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The A Level Government and Politics course consists of three equally weighted units:

. Government and Polifics of the UK
. Government and Politics of the USA and Comparative Polifics
. Political Ideas (Liberalism, Conservatism, Socialism and Nationalism)

You will study these units across the 2 years concurrently rather than one paper at a time.
Remember this is the first work you will hand in at college.

Politics is a challenging academic subject. To reflect this, these tasks focus on research, reading and writing.
We are interested in how much effort you have put in. If you have questions, or material isn't understood that is
ok. Please complete the tasks in full but keep a list of any questions you have and hand them in with the tasks.

Task 1:

a) Research the UK Parliament using the About/How Parliament Works section of the Website: hitps://
www.parliament.uk/ and make some notes under the following headings:

e The Two-House System

e Parliament’'s Authority

e  Checking the work of government
e Making Laws

e Debating

b) Llearn about the revision technique ‘Folding frenzie’
c] Read these instructions (they apply to Politics as well as History) — they will open as a PDF hiips://
mrthorntonteach files.wordpress.com /2021 /03 /how-to-folding-

frenzy.pdf
See what this looks like in practice:

https: / /twitter.com /SPBeale /status /1227547022284271616

d) Create your own ‘folding frenzie' revision resource by summarising your notes on the UK Parliament

using the method outline in the links.

a) Read the chapter ‘Historical Context of the UK Political System’ by Lynch, Fairclough and Cooper.

b) Woaich the 2 short videos on the link below on how to use the Comell note taking system
https:/ /Isc.cornell.edu/how-to-study /taking-notes/cornell-note-taking-system

c) Make your own notes using the Cornell system. Your notes should focus on summarising the reading
by explaining what it teaches you about the development of government in the UK. Don't forget to
write down questions about areas that need more clarification in the cue column.
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Task 3:

a) Read the article ‘The French Revolution”: What was its impact on Britain and Ireland?’ by Sarah
Richardson. This will intfroduce to some of the political ideas and key thinkers that you will be
studying for Paper 3.

b) Read this university guide on effective mind mapping (it will download a PDF file)
https: / /www.adelaide.edu.au /writingcentre /sites / default /files /docs /learningguide-

mindmapping.pdf

c] Make your own mind map (paper, electronic or via apps such as miro) showing what
impact the revolution had in terms of both individual responses and on groups and societies.

Task 4:

a) Write approximately 500 words on this question "What was the political impact of
the French Revolution in the UK and Ireland?’

- 2xABArguments
- Aconclusion weighing up which of the arguments you most agree with and why it is more
convincing than the opposite view.

Structure for your writing

A: Argument 'The Revolution had a significant impact because......... '

B: Backup  This can be supported by

A: Argument ‘The Revolution did not have much of an impact because...” B: Back up

This can be supported by...."
Conclusion: View x is more convincing than view y because...

Final task: Complete the evaluation below and hand this in with all 4 tasks in the first lesson of term. Use the
table on the final page to check that you have completed all the summer work and have everything ready to

hand in.

1: Have you handwritten your work (unless you word-process in your GCSE exams)2
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Task

Activity

completed

1: The UK

Parliament

Research and
note taking.

What were the positives and limitations of folding
frenzie revision technique?

Learn about
folding frenzie
notes

Folding frenzie on
the research and
note taking.

2: The UK
Political
System

Reading

What were the positives and limitations of

Learned about
Cornell notes

Cornell notese

Cornell notes on
the reading
completed

3: The

Impact of
the French
Revolution

Reading

What were the positives and limitations of ‘mind

Learned about
'mind mapping’

mapping?

Complefed a
‘mindmap’ on
the reading

4: Mini

essay

Reading

What were the positives and limitations of

Extended
writing task
following
AB

AB
conclusion
sfructure

completing the extended writing task?
p 9 g
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Magna Carta established
the first formal limits

to the power of

the monarchy and paved
the way for the creation of
parliament

" Historical context of the
UK political system

From 1066 until 1215, when Magna Carta was introduced,
England was effectively run as an absolute monarchy. The king
was sovereign and held all power. Scotland had its own absolute
monarchy, while Wales and Ireland were ruled by a series of
princes and chieftains, with nominal oversight and domination
from England.

Today the monarchy is limited and sovereignty, or power, has
passed to parliament, while the separate nations have become
part of a United Kingdom.

Unlike many nations, there is no single point at which the UK

became the modern democracy it is today. Instead, the

system of government and politics in the UK has evolved
over time, thanks to its uncodified constitution, resulting
in a number of unusual features.

An understanding of this historical evolution will help you
to grasp many of the issues faced by the UK today, such
as devolution, relations with the EU, the idea of
parliamentary sovereignty and the nature of
parliamentary democracy.

Uncodified constitution This describes a constitution where the laws,
rules and principles specifying how a state is to be governed are not
gathered in a single document. Instead, they are found in a variety of
sources — some written (e.g. statute law) and some unwritten
(e.g. convention).

Synoptic links

Constitutions

A constitution is the set of rules that set out how a country is to
operate. Among other things it establishes links between the different
parts of the political system and the rights of the citizens. Many
constitutions are created in one go, usually after a revolution, and are
therefore set out in one document. The UK constitution has evolved,
rather than been created, and its various elements are not collected in
one place. You can find out more about this in Chapter 3.



Table 1.1 The development of the UK constitution

Date Event Date | Event
924-1066 | Development of the witan (the council of the 1800 | Acts of Union create the United Kingdom of Great
Anglo-Saxon kings), trial by jury and habeas Britain and Ireland
corpus
1066 Norman invasion of England and building of 1832 | Great Reform Act
Westminster Hall begins
1215 Signing of Magna Carta 1867 | Second Reform Act
Beginning of the House of Lords
1275 Beginning of the House of Commons 1872 | Ballot Act
1327 Edward Il removed as king by parliament 1883 | Corrupt and Illegal Practices Act
1534 First Act of Supremacy 1885 | Redistribution of Seats Act (Third Reform Act)
1559 Second Act of Supremacy and the introduction of 1911 | Parliament Act reduces the power of the Lords
the Oath of Supremacy
1603 James VI of Scotland becomes James | of 1918 | Representation of the People Act gives all men and
England some women the right to vote
1642 Start of the English Civil War 1921 | Anglo-Irish Treaty leads to an independent Ireland and
the establishment of the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland
1649 King Charles | tried and executed by parliament 1928 | Representation of the People Act gives all women the
right to vote
1660 Restoration of the monarchy 1949 | Parliament Act further reduces the power of the Lords
1688 Glorious Revolution 1969 | Representation of the People Act lowers voting age
to 18
1689 Bill of Rights 1972 | European Communities Act
1701 Act of Settlement
1707 Act of Union creates the United Kingdom of

Great Britain

Anglo-Saxon institutions

ey terms

Habeas corpus A process in
law which means a person can
appeal to the courts against
unfair or illegal imprisonment.

B the witan

Trial by jury The idea that a

group of twelve peers would
hear the evidence in a case and
decide if the accused was guilty.
Trial by ordeal The medieval
practice of putting the accused
through an ordeal to determine
guilt, such as burning their hand
and waiting to see how well it

healed.

As England came into existence from a series of smaller kingdoms under
the Anglo-Saxons, three key elements emerged that would have profound
effects on the development of politics in the UK:

® the principle of trial by jury
® habeas corpus

The witan was a council that advised the king on taxation and military
matters. Although not a parliament as we would understand it today, it
established the principle that the king of England should consult with the
lords before taxing and commanding the people. It was also the job of the
witan to decide who should be king.

The principle of trial by jury was the Anglo-Saxon legal principle that
any noble accused of a crime should be tried a jury of peers. The king
would determine the sentence, but guilt was decided by the deliberation

of his fellow lords. Elsewhere in Europe, guilt was often determined by a

decision of the king or through trial by ordeal, but England was governed

by law and the power of the monarch was limited.
The principle of habeas corpus meant that a prisoner had the right to
appeal to the courts against unfair or illegal detention. This meant that even
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the lowest ranked citizen could appeal to the law about unfair punishment
and imprisonment. In this sense, the weakest in society were protected by the
rule of law against unfair treatment by the strongest.

Although these three aspects of Anglo-Saxon society were
challenged and ignored in the years immediately after the Norman
Conquest, they became the underpinning of the revolt of the barons
in 1214 and later still became the founding principles of the UK
constitution when it emerged.

Norman and Angevin rule

Under the feudal system nobles had to
swear an oath of loyalty to the king

Magna Carta

From the Battle of Hastings in 1066 until the signing of Magna Carta in
1215, England was run as a feudal system. This meant the king effectively
owned all the land and everyone had to swear an oath of loyalty or
‘fealty’ to him. The king would give land to the nobles who would use
knights to manage it for the king. In return, the nobles would supply an
army to the king if the country needed it. Over time, rather than supply
an army, the nobles began to supply cash instead. To work out what the
nobles owed, the king's chancellor would use a huge chequered mat (like
a giant chess board) to calculate the amount of money owed, hence the
title the 'chancellor of the exchequer'

Chancellor of the exchequer The government official responsible for
calculating, collecting and distributing government funds through taxation
and duties.

As well as being king of England, most kings — from the Norman
Conquest of 1066 until the end of the Angevin empire with the death of
King John in 1216 — were also lords in France, owning Normandy, Anjou
and Aquitaine. As such, the kings were often absent and would leave their
nobles — chief ministers — to run England while they were away. These
chief ministers were nothing like modern prime ministers, but they helped
to establish the principle of royal powers being exercised by someone
nominated by the king.

Finally, the absence of the king meant he could not be relied on to preside
over court proceedings and dispense justice. To combat this, he would appoint
justices of the peace, or judges, who would travel the country and hear
cases on behalf of the crown. This marked the beginning of the English legal
system, and many of the common-law principles that were established then
continued to exist in UK politics until fairly recently.

Unlike his immediate predecessors, King John (1166-1216) was seen as
a ruthless and ineffective king. The English nobles resented him raising
money in England to fund wars in France, as well as his abuse of royal
powers, his conflict with the Church and his arbitrary abuse of the justice
system for his own ends. ‘

By 1214, these issues had come to a head and the barons of England
revolted against the king. The nobles referred to the Anglo-Saxon



principles of the witan and habeas corpus as limits on the power of
the monarchy. They even went so far as to offer the crown to Prince
Louis of France. This revolt led to the defeat of the monarchy and John
was forced to sign a great charter, or ‘Magna Carta’, at Runnymede in
Berkshire.

Key provisions of Magna Carta

Magna Carta guaranteed the freedom of the Church from royal
interference (Clause 1) and curbed the powers of the king:
® The king could not raise a tax without the consent of the people (Clause 12).
® The right to due process in the law was guaranteed (Clause 29).
® The right to trial by jury was guaranteed (Clause 39).
m Justice had to be free and fair (Clause 40).
B The nobles could select a committee of 25 to scrutinise the actions
of the king (Clause 61).

Magna Carta was the first time since 1066 that the powers of the
monarch had been limited and it was an acknowledgement that the rights
of the lords had to be respected. There were 63 provisions in total, mostly
concerning the rights of the nobles to be consulted about taxation and
about the legal protection they had from the power of the monarchy. By
consolidating these Anglo-Saxon principles into a formal legal document,
the lords created the first part of the UK's constitution and established
the first formal limits to the power of the monarchy. Magna Carta also
paved the way for the creation of parliament.

The creation of parliament

House of Commons The chamber
where elected members of the UK
Parliament sit.

House of Lords The second,
unelected, chamber of the UK
Parliament.

Palace of Westminster Originally
the royal palace attached to
Westminster Hall, today it is the
seat of government and comprises
Westminster Hall, the House of

Commons and the House of Lords.

parler A French term meaning to
speak or converse.

Parliament The British legislative
body that is made up of the
House of Commons, the House
of Lords and the monarchy.

Westminster Hall A large
chamber in Westminster where
the early Norman kings would
meet with the nobility.

The right of the nobles to be consulted on the king's demands for tax to
defend England, the right to air their grievances to the king and the right
to have a committee to scrutinise the actions of the monarch meant the
nobles had to be consulted regularly — this was effectively the creation
of the House of Lords.

In 1275, King Edward | required money to fight against Scotland.
Knowing the lords would object to this, he sent out writs demanding
that each shire and each town elect two representatives from among
the knights and burgesses (town officials) to join with the lords in voting
to authorise the king's demands for taxation. The knights agreed and
they, too, were regularly consulted by the monarch. Not being noble, the
knights and burgesses were classed as ‘commoners’ — this was effectively
the creation of the House of Commons.

Both the Lords and the Commoners met to parler with the
monarch at Westminster Hall in the Palace of Westminster.
Therefore, the Palace of Westminster became the parliament
where the lords and the representatives of the knights met to
discuss their grievances with the monarch and confirm or deny the
monarch’s requests for tax reform. This is where the concept of
parliamentary democracy began.

In 1327, following a period of civil war, King Edward Il was formally
removed by parliament on the basis that his personal faults and weak
leadership had led to disaster in England. Parliament chose to replace
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him with his son, Edward IlI. This established the principle that the

government, in the form of the monarch, was answerable to parliament

and could be removed by parliament.

The journey towards parliamentary sovereignty

Acts of Parliament Laws that
have been formally passed by
parliament and given royal
assent by the monarch.

Codified constitution A single,
authoritative document that sets
out the laws, rules and principles
by which a state is governed,
and which protects the rights of
citizens.

Sovereignty The control
of power and the ability to
distribute and reclaim it in a
political system.

Most legislative chambers in the world have powers over taxation

but few hold sovereignty in the way that the UK system does today.
Sovereignty usually resides in the constitution, especially if it is a codified
constitution. While the lack of a codified constitution explains why

the UK does not have a sovereign constitution, it does not explain why
parliament should be sovereign.

The idea of parliamentary sovereignty began with King Henry
VIII. To justify his break with the church in Rome and change
religious practice across England and Wales, Henry used legislation,
or Acts of Parliament, saying that the changes had been approved
by the will of the people and should therefore be respected. Henry
forced the members of parliament to pass the Acts he wanted but
his repeated statements that parliament — as the representatives
of the people — had the power to approve the actions of the king
established the idea of parliamentary sovereignty. This became a
major issue during the English Civil War.

The monarchy and parliament clash: the English Civil War

The Bill of Rights

Between 1603 and 1642, tension increased between the monarchy and
parliament over who held power. This came to a head in 1642 when the
king declared war on parliament. There were many factors at work during
the English Civil War but the main ones concerned the nature of power
and the resulting conflicts between King Charles |, who believed that
he had a divine right to run the country as he wanted, and parliament,
whose members believed the monarchy had to consult them and listen to
their grievances following Magna Carta and Henry VIII's use of parliament
to justify his actions.

The English Civil War was won by parliament when the royal forces
were defeated at Naseby. Parliament put King Charles | on trial as
a traitor and ruled that he was guilty and should be executed, thus
establishing the supreme authority of parliament over the monarchy.
From 1653 to 1658, England was ruled as a republic under the strict
military rule of Oliver Cromwell. This nature of rule proved unpopular,
so when Cromwell died and his son failed to be an effective leader,
parliament elected to restore the monarchy with limited powers.

The year 1660 saw the restoration of the monarchy, initially under Charles

Il and then under his brother, James Il. The restoration was passed by
parliament, meaning it had decided to accept Charles Il as the legitimate king
of England. However, Charles and James both attempted to rule as absolute
monarchs with a divine right, which created tensions with parliament.



Declaration of Rights A
statement of the rights of the
subject which also declared
that the monarch could not
act without the consent of
parliament.

In 1688, the invasion of William of Orange, who claimed the English
throne through his wife Mary, became known as the Glorious Revolution.
Faced with this and mounting opposition, King James Il resigned the throne.

As MPs debated a replacement for James, William of Orange
threatened to abandon the country if he was not made king. A
Convention Parliament was called and it drafted a Declaration of Rights.
This was presented to William and Mary when they were offered the
crown and the declaration was read aloud at their coronation.

The Declaration of Rights was modified in 1689 and placed on the statute
book as the Bill of Rights (see Table 1.2). The bill was heavily influenced by
the political philosopher John Locke, who believed that government existed
as the result of an agreement between the people and the monarch. Far from
the monarch having absolute power, Locke believed the people were entitled
to freedom from the government and that this should be protected by law.

Table 1.2 Key provisions of the Bill of Rights, 1689

Provision

Effect

The suspension or execution of laws, without
parliamentary consent, was made illegal.

Only parliament could pass or remove laws.

The levying of money for the crown through prerogative
and without consent of parliament was made illegal.

Only parliament could raise money for government expenditure.

Subjects were given the right to petition the king.

People could complain to the monarchy through parliament.

Raising or keeping an army in peacetime, unless by the

Only parliament could raise and maintain an army during

consent of parliament, was made illegal.

peacetime.

Members of parliament must be elected in free elections.

| The principle of free elections away from government influence

was established.

The impeachment or questioning of debates and proceedings
in parliament was made illegal in any court or place outside
of parliament. Freedom of speech was protected.

The parliamentary privilege of being able to say things in the
chamber of the House of Commons without fear of prosecution
was established, in order to allow for full and open debate.

Imposing excessive bail or excessive fines was made
illegal. Cruel and unusual punishments were made illegal.

The judicial power of the monarchy was limited and the court
system could not be abused by the executive.

Parliaments were to be held frequently.

Synoptic links
e constitution.
The UKand US constitutions g

The framers of the US Constitution

The monarch could not simply ignore parliament by refusing to call it.

The Bill of Rights was a major milestone in the development of the UK's

It removed royal interference in elections.
It placed limits on the use of the royal prerogative.

w
modelled many of its features ® |t established the legal position of the army.
s

on the British constitution. Key
elements of the American Bill of
Rights (the first ten amendments
to the Constitution) were based on
the English Bill of Rights.

Study the American Bill of Rights
and try to identify which clauses
were based on the English Bill

of Rights. Were there any other
principles from the English political
system that the USA may have tried
to replicate? Why do you think this?

It established key principles of rights or freedoms from the
government.
It formally established the principle of parliamentary sovereignty.

However, there were also problems with the bill:

® The rights were vague and could be easily reinterpreted.

® The precise definition of ‘free elections’ was unclear.

® As a statute law it held no higher legal authority and so could be easily
repealed or replaced by a future parliament.

® There was no formal procedure for removal of the monarchy.

® The monarch still held enormous powers over war, the peaceful
running of the kingdom and foreign policy.
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The Act of Settlement 1701

Synoptic links

The prime minister’s
power of patronage

Today, the prime minister can
appoint any MP or peer to the
government. A return to the
principle of cabinet appointees
having to stand again in a by-
election would limit the power of
the prime minister and perhaps
force MPs to consider the wishes
of constituents rather than
seeking career advancement, thus
improving democracy. However,
it may lead to a less effective
government and make the prime
minister unwilling to make
necessary changes to the cabinet.

The Act of Settlement in 1701 marked another step in the changing
relationship between the crown and parliament. When it became clear that
neither William 1Il nor his heir, Queen Anne, would have any children, the
succession should have gone to one of the heirs of James Il or Charles I.
However, these heirs were Catholic and the Protestant Westminster
parliament objected to a Catholic monarch. The Act of Settlement was
passed to settle the succession problem and parliament decided to offer
the throne to George of Hanover. While there were nearly 50 closer
relatives to Queen Anne, George was chosen as the closest relative who
was not a Catholic, despite having never been to England and not being
able to speak a word of English.
So when George | became king in 1714 it was the result of an Act
of Parliament, not through any divine right of inheritance. In addition
to granting parliament the power to choose the monarch, the Act of
Settlement also established several principles that had been suggested
during the debates over the Bill of Rights:
Judges could not be removed without the consent of parliament.
® Royal pardons were to be irrelevant in cases of impeachment.
® The monarch could not take England into a war to defend their home
country, without the consent of parliament.
® In governing Britain, the monarch could not make decisions alone and
had to consult the full Privy Council.
® No foreign-born man could join the Privy Council, sit in parliament,
hold a military command or be given lands or titles in Britain.
® The monarch had to be a member of the Church of England.
® The monarch could not be Catholic or married to a Catholic.

Privy Council A group of senior political advisors who have the job of
advising the monarch on the use of the royal prerogative.

The Act contained a provision that, after the death of Queen Anne, ‘no
person who has an office or place of profit under the king, or receives a
pension from the Crown, shall be capable of serving as a member of the
House of Commons’. Had this clause not been repealed by the Regency
Act of 1706, the UK would have seen a strict separation of power and the
idea of cabinet government would not have become established.

After the Act of Settlement, anyone appointed to the cabinet had to
resign their seat in the House of Commons and stand in a by-election, a
practice that continued until 1918. This meant the power of the monarch,
and then the prime minister, to appoint cabinet ministers was limited by
the fear of losing a by-election.

The Act also established the principle that the monarch could only
choose ministers who could command a majority of support across
both Houses of Parliament. This meant the king had to choose a ‘king in
parliament’ who could control both chambers, rather than appointing the
minister of his choice.
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Sarah Richardson

perfectibility An
Enlightenment concept,
believing in a person’s
capacity for self-
improvement and thus
progress of society as a
whole.

2

This article looks into British and
Irish responses, both radical and
loyalist, to the French Revolution

rom 1789 to 1815, events in France

stimulated intense political debate within

Britain and deeply polarised public opinion

on the question of reforming the British
constitution. Although a parliamentary reform
movement had existed in Britain for several decades,
events in France did much to revive radicalism and,
in turn, hostile reactions to the course the Revolution
was taking stimulated the rapid growth of militant
loyalism, as public opinion turned against the radicals.
The Revolution also provided an opportunity for Irish
patriots to forward their cause.

Reactions to the Revolution

Richard Price

The debate began in 1789 when Dr Richard Price,
a Unitarian minister, preached a largely innocuous
sermon On the Love of Our Country. He congratulated
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AQA 1F Industrialisation and the people: Britain,
¢.1783-1885

Edexcel Paper 1, Option 1D Britain,
¢.1785-¢.1870: democracy, protest and reform
Edexcel Paper 3, Option 36.1 Protest, agitation
and parliamentary reform in Britain, c.1780-1928
OCR Y110 From Pitt to Peel 1783-1853

WIEC Unit 1, Part 3 Politics, protest and reform in
Wales and England ¢.1780-1880

WIEC Unit 2, Part 1 Radicalism and the fight for
parliamentary reform, ¢.1783-1832

the French National Assembly for opening up new
possibilities for religious and civil freedom. Price
argued that ‘civil governors are properly the servants
of the public, and a king is no more than the first
servant of the public, created by it and responsible to
it." Price spoke of being a citizen of the world with the
rights that citizenship implied. He fleshed out further
his doctrine of perfectibility - that the world can
be made better through human effort.

Modern History Review April 2023

evolution:

The attempted landing of French
forces at Bantry Bay in Ireland, 1797

Edmund Burke

The responses to this sermon are perhaps better
known than the initial sermon itself. Edmund Burke,
appalled at the substitution of the rights of man for
the rights of kings and for the institution of liberty at
the expense of traditional authority, responded with
his Reflections on Revolution in France. Burke argued
that the overthrow of authority in France would bring
on chaos and disorder.

The tremendous stir that Burke’s pamphlet caused
mustered many English radicals into launching a
counter-attack in print. Many of these pamphlets were
associated with the radical London publisher Joseph
Johnson, who published William Blake’s poem The
French Revolution in 1791.

Mary Wollstonecraft

An initial response to Burke came from a member
of Price’s congregation, Mary Wollstonecraft, in her
pamphlet A Vindication of the Rights of Men, published
in 1790. Wollstonecraft presented Burke as a former
reformer, grown old and confused - basically a good
man, but one corrupted by the English establishment.
His position, she argued, came to little more than
‘reverence for the rust of antiquity’. In her angry
rebuttal of Burke, she argued for what she considered
God-given rights of civil and religious liberty. She
spoke of the aristocracy that was being displaced in
France as decadent. She criticised Burke’s sympathy

www.hoddereducation.co.uk/historyreview

for elite women - particularly his eulogising of
Marie Antoinette - as selective, ignoring the many
more thousands of women who had suffered under
the old regime.

Wollstonecraft followed this argument with
another response in 1791, A Vindication of the Rights
of Woman. Here she extended her arguments about
the need and value of female emancipation.

Thomas Paine

Thomas Paine’s Rights of Man (1791) was also written as
a defence of the French Revolution and its principles.
Paine was visiting Europe when the great upheaval
in France broke out. When Burke’s pamphlet was
published, Paine set out to answer the attack on the
French and English popular movements. But the Rights
of Man was more than a vigorous answer to Burke’s
prejudiced arguments. It was also a clear-cut statement
of the philosophy of all democratic movements and is
perhaps the fundamental text of modern democracy.
In 2 years it sold over 200,000 copies, making Paine
the best-known revolutionary writer of his age.

Radical societies

Much of the historiographical debate about the
impact of the French Revolution on Britain has been
informed by E. P. Thompson's masterly thesis The
Making of the English Working Class, first published
in 1963. Thompson viewed the 1790s as the crucial
period for the formation of working-class political
consciousness because of the proliferation of popular
radical societies and the ideology of Paineite
radicalism which legitimised the struggle.
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Church and King mobs
Royalist groups who
were violently opposed
to campaigns of
Protestant dissenters in
favour of religious and
political reform.

London Corresponding
Society Reading and
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for parliamentary
reform.

A depiction of the
Birmingham riots of
1791, where so-called
Church and King mobs
targeted Dissenters,
burning and looting
their homes. The

two main figures are
Richard Price and
Joseph Priestley

In Thompson's view, the spread of organised
radicalism to the labouring classes in groups such
as the London Corresponding Society displayed ‘the
first stages in the political self-education of a class’.
He compared the composition of the radical groups
with the sans-culottes of the Parisian revolution.
Thompson supported the thesis that these groups
had at least the potential for revolutionary activity.
He also claimed that they did not wither and die
in the repressive 1790s but merely transferred their
activities ‘'underground’. Other historians have been
more sceptical about the danger of revolution in
Britain during this period.

Radical groups

The most active radical responses came from
the important centres of dissent and emerging
commercial activity, especially manufacturing centres
such as London, Norwich, Birmingham, Sheffield
and Newcastle. There is little doubt that the French
Revolution quickened the pace of radical activity in
these towns. In the immediate aftermath of 1789,
it looked as if there would be a revival of a quasi-
national reform movement, but this optimism soon
received major setbacks: in Birmingham there were

vehement anti-dissent riots in 1791, which hounded
the dissenting minister and scientist Joseph Priestley
out of Birmingham and ultimately to America,
following his reply to Burke’s Reflections. Church
and King mobs in Manchester and Leicester also
helped in the repression of early promising reform
movements.

However, by the mid-1790s there were around
80 popular political reform societies in England
and Wales. The most famous is the London
Corresponding Society founded in January 1792,
which comprised as many as 90 divisions at its peak
in 1795. Although these societies were sometimes
dominated by middle-class reformers, in places
such as London,-Sheffield and Norwich they were
artisan-based. Surviving membership lists show
members as being predominantly drawn from the
London skilled trades, and their structure - general
committees, treasurers and delegates with 1d a week
subscriptions - owed much to the organisation of
early trade societies.

In Sheffield the Society for Constitutional
Information had 2000 members by 1792, drawn
mainly from independent artisans in the craft metal
trades. In Norwich there were around 40 small tavern
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clubs and a radical intellectual journal, The Cabinet.
Most societies espoused a radical programme which
included calls for universal suffrage and annually-
elected parliaments. Some also included economic
and social grievances, complaints against taxes,
high food prices, the game laws and against the
prosecutions of workers for participating in trade
union activities.

What were their objectives?

There is much debate about the objectives of these
radical societies. Mostly the reformers used moderate,
legitimate tactics. The London Corresponding
Society went to great lengths to distance itself
from unconstitutional methods, even producing a
pamphlet, Reformers No Rioters, in 1794 to counter
any suggestion that it was prepared to use violence
to obtain its ends.

Initially the societies put their faith in political
education to spread their message and the use of
traditional methods such as petitioning parliament
for reform. A convention in London in 1794 led to
the arrest and trial of the leaders of the metropolitan
reform societies on charges of high treason. The
treason trial was the public high point for the
radical reformers. John Hardy, John Thelwall and John
Horne Tooke were publicly tried on several counts
of treason but were sensationally acquitted, because
the government could not prove that they had done
anything that was unconstitutional.

However, their triumph was short-lived. Faced
with the loss of middle-class support after the loyalist
upsurge of 1792 and with an increasingly repressive
government, the popular reformers had few options
open to them. The crushing of the London Convention
was followed by the "Two Acts’ of 1795, one of which,
the Seditious Meetings Act, cut the radicals off from
their only means of mass agitations and propaganda.

Ireland

The French Revolution attracted support in Ireland
for its religious policies, its dismantling of Church
power in the state and the sharing of political power
by Catholics and Protestants. These sentiments led
to the foundation in Belfast in 1791 of the Society
of United Irishmen. The founders were Theobald
Wolfe Tone (a Dublin lawyer), Thomas Russell (an
army ensign) and ten prominent Belfast Presbyterians.
The society included both Catholics and Protestants,
although the latter dominated the leadership. They
had three main objectives:

= a union of all the people of Ireland, to counter
English influence in the country

® parliamentary reform, including an extension of
the franchise, equal electoral districts and annual
parliaments

w the end of religious discrimination, with a nation
that included Irishmen of every religious persuasion
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Wolfe Tone’s pamphlet, An Argument on Behalf
of the Catholics of Ireland, was published in August
1791 and laid the ground for this manifesto calling
for equal political rights for the Catholic population
and arguing that Ireland should be recognised as a
nation in its own right. The United Irishmen remained
a debating society until 1794 and thereafter acted
as a highly effective political education machine,
publishing a mass of handbills, pamphlets and
broadsheets. The English government passed some
moderate measures of reform and made further
concessions towards Catholics, but it was too little,
too late.

Gradually the society took on revolutionary
characteristics and began to negotiate with the
French. In December 1797, a major invasion force
sailed from France and attempted to land, unimpeded
by the English, at Bantry Bay on Ireland’s southern
coast. Only freak weather conditions prevented a
successful French invasion. News of the attempt
brought a rapid expansion to the movement.
The panic in Ireland led to the bloody disarming of
the country by General Lake in 1797-98, accompanied
by severe sectarian repression. This in turn sparked off
a spontaneous rebellion by the Irish people that was
uncoordinated and lacked leadership. It turned into
a bloodbath, with Catholics and Protestants fighting
each other. Some 20,000 people (the vast majority
on the rebel side) lost their lives. The atrocities on
both sides were barbaric, perpetuating new, emotive
reasons for sectarian divisions into the nineteenth
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century and beyond, and making republicanism
and loyalism exclusively Catholic and Protestant
respectively. When the French did eventually land
in Ireland they were a much smaller force, and the
joint forces were crushingly defeated at Ballinamuck
in 1798.

The legacy of the French Revolution in Ireland was
thatitlost its limited legislative independence and was
brought into full union with England in 1801. The
majority of the Irish people had been deeply scarred
by their experiences and the sectarian divides now
seemed unbridgeable.

Lasting impact
The French Revolution made a lasting impact on
popular public opinion in British society of both a

conservative and radical character. Debates about the
closeness of Britain to revolution during this time
have concentrated on the radicals, but as the Irish
example shows, loyalism too could be a revolutionary
force. The revolution witnessed for the first time all
sections of the population entering politics in some
form: whether they supported the radicals and bought
copies of Paine’s Rights of Man or whether they signed
loyal addresses to George I1I, they were participating
in the political process and being incorporated into
mainstream politics. Leading politicians of the
day now relied upon favourable public opinion to
maintain themselves in power and politics could
never be the same again. This was the backdrop to
the parliamentary reform movement of the early
nineteenth century.

QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION

Emsley, C. (2000), Britain and the French Revolution, 1 How close to revolution was Britain in the 1790s?

! - | Routledge. 2 Why did the Irish Rebellion fail?
Irish Rebellion of 1798 (National Army Museum):
https:/lwww.nam.ac.uk/explore/irish-rebellion-1798

3 What was the lasting legacy of the French
Revolution on British and irish politics?

Mather, R. The impact of the French Revolution in
Britain (British Library):
https://www.bl.uk/romantics-and-victorians/articles/
the-impact-of-the-french-revolution-in-britain

Sarah Richardson is professor of Modern British

History at the University of Warwick.

EXAM FOCUS

Using this article in

your exam

Note that this article does not require an in-depth knowledge and understanding of the French Revolution. The
main spatial focus is Britain and Ireland, with an emphasis on the consequences of political and social upheaval
in France for those two regions. Sarah Richardson’s article should be especially useful to students looking at this
issue, as it:
u highlights how different sectors of British and Irish society were affected by the French Revolution. It differentiates
between the roles of individuals, radical societies and radical groups. Having read the article, how would you
describe the similarities and differences between radical groups and radical societies?
m evaluates the relative importance of the impact of the writings of individuals. Which individual discussed
do you think had the most important influence on British and Irish politics during the period under scrutiny?
® analyses the case of Ireland, which is often overlooked by basic textbooks that cover the impact of the Revolution
u considers both short- and long-term consequences, the latter being associated mainly with parliamentary
reform. Note that the further ahead in time one projects, it becomes increasingly difficult to assess the effects
of an event in history. Why do you think that is the case? Causation, as a historical concept, is usually easier to
handle than consequence. Why do you think that might be the case?

A typical exam question on this topic might be worded as follows:
'To what extent was radicalism in Britain from 1783 to 1853 influenced by the French Revolution?’

How could this article
be useful in your exam?
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Louis XIV

Absolutism,
dynasticism
and statecraft

This article explores the
importance of ‘limited
absolutism’ and dynasticism in
the statecraft of Louis XIV

AQA 2F The Sun King: Louis XIV, France and Europe,
1643-1715

OCR Y313 The ascendancy of France, 1610-1715
WIJEC Unit 1, Part 6 Europe in the age of
absolutism and revolution c.1682-1815

henever confronted with any

challenge to her authority, the Queen

of Hearts would shout ‘Off with

his head!” The nineteenth-century

author, Lewis Carroll, creator of this archetypal
character in Alice in Wonderland, was certainly familiar
with the stereotypes about absolute monarchs that
had ruled in the previous two centuries. No other
monarch in history typifies this model more than
Louis XIV, King of France, who reigned from 1643
to 1715 - one of the longest reigns in world history.
Louis XIV is well known as the ‘Sun King’, a
monarch so brilliant that his subjects, and indeed
the rest of the world, were dazzled by the brightness
of his power and of his glittering Court. He adopted
the symbol of the Sun, and of the Greek Sun-God
Apollo, and these symbols were seen all over his
Kingdom: on proclamations, coins and medals, and
particularly on the buildings he commissioned in
Paris and at his chosen seat of power, the Palace of
Versailles. Louis XIV and Versailles are remembered
as the models of absolute monarchy that prevailed in
France in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries.

How absolute was absolutism?

But what did absolutism mean in practice? Could
the real Louis XIV really just shout ‘Off with his
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head!"? Or snap his fingers to get whatever he desired,
whenever he wanted? Not really. Historians of France
of the last 30 years have effectively dismantled the
myth of absolutism by examining what limits were
placed on monarchs like Louis XIV. These limits,
while not as extensive as those in kingdoms we call
‘limited monarchies’, such as Great Britain after
1689, included the moral authority of the Catholic
Church, the enduring social and economic power of
the ancient nobility and urban elites, and the much
more vague influence of the ‘fundamental laws’ of
the kingdom.

This last category included regulations for the
succession to the throne, in theory unchangeable
by any one monarch, and therefore applicable to the
entire dynasty - that is, the monarch'’s entire family
including siblings and cousins. The relationship
between the monarch and his wider family, in
particular in its strategies for maintaining its power
and influence for the future, we call ‘dynasticism’.
The importance of these three limiting factors - the
church, the nobility and dynasticism - influenced
decisions made about government and international
diplomacy, and so they also point to another area of
recent research by historians: that a monarch'’s private
life and his relationships with the elites and with his

Jonathan Spangler

The symbol of Louis XIV
as the Sun King is used
on the golden gate at
the Palace of Versailles

absolutism The political
doctrine and practice
of unlimited centralised
authority and absolute
sovereignty, as vested

especially in a monarch.

dynasty A family or

line of monarchs or
aristocrats belonging

to a single family or
tracing their descent to a
common ancestor.
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