has been written some time after the death of Mrs Mant’s 
husband. In it she thanks Smyth for his recent kind note, and assures him 
that she did not think he and his wife had forgotten about her. It is gratifying 
to her to be remembered, and ‘linked in my heart with the remembrance of 
happier days’ as he was ‘so loved and esteemed by my dear husband and 
child’. She adds that Mrs Mant has also continued to write ‘while she was 
able’ although in recent times this has been more difficult. She [Mrs Mant] 
paid a bill for books which he [Smyth] had had from Mr Lett but this letter 
reveals there seems to be a discrepancy in the amount. A Mr Stuart sent a 
bill, for ‘unpaid books’ in the spring, but due to illness last winter he had not 
been able to attend to business and so the bill went unpaid for a long time.  

 
The letter reveals that Mrs Mant is not financially secure: ‘I am left entirely 
dependent on my dear kind sisters, with the exception of some 
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remembrances some years ago and what some sent me last Decr.’ She reveals 
this to Smyth ‘in confidence’ continuing:  ‘I have never owed so much to any 
other person, but I think it due to my dear sisters that some one should 
know how kind they are to me’.  
 
She concludes by saying that she might have had the pleasure of introducing 
them to him when he came to Plymouth, as she hoped he would ‘visit our 
little island’, but as she has heard that his mother in now in Ireland, she fears 
there is not much chance of seeing him. She indicates she will ‘chat’ with his 
dear wife – perhaps by separate letter – and so concludes, wishing him health 
and happiness and hoping he will favour her with the sight of [his] 
handwriting’. 
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6. Correspondence between William St John Smyth, as rector of Ballymoney (an 
appointment which was held with the precentorship of Connor) and letters 
from several of his parishioners there concerning a dispute of ‘innovations in 
conduct of services’ to which a small and influential group within the 
congregation appear to have objected 
 1845-46 

 
The run of 18 letters mostly to Smyth, but containing some drafts of his responses, 
reveal the congregation preferred the style of worship they were used to and did not 
like new practices. Smyth appears determined to ensure the new practices were 
adhered to by the curate, Revd James Dunseath, who was responsible for the day to 
day running of the parish, as Smyth resided in Portaferry from where he attended to 
cathedral business. Some parishioners felt so strongly about the matter, they chose to 
absent themselves from church, and in a slightly farcical episode, one woman even 
bolted her pew, so that others could not use it in her absence. 
 
 It is not certain if the dispute was ever fully resolved, although the final letters reveal 
that eventually Smyth was forced to concede on three of four points of contention, 
at which point most absentees had returned to church. The colourful exchange 
uncovers a full-scale parochial dispute, with members of the congregation refusing to 
attend services, pressuring the rector to come around to their way of thinking, and 
not being shy of criticising his stance. The letters reveal that Smyth was suffering 
from ill-health during this period. One letter reveals that the whole affair was 
affecting his health, and creating much unhappiness for him. The final letters in the 
run indicates that the dispute remained unresolved by November 1846. Within two 
months of that date, Smyth had died, and we may presume that his successor Revd 
Canon James Russell Philpott (whose wife Alicia was a sister of the Rt. Revd Richard 
Mant) enjoyed happier relationships, continuing in the position until his death in 
1865. Significantly the curate Dunseath’s appointment also ended in 1847. 
 
For further background about the bishop’s position reference should also be made 
to section 3/ above and to the printed letter of bishop ‘relative to the celebration of 
divine service’, item 7/4 below. 

 
1. Charles O’Hara, O Hara Brook, to My Dear Sir [the Revd William St John 

Smyth] 
 15 April 1845 
 
 Alludes to the ‘movement going on in this diocese with regard to the 

innovations of late years introduced into our Church Service’, and says he has 
been requested by several of Smyth’s parishioners to write to him on the 
subject. It is their express wish that the innovations ‘be discontinued’ and 
‘the old way of celebrating divine service re-established’.  The main liturgical 
issues of dispute were:  the conclusion of the service with ‘the sermon’, the 
collection of the poor being after Holy Communion, and not before, and the 
positioning of the psalm in relation to the latter. The tone of the letter is 
rather non-conciliatory. Smyth is reminded that with regard to the sermon 
ending the worship, this was ‘performed in the same manner it was done 
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when [he] was curate in Belfast, and is still continued there without any 
innovations’. The main fabric issue was the removal of the font ‘to its old 
situation’ rather than the inconvenience of the ‘narrow aisle’. 

 
 O’Hara concludes his firm letter in the hope that ‘our wishes will be received 

and responded to in the kindly spirit in which they are conveyed’. A PS 
further marks the Precentor’s card in relation to the wearing of the surplice: 

 ‘supposing its discontinuance will follow as a matter of course’. 
 
2. Charles O’Hara, O Hara Brook, to My Dear Sir [the Revd William St John 

Smyth] 
 24 April 1845 
  
 Whilst sorry about Smyth’s ‘late afflicted state of heath’ which all ‘deeply 

lament’ the congregation remains determined to ‘return to the old way of 
celebrating Divine Service’, and having received an answer from him, now 
supplies a list with the names of those in the congregation ‘who approve of a 
return to the former practice’ [see item 3 below], further advising that many 
other names also would willingly have been added to the list, but for fear of 
giving offence did not add their names.  

 
 Further adds that the practice of the psalm after the third Collect is another 

innovation that many in the congregation would like discontinued.  
 
3. Petition to the Revd William St John Smyth signed by all the signatories 

below 
 Ballymoney, 24 April 1845 
 
 Further to Mr O’Hara’s letter, ‘relative to the innovations introduced of late 

years into our Church Service’, the undersigned names beg that it is their 
‘anxious wish that Divine Service for the future should be performed in the 
manner stated in Mr O’Hara’s letter to you of the 15th inst’. 

 
 Names as follows: 
  
 James Leslie of Leslie Hill [principal landlord in Ballymoney] 
 Mrs Leslie do. 
 Charles O’Hara 
 Mrs O’Hara 
 Mrs Hutchinson 
 George Hutchinson 
 Robert Johnson 
 Elizabeth Greene 
 James Thomson 
 Mrs Thomson 
 Wid[ow?] Mrs Lackan 
 George Henderson 
 R. Hamilton 
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 Mrs Hamilton 
 William McKeeserk 
 James Ball 
 John McQuillan 
 

4. Draft response to [O’Hara?] following receipt of the petition from the Revd William 
St John Smyth initialled ‘WSS’. 

 29 April [1845] 
 

Smyth declares he has been notified by Mr Dunseath [curate of Hillsborough 1826-
47] that his last letter of the 25th inst. had been deemed by him [presumably O’Hara] 
‘personally offensive’. Smyth continues that he thinks his own ‘feelings and my state 
of health have been very little considered in this business’ he is yet ‘the last person in 
the world who would wilfully offend’. Smyth carefully chooses his words to 
apologise: ‘You are the last person from your general kindness of disposition, to 
whom I should wish to say anything to hurt…I beg to apologise to you and express 
my sincere regret for any expression which may have caused you annoyance and 
which I may not be considered justified in using’. 
 
However, on the verso of the letter, he makes the position very clear: the petition has 
been signed by ‘very few members of my congregation’. He has previously made it 
clear that he doubts that the alterations proposed ‘would be in their full extent 
acceptable to the great bulk of my congregation’. Furthermore, he believes that the 
petition is not representative of very many and presumes it ‘met with many refusals 
from all ranks’. He thus takes no offence by the ‘few who have signed it’.  
 
A tone of bitterness is revealed by Smyth’s other remarks, some of which are scored 
out on the draft: ‘the success upon which you calculated [the petition] has turned out 
a complete failure’. 

 
5. Charles O’Hara, O Hara Brook, to My Dear Sir [the Revd William St John Smyth] 
 29 April 1845 
 

An equally bitter letter responding to an earlier communication of Smyth’s 
challenging its ‘general spirit and tenor’. He re-states his position that many more 
would have signed the petition had they not feared giving offence. Reminds Smyth 
that those who did sign ‘bore the names of the most respectable portion of [his] 
congregation, whom he believes speak for the ‘feelings and wishes of a large portion 
of the congregation’. Again requests that Divine Service be performed in Ballymoney 
Church in accordance with the undeviating practice observed in parish churches 
throughout Ireland, with the exception of a few in this diocese, and asserts that in 
many other parishes such innovations have actually been omitted. 
 
The letter concludes in a rather challenging statement about the role of the laity: 
‘The laity in the diocese of Down and Connor have been both the friends and 
supporters of the Church to an extent not equalled in any other, and the time may 
not be far distant when their aid may be again required’. 
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6. James Thomson, Balnamore, to ‘Dear Sir’, the Revd William St John Smyth 
 Saturday 5 oclock, 17 May 1845 
 

Thompson is replying to a letter addressed to his wife from Smyth [who in note on 
the top of this letter in Smyth’s hand he notes ‘had not left the church’ but had asked 
him to ‘give up 3 of 4 points’]. Her husband’s tone is challenging: refuting the use of 
the surplice and other practices ‘were never acceptable to the sense of this 
Evangelical and Orthodox parish which I deem a sufficient reason for myself at least, 
retiring from my attendance upon Church without losing sight of either “good 
nature” or a just “sense of propriety” or of the good respect I should wish to hold 
for you and Mr Dunseath’. 

 
7. Charles O’Hara, O Hara Brook, to My Dear Sir [the Revd William St John Smyth] 
 26 July 1845 
  

Replying to another letter from Smyth of the 23rd inst. O’Hara says his original views 
about the innovations have not changed at all. He cannot understand why ‘our 
Church service should be performed in a different manner to the way its done in the 
other parish churches’.  His next comments provide more background about a Mant-
connection in relation to their introduction: 
 
‘The innovations in the service in Ballymoney Church were first introduced by the 
late Mr Mant [Robert Mant, who served as precentor 1824-28]. He went from this 
parish to Hillsborough where I hear the changes have been given up’.  
 
He has repeatedly stated his position to Smyth and Mr Dunseath, to whom he 
believe responsibility for the restoration of ‘peace and harmony amongst us’ solely 
rests. 

 
8. WSS to Mrs H[utchinson] 
 26 July 1845 
 

Draft of Smyth’s letter entreating her to ‘reconsider the line of conduct [she] is 
pursuing in absenting [her]self and causing [her] family also to do so’ from divine 
worship in [her] parish church.  
 
Matters were obviously becoming entrenched but also farcical as Smyth’s next 
comments make clear. As the ‘legitimate advisor in these matters’ he further urged 
her to remove the ‘lock of the door of the pew usually occupied by the Hutchinson 
family’. States this action is without any legal right, and requests her to ‘quietly have 
the lock removed in the course of the day’. He adds that he wishes to see the pew 
occupied by her children ‘and by none else’ and that nothing shall be done to ‘disturb 
her possession of it’ whenever she should wish to occupy it, but he could not 
consent ‘to a step, the first taken by any person in the Church…which is a manifest 
invasion of the freehold of the Minister’.  
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Having once more entreated her to take proper possession of the pew, he then 
stamps his priestly authority ‘in God’s name’ and states that if the lock is not 
removed by her he ‘shall take means however reluctantly to have it done myself’. 

 
9. James Thomson, Belnamore, to My Dear Sir [the Revd William St John Smyth] 

13 August 1845 
 
Letter marked ‘private and confidential’ in which Thomson seems to take a 
conciliatory tone following what he refers to Smyth as ‘our interview’ of the previous 
day. It is his ‘very great regret indeed that [Smyth’s] health and peace of mind should 
suffer from the position of affairs in [his] parish. Thomson feels it a duty ‘in a 
Christian point of view to reverse an impression’ that Smyth appears to hold and 
assure him ‘no unfriendly feeling exists towards you, or that such ever prompted any 
of the demands made upon [him]’.  
 
He then puts his proposal: ‘If therefore you can allow the services to be performed 
in your church as practiced by yourself formerly in others and very universally 
continued elsewhere, namely by commencing with the Morning Hymn or Psalm, and 
ending the services in the pulpit, you will…regain part, in all probability all the 
congregation whose absence you deplore and would have the consolation of not 
only seeing your church well filled, but …experience the affections of the people 
strengthen towards you’.  
 
Thomson concludes the letter by stating he has not consulted with anyone, but 
simply to communicate how he thinks harmonious relationships between pastor and 
people will be restored. 

 
10. WSS to [Mr Thompson] 
 14 August 1845 
 

Draft of Smyth’s reply to /9 above. He thanks him for the friendly spirit of his letter, 
and whilst he laments the present movement in his parish, he ‘never for an instant 
supposed that it originated in any spirit of hostility to [him]self’. He has received 
much kindness since he came to Ballymoney, and has ‘carefully weighed how far I 
was justified, without a sacrifice of principle, in meeting their wishes’. He reveals he 
has already made a concession on one issue, but that ‘any further would have been a 
sacrifice of principle and cannot be sustained’. 
 
Smyth’s argument goes on to provide further insight to the mind of a mid-19th 
century rector about the extent of his clerical powers and ‘what the Church by its 
Rubricks demands of its possessions’.  He declares Thomson’s a ‘weak argument’ to 
‘throw aside the increased light and improved practice of present times…to return to 
the unimproved practices of days, when as a curate he was under the control and 
bound by the direction of his rector’. His conclusion is stern and authoritative: 
  

‘It seems to be forgotten that on points of both discipline and doctrine the  
spiritual shepherd should be guided by his flock and not led by it, and that 
we read in the Bible, the worst and most dangerous symptom of the decline 
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and downfall of both Church and Nation, was when, forsaking the guidance 
of those in authority, as well spiritual and civil, each would walk according to 
his own views and interpretations, in other words, according to the “light in 
his own eyes”. 

 
11. James Thomson, Belnamore, to My Dear Sir [the Revd William St John Smyth] 

18 August 1845 
 

The full extent of what essentially has become a conflict between clergy and laity is 
revealed by this telling reply to Smyth’s letter above. Challenges him that if he 
[Smyth] is ‘correct in the premises [he] ha[s] laid down, thence a large and influential 
portion of the Church in London and Dublin as well as in other parts of England, 
Ireland and elsewhere must be in error’. Feels it desirable ‘that these discrepancies 
should be reconciled’, and sees only two methods by which they may be resolved: 
‘by separation’ 
or, as more generally favoured:  
‘that the matter must and will free itself upon the attention of the legislature to 
prevent further damage to the cause of religion’. 
 
He challenges directly Smyth’s inference that he and others are acting merely 
according to “the light in their own eyes”, and says that interest in religion from 
members of the clergy is a positive development which should not be discouraged: 
‘It would have appeared to me that the clergy had much cause of joy and 
thankfulness in the wakened state of the laity laying aside the apathy they were 
chargeable with in taking an interest in religious concerns’. 
 
He concludes regretting the dogmatically enforced views in some quarters, and 
makes a plea for ‘Christian feelings, which should ever characterise and accompany 
religious instruction’. 

 
12. WSS to Mr Davison 
 23 August 1845 
 

Draft in which the rector initially thanks Mr Davison for his friendly terms conveyed 
to him and advice he gave Smyth in relation to Mrs H, this draft reveals that in 
Smyth’s opinion he had conceded except on those points where a ‘sacrifice of 
principle’ was at stake. He has remained inflexible on one point only, and will remain 
so ‘because it required of me the surrender of a portion of the service in full use for 
20 years’ [in pencil is inserted] ‘I allude to the prayer for the Ch Mil’. 
 
He goes into much detail again about Mrs H and the episode of the lock on her 
family pew, revealing a level of angst but also authority that these were proceedings 
about which he did not approve.  
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13.  WCC to ‘Dear Sir’ 
 [undated] watermark bears date February 1846 
  

Following a gap of several months, this draft reveals that Smyth had ‘made 
concessions’ and on his return home had hoped that this correspondent and his 
family would have ‘occupied their place in church’. He would not be discharging his 
duty if he did not express his disappointment, and urge him once again to return ‘to 
the Worship of God in your parish church’. 
 
The draft further reveals Smyth conceded three of the four points asked of him, but 
could not ‘conscientiously have agreed to the other point’ especially as it was 
introduced not by himself but by a predecessor many years before, and ‘hallowed by 
such very long usage in the church. Mentions that he has the concurrence of the 
bishop in the entire matter. 

 
14. Charles O’Hara, O Hara Brook, to My Dear Sir [the Revd William St John Smyth] 
 5 November 1846 
 

This letter also acknowledges receipt of Smyth’s letter urging him to return to Divine 
Service aforementioned: ‘a very praiseworthy and proper order for the Heads of our 
Church to all, at the present awfull crisis’, and seems to indicate that O’Hara would 
be back in church. 

  
It grieves him to think that anything should have occurred to interfere with the 
‘kindly feelings that ought…to have existed between’ them. He reveals that he took 
the stance that he did ‘when I saw the Archdeacon of our dioceses and “he the 
Bishops’ son” complying with the reasonable request of his congregation’ by giving 
‘up all changes’ he thought it not unreasonable to request Smyth to follow this 
example. ‘It was this and this alone was the cause of my absenting myself from your 
church, not from any personal feelings towards yourself as my manner towards you 
when we will meet, can testify’. 

 
15. William St John Smyth to ‘Dear Madam’ [Widow Lackan, see below] 
 undated [possibly c. 4 November 1845] 
 
 A title marked ‘A notification’ has been crossed out 
 

This final item in Smyth’s own hand requests the attendance of one of the absentees 
from church, the bishop of the diocese acting under the instructions of the Primate, 
having instructed that Friday 20 November was to be ‘set apart for humiliation and 
prayer to Almighty God in the present dreaded time of scarcity’ [during the Famine 
period]. It reveals a rather judgemental and authoritative position about God’s wrath 
during the time of crisis. 
 
By notifying her to attend church, he reminds her of the ‘unhappy state of 
estrangement from the due worship of God’...‘thereby removing herself from ‘the 
guidance of [her] only legitimate spiritual advisor [namely himself]. He urges her ‘to 
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take [her] place, at this awful time when God’s judgements are abroad, with the 
congregation of this parish in your parish church’. 

 
16. C. Henderson, Ballymoney, to ‘Dear Sir’ 
 Wednesday, 6 Nov. 1845 
 

Has received notification of service of Humiliation and Prayer, and seems to indicate 
he is ‘willing to forget all the past as a Christian should do’. 
 

17. W[ido]w  Mrs Lackan, Ballymoney, to ‘Dear Sir’, Revd Wm St. John Smith 
 20 November 1846 
 

Mrs Lackan’s final say on the matter, written on the day of the special service of 
humiliation and prayer, indicates that she was not influenced by the wishes of her 
rector. Indeed, she challenges him that she has not forgotten her duty to God: ‘on 
the contrary, I left the church as a duty, I conscientiously conceived I owed to God, 
when innovations, which had been introduced, were refused to be given 
up…innovations … I believed and do still believe, would have been dangerous to 
our … true religion’. It would be sacrificing much, she concludes to return to the 
ministrations of her ‘natural minister and the clergyman…selected as curate of this 
parish’ and contrary to her duty to God.  
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7. Miscellaneous material 
 

With the exception of the first and last items listed below, these items do not appear 
to have any relevance to Smyth’s other correspondence, and we may only speculate 
were lodged with him for trusted safekeeping. 

 
1. Item in Smyth’s hand found with the correspondence of Bishop Mant and of the 

Archdeacon Mant, reading as follows: ‘Letters from the Lord Bishop of Down & 
Connor and Dromore, and also from the Venerable Robert M. Mant, late 
archdeacon of Down’ 

 undated 
 
2. Three letters to John Richardson, Lisburn, from John Thompson, Dublin, 

concerning mortgage payments and the trusteeship of same. 
 Three items 
 May-September 1825 
 
3. Copies of the minutes of the Dublin monthly meeting in the case of Abigail Bell, 

debtor, sent to John Percival Jones, Belfast 
 1841 
 
4. Printed open letter from the Bishop of Down & Connor and Dromore [Rt. Revd 

Richard Mant] to his clergy, with correspondence between the bishop and Lord 
Primate and various members of the laity in different diocesan parishes concerning 
the celebration of divine service and alluding innovations and changes in the same 

 1845 
 


