
One hundred and fiftieth anniversary

■	 Study Source B. What was the Victorian attitude to poverty?
■	 Study Sources B and C. Do you think that the ‘Ragged School’ movement would have been effective in changing the life 
prospects of the children it educated? Use the sources and your own knowledge to answer the question.
■	 Study Source A. How important were individual philanthropists like Dr Barnardo in helping to create the modern welfare state? 
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Dr Barnardo’s Ragged 
School in the East End

Source A
Dr Barnardo working in his office at 
the first children’s home he established 
at 18 Stepney Causeway

In 1867 Thomas Barnardo set up a ‘Ragged School’ in the East 
End. The aim of this school was to provide poor children with a 
basic education. It was not a new idea — since 1844 the Ragged 

School Union had tried to coordinate such educational estab-
lishments nationally. It wanted to expand the provision of edu-
cation for the ‘destitute’ or ‘ragged’ children who had no access 
to education.

Dr Barnardo set up his school in 1867 and it soon became the 
largest of its kind. He also realised that many children attending 

1867

Source B
An extract from the Barnardo’s charity website:

Barnardo’s work was radical. The Victorians saw poverty as shameful 
and the result of laziness or vice. But Barnardo refused to discriminate 
between the ‘deserving’ and ‘undeserving’ poor. He accepted all 
children — including black, disabled and illegitimate children — at a 
time when other organisations imposed restrictions. He stressed that 
every child deserved the best possible start in life, whatever their 
background — a philosophy which still inspires the charity today.

Source C
Extract from an article by Mark K. Smith (2001) ‘Ragged schools 
and the development of youth work and informal education’ 
(Encyclopaedia of Informal Education):

The ragged schools movement grew out of recognition that 
charity, denominational and Sunday schools were not providing 
for significant numbers of children in inner-city areas. Working 
in the poorest districts, teachers (who were often local working 
people) initially utilized such buildings as could be afforded — 
stables, lofts, railway arches. There would be an emphasis on 
reading, writing and arithmetic — and on Bible study (the 4 
‘R’s!) This mix expanded into industrial and commercial subjects 
in many schools…It is estimated that around 300,000 children 
went through the London Ragged Schools alone between the 
early 1840s and 1881.

his school were homeless so he started fundraising to create 
accommodation for them. The first Barnardo’s shelter opened 
in 1870 and soon expanded. By the time of his death in 1905 
Dr Barnardo had opened 96 homes, caring for 8,500 children.
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Theatre
in the reign of 
Elizabeth I

Mark Rathbone looks at ‘Merry England’ 
and the influence the Puritans had on 
popular culture and the theatre

The Puritans disapproved of ‘Merry England’, 
but who were the Puritans and what was 
‘Puritanism’? Even the great mid-twentieth 

century historian of Tudor England, Geoffrey Elton, 
admits that: ‘It is not easy to define Puritanism.’ 

It is an umbrella term used to describe the more 
extreme Protestants within the Church of England 
during Elizabeth’s reign and in the subsequent 
Stuart period. They thought that the Elizabethan 
religious settlement was too much of a compromise 
with Catholic practices and the English Reformation 
had not gone far enough in eliminating them. They 
believed that the doctrines of the church needed 
further reforming and purifying (hence the label 
‘Puritan’) and sought to eliminate all traces of 
Catholic influence.

Puritanism and popular culture
But we are less concerned here with Puritan views 
on theology and the church, more with their 
influence on popular culture and, specifically, the 
theatre. As Elton goes on to write, the Puritans 
became notorious for ‘inquisitorial and long-faced 
nosey-parkering’. Another great twentieth-century 
historian, G. M. Trevelyan, wrote that Puritanism 
was ‘at war with the idea of “Merry England”’.

The Puritans’ views on the plainness of worship, 
including the virtual elimination of music in church 
services, also had a direct impact on culture in 
general. Their opposition to the theatre as public 

Source A
The interior of the 
modern recreation of 
The Globe Theatre, 
opened in London in 
1997

Source B
It is not easy to define puritanism. All its 
manifestations shared a desire to purify the Church 
in two respects: to stamp out abuses and thus render 
it fit to assume the moral leadership which was its 
due…In theory and practice, the puritan held firmly 
to an absolute moral standard. Among their best men 
this produced something like saintliness; among the 
not so great it could result in that inquisitorial and 
long-faced nosey-parkering which, unfairly perhaps, 
has come to be thought of as the hallmark of the 
puritan.

From England under the Tudors by Geoffrey Elton, 1955

1 Read Source B. 
What do you think 
Geoffrey Elton means 
by ‘inquisitorial and 
long-faced nosey-
parkering’?

Hindsight 28i1 print.indd   1 31/07/2017   11:59 am



2 Hindsight  September 2017

performance was a consequence of their devotion 
to simplicity in worship and their belief that public 
dramatic entertainment encouraged sinful misbe-
haviour. This was later expressed in extreme form 
in William Prynne’s book Histriomastix: The Player’s 
Scourge, or Actor’s Tragedy, in which he associated 
‘dancing, masks, mummeries, state players’ with 
unseemly celebrations of religious festivals such as 
Christmas, which he linked to pagan ‘Saturnalia 
and Bacchanalian festivals’, as an excuse for drunk-
enness and immorality.

The Red Lion
Part of the reason why the Puritans attacked the 
theatre was that it was a new form of public enter-
tainment and was proving to be very popular. 
Like television in the second half of the twentieth 
century or social media in the first two decades 
of the twenty-first, public theatre was the fash-
ionable new medium. While there had previously 
been touring companies who staged performances 
in venues such as the courtyards of inns, the first 
purpose-built theatre in England, The Red Lion, 
opened in 1567. It was, however, not a commercial 
success and quickly closed.

What finally enabled the building of the first 
successful permanent theatres, ironically, was the 
banning of plays by the mayor and corporation of 
the City of London. From 1572 onwards Puritans 
had been pressing for a ban on plays in London 
and eventually in December 1574, they succeeded 
in achieving such a ban. The ordinance gives a 
wide variety of reasons for the decision, some of 
them to do with public order, some to do with reli-
gion, some to do with health and safety. It certainly 

suggests that the Puritans had obtained considera-
ble influence over the city corporation.

The Globe
The unintended result of the ban was the building 
of a number of permanent playhouses on the south 
bank of the Thames, outside the jurisdiction of the 
city authorities, and outside the city walls to the 
north. The first was the imaginatively-named ‘The 
Theatre’, built in Shoreditch next to Finsbury Fields, 
a few minutes’ walk north of the city in 1576 by 
the actor-manager James Burbage. Others quickly 
followed: The Curtain in 1577, The Rose in 1587, 
The Swan in 1595, The Fortune in 1600 and, most 
famously, The Globe in 1599.

That theatres flourished in Elizabeth’s reign was 
partly down to the patronage of the queen herself. 
Disliking the Puritan-influenced corporation of 
London, she and several members of her privy 
council pointedly granted official patronage to a 
number of theatre companies. The protection of the 
queen accounts for the survival of so many theatres 
and theatre companies despite the hostility of the 
Puritans and the London authorities.

The best-known company was the Lord 
Chamberlain’s Men, founded in 1594, when 
Richard Burbage secured the patronage of Henry 
Carey, Baron Hunsdon, the Lord Chamberlain. The 
company, which had exclusive rights to perform the 
plays of William Shakespeare, was based at first in 

Source F
Playwright Christopher 
Marlowe, who was 
stabbed to death days 
after an undercover 
government informant 
had written that ‘all 
men in Christianity 
ought to endeavour 
that the mouth of so 
dangerous a member 
may be stopped’

2 Read Source C. 
What do you think  
G. M. Trevelyan means 
when he describes 
Puritanism as ‘at 
war with the idea of 
“Merry England”’?

Source D
Extract from Histriomastix: The Player’s Scourge, or 
Actor’s Tragedy by William Prynne, 1632:

Our Christmas lords of misrule, together with dancing, 
masks, mummeries, state players, and such other 
Christmas disorders, now in use with Christians, 
were derived from these Roman Saturnalia and 
Bacchanalian festivals, which should cause all pious 
Christians eternally to abominate them.

Source E
Reasons given for the banning of plays in London, 
Ordinance of the Mayor and Corporation of the City of 
London, 6 December 1574:

Sundry great disorders and inconveniences have been 
found to ensue to this city by the inordinate haunting 
of great multitudes of people, specially youths, to 
plays, interludes, and shows: namely, occasion of 
frays and quarrels; evil practices of incontinency 
in great inns having chambers and secret places 
adjoining to their open stages and galleries; inveigling 
and alluring of maids, specially orphans and good 
citizens’ children under age, to privy and unmeet 
contracts; the publishing of unchaste, uncomely, and 
unshamefaced speeches and doings; withdrawing of 
the Queen’s Majesty’s subjects from divine service 
on Sundays and holy days, at which times such plays 
were chiefly used; unthrifty waste of the money of the 
poor and fond persons; sundry robberies by picking 
and cutting of purses; uttering of popular, busy, and 
seditious matters; and many other corruptions of 
youth, and other enormities; besides that also sundry 
slaughters and maimings of the Queen’s subjects have 
happened by ruins of scaffolds, frames, and stages, 
and by engines, weapons, and powder used in plays. 
And whereas in time of God’s visitation by the plague 
such assemblies of the people in throng and press 
have been very dangerous for spreading of infection.

Source C
In the year when the Queen succeeded her sister 
Mary, Puritanism was mainly a foreign doctrine 
imported from Geneva and the Rhineland; when she 
died, it was rootedly and characteristically English and 
had added to itself some peculiarities unknown to 
continental Calvinism, such as rigid Sabbatarianism, 
‘the English Sunday’ already at war with the idea of 
‘Merry England’.

From English Social History: A Survey of Six Centuries: Chaucer 
to Queen Victoria by G. M. Trevelyan, 1942

3 Read Source D. 
What were the ‘Roman 
Saturnalia and 
Bacchanalian festivals’ 
and why does Prynne 
compare them to the 
plays and celebrations 
he seeks to ban?

4 Read Source E. 
List which of the 
reasons given in the 
ordinance for banning 
plays are to do with 
public order, which 
to do with religion 
and which to do with 
health and safety.
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Burbage’s The Theatre at Shoreditch, but after that 
playhouse closed, it moved south of the river to 
Burbage’s splendid new playhouse, The Globe, in 
1599. The original Globe burned down in 1613, but 
a modern replica was built near the original site in 
1997 and today faithfully recreates the experience 
of Elizabethan theatre — as far as modern fire reg-
ulations allow.

Christopher Marlowe and  
Ben Jonson
Despite the queen’s patronage of the theatres, some 
playwrights were often in trouble with the author-
ities. An undercover informant, Richard Baines, 
reported in 1593 that in conversation with him 
the playwright Christopher Marlowe had expressed 
blasphemous opinions — that ‘all protestants are 
hypocritical asses’, that the New Testament was 
‘filthily written’ and that Christ had a gay rela-
tionship with St John the Evangelist. Baines con-
cluded that ‘I think all men in Christianity ought 
to endeavour that the mouth of so dangerous a 
member may be stopped’. Chillingly, Marlowe was 
stabbed to death in a tavern in Deptford a few days 
later.

Ben Jonson was another playwright who fell 
foul of the authorities. In 1597, he was arrested and 
imprisoned because of a play he had co-written, 
entitled The Isle of Dogs. Although the script does 
not survive and little detail is known of the subject 
matter, it appears to have been a satirical political 
comedy, the ‘Dogs’ of the title being members of the 
queen’s privy council. The councillors predictably 

were not amused and in August 1597 they sent a 
letter to Richard Topcliffe, a zealous government 
inquisitor notorious for his use of torture to extract 
information. It ordered him to pursue enquiries to 
discover more about this ‘lewd play’ and apprehend 
others who took part in its production.

‘Confluence of bad people’
Jonson was released in October, but was again in 
trouble with the authorities on several subsequent 
occasions. The row over The Isle of Dogs was part of 
a wider clampdown on seditious plays. At the end 
of July 1597, the privy council ordered the magis-
trates in Surrey and Middlesex to demolish several 
theatres, including The Curtain and the ‘Theatre 
near to Shoreditch’. It also issued a temporary ban 
on performances of all plays within 3 miles of the 
city of London — which included all the theatres 
built outside the city walls to evade the jurisdiction 
of the city authorities. This was, declared the order, 
because of ‘lewd matters that are handled on the 
stages’ and the ‘confluence of bad people’ which 
they attracted.

Complex relationships
The city authorities, the privy council and the 
theatres had a complex relationship. While the 
Puritan-influenced City of London was frequently 
pressing for a permanent ban on theatres, the queen 
and the privy council were inclined to offer them 
protection — as long as the theatre companies did 
not sail too close to the wind as far as subversive 
political satire was concerned. Clearly, in The Isle of 
Dogs, Ben Jonson and his collaborators had over-
stepped the mark and paid the price, as for a few 
months did the theatres in general.

To the disappointment, no doubt, of the Puritans 
and the city authorities, the ban was only tempo-
rary and the order to demolish some of the theatres 
was not acted upon. In the autumn of 1597, the the-
atres reopened. Indeed the most famous one, The 
Globe, was only built 18 months after The Isle of 
Dogs furore. The treatment of Ben Jonson had been 
a shot across the bows from the privy council, a 
warning to steer clear of political satire, a reassert-
ing of where the boundaries of the council’s toler-
ance were set.

Nevertheless, the temporary ban of 1597 fore-
shadowed the events of 1642, when, in the early 
stages of the Civil War, the Puritan-influenced par-
liament introduced a more complete and lasting ban 
on the staging of plays. It lasted 18 years, until the 
restoration of the monarchy in 1660.

But this lay far in the future. For the rest of 
Elizabeth’s reign and into that of James I, the play-
houses outside the city walls of London were an 
essential and successful ingredient of ‘Merry 
England’. HS

Source H
Playwright Ben Jonson, 
who was imprisoned 
over his play The 
Isle of Dogs. Portrait 
by Abraham van 
Blyenberch

Source G
Letter from the privy council to Richard Topcliffe, a 
government informer and inquisitor, 15 August 1597 
(language modernised):

Upon information given us of a lewd play that was 
played in one of the playhouses on the Bankside, 
containing very seditious and slanderous matter, we 
caused some of the players to be apprehended and 
committed to prison, whereof one of them was not 
only an actor but a maker of part of the said play. For 
as much as it is thought desirable that the rest of the 
players or actors in that matter shall be apprehended 
to receive such punishment as their lewd and 
mutinous behaviour deserves, these shall be therefore 
to require you to examine those of the players that 
are committed, whose names are known to you,  
Mr Topcliffe, what is become of the rest of their 
fellows that either had their parts in the devising of 
that seditious matter or that were actors or players 
in the same, what copies they have given forth of 
the said play and to whom, and such other points as 
you shall think desirable to be demanded of them, 
wherein you shall require them to deal truly as they 
will look to receive any favour.

5 Study Sources F, 
G and H. Explain 
in your own words 
the different reasons 
why playwrights 
Christopher Marlowe 
and Ben Jonson got 
into trouble with the 
authorities.

6 Draw two posters, 
one advertising a play 
to be performed at 
The Globe Theatre 
in 1599, the other by 
Puritans calling for 
the performance of all 
plays to be banned.

7 As the article says, 
‘The city authorities, 
the privy council and 
the theatres had a 
complex relationship.’ 
Draw a mindmap 
illustrating the 
complex relationship 
between the three.

Hindsight 28i1 print.indd   3 31/07/2017   11:59 am



4 Hindsight  September 2017

The factors which influence what punishment a 
person is given — retribution, deterrence and 
rehabilitation — have changed significantly 

over the last 1,000 years. Let’s consider the follow-
ing three criminals and the penalties they received:

	■ In 1049, Sweyn Godwinson killed his cousin in 
a dispute over some land.

	■ In 1805, Richard Harding was sentenced for 
forging decks of playing cards.

	■ In 1984, Erwin James was convicted of murder-
ing two people in separate attacks.

All three were found guilty, but the severity of 
the different punishments they received might sur-
prise you. Sweyn Godwinson was told to pay a fine 
to his cousin’s family (which he refused to do and 
was sent into exile). Erwin James served 20 years 
in prison before being released. And the forger, 
Richard Harding? He was hanged.

Retribution
In the Anglo-Saxon period, punishment was not 
completely controlled by the king. Instead, the 
victim (or victim’s family) and criminal often 
sorted matters out among themselves. This inev-
itably led to retribution (a desire for revenge or 
compensation) playing a role in the choice of pun-
ishment.

Blood feuds
If a person committed a crime against another, then 
the victim’s family sometimes started a blood feud 
with the criminal’s family, taking revenge on the 
criminal’s family by attacking them back. The main 
problem was that if the retaliation was considered to 
be harsher than the original crime or if the original 
crime was disputed, then the family of the accused 
criminal may have then felt the need to retaliate 
back to balance things out. This ‘eye for an eye’ 
type of conflict could go on for generations, with 
the original crime often being all but forgotten as 
things got out of control.

Changing views 
on punishment

Source A
A crowd at Newgate 
Prison for an execution 
in 1860

Scott Reeves assesses how the nature and severity of 
punishments have changed over the last 1,000 years

1 Examine Source A. 
Why were executions 
such a public event?
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murder. It was the ultimate form of deterrent — a 
criminal knew that if they were caught, it might 
cost their life. If execution was not appropriate, the 
criminal may be mutilated — they would have an 
eye, ear or limb removed, or they may be branded 
with a hot iron. 

If a monarch wanted to send a signal that a crime 
was particularly bad, they could order an even more 
severe form of execution. From 1351, the punish-
ment for treason was to be hanged, drawn and quar-
tered. In the Tudor period, religious heretics were 
burned at the stake.

Bloody Code
The idea of punishment as a deterrent reached a 
height during the later years of the Stuarts and early 
years of Georgian Britain. This period saw a rapid 
increase in the number of offences punishable by 
death:

	■ In 1688 around 50 offences led to execution.
	■ In 1750 160 different offences led to execution.
	■ In 1810 222 different offences led to execution.

Criminals could be hanged for stealing goods 
worth 5 shillings (25p), being out at night with a 
blackened face, impersonating a Chelsea Pensioner 
or cutting down a young tree. So many offences 
led to execution that historians later began  
referring to the law during this period as the Bloody 
Code.

Wergild
However, sometimes a blood feud could be stopped 
without further violence by paying money known 
as wergild (translated as ‘man price’ or sometimes 
‘blood money’) to the victim or his family. Wergild 
was a bit like compensation for damage to a person. 
Causing the death of a person would mean that you 
owed a predetermined amount to their family, and 
it was more expensive if the person was a higher 
social status. If you caused an injury, you also owed 
wergild — there were set amounts for various parts 
of the body, and these tariffs would often be differ-
ent from village to village.

Deterrence
As the Anglo-Saxon era progressed and turned into 
the medieval period, punishment became some-
thing that was increasingly controlled by the king 
and those in authority. Whereas victims and their 
families tended to want retribution, the king usually 
had a different approach. He wanted to keep the 
country at peace to make his own position more 
secure, so was more interested in using punishment 
as a deterrent (to prevent crime).

Fines
Many Anglo-Saxon kings, including Æthelberht of 
Kent, Offa of Mercia and Alfred the Great, devel-
oped law codes in which they decreed what would 
happen to criminals depending on the crime 
they had committed. For minor crimes like theft, 
fighting and damage to property, criminals were 
often punished by a form of public humiliation 
like being placed in the stocks or pillory and dis-
played to the rest of the community — in an attempt 
to embarrass the criminal so they would not do it 
again. Other minor crimes were punished by forcing 
the criminal to pay a fine — a bit like wergild, but 
the fine was paid to the king or the community 
rather than the victim’s family. 

After the Battle of Hastings in 1066, a new 
Norman ruling class seized control of the country. 
As foreign invaders, the Normans were particu-
larly keen to stamp their authority on England by 
making punishments harsher. Murdrum — killing 
a Norman — became a new crime. If a Norman 
was killed by a Saxon and the murderer could not 
be found, a hefty fine was levied on the killer’s 
village. The Normans were trying to stop Anglo-
Saxons attacking them by making them think about 
the consequences the punishment would have on 
other people.

Execution and mutilation
People found guilty of major crimes were dealt 
with very harshly, especially after the Norman 
Conquest. Execution, usually hanging or behead-
ing, was used for the most serious crimes like 

2 Study Source B. 
Do you think the 
punishments decreed 
by Æthelberht are for 
retribution, deterrence 
or rehabilitation — or 
a combination of more 
than one?

Source B
Punishments for injuries suffered in fights in the law 
code of Æthelberht of Kent, written in the seventh 
century:

If an ear becomes struck off, one is to compensate 
with 12 shillings. If one strikes off a thumb, 20 
shillings. If someone disables a genital member, one 
is to buy him off with three person payments [the 
value placed on a person’s life].

Source C
From ‘The Rime of King William’, a poem written in 
1087:

He established many deer preserves
and he set up many laws concerning them
such that whoever killed a hart or a hind
should be blinded.
He forbade (hunting of) harts
and also of boars.
He loved the wild deer
as if he were their father.
And he also decreed that the hares
should be allowed to run free.
His great men complained of it,
and his poor men lamented it;
but he was so severe
that he ignored all their needs.

3 Read Source C. 
What does it tell 
you about medieval 
views of William 
the Conqueror’s 
punishments?
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usually for 7 years but sometimes for life. After the 
USA declared independence, transportation started 
to the first penal colonies in Australia. Over the years, 
about 160,000 men, women and children were sent 
to the other side of the world. Some returned after 
their sentence was completed, but others remained 
and started a new life in Australia.

However, the Bloody Code was so violent that 
many people began to react against it. Jurors often 
deliberately assessed the value of stolen goods as 
under 5 shillings so the criminal would not be exe-
cuted. Indeed, under the years that the Bloody Code 
was at its height, execution levels actually dropped 
in London:

	■ An average of 150 people were executed each year 
in the early seventeenth century.

	■ An average of 20 people were executed each year 
in the early eighteenth century.

Transportation
Transportation, where criminals were forcibly moved 
to prison colonies, was the result of people wanting 
a punishment that was still a deterrent but not as 
harsh as execution. During the seventeenth century, 
the government started to send prisoners to America, 

Source E
Children fighting in a 
cell at the Wood Street 
Compter prison, 1650

Source D
From court documents describing a trial in 1715. If a 
criminal stole goods worth more than 5 shillings, they 
had to be hanged:

Mary Behn, indicted for feloniously stealing a callicoe 
gown, value 40 shillings, a callicoe waistcoat, value 
10 shillings, some shirts and other linen, on the 15th 
of November last…she made a frivolous defence and 
the jury found her guilty to the value of 4 shillings 
and 10 pence.

4 Look at Source D. 
What evidence does 
it provide about how 
effective the Bloody 
Code was?

5 How and why do 
Sources E and F depict 
prison life differently?
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Abolition of capital punishment
The Judgement of Death Act 1823 meant that the 
death penalty was no longer mandatory for all 
crimes except treason and murder. The number 
of offences for which criminals could be executed 
was gradually reduced — by 1832 it was down 
to 60. The last execution in the UK took place in 
1964, although the death penalty itself was not 
officially banned until 1998. Removing the death  
penalty was a sign that every criminal — even if 
they had committed the most horrendous crimes 
— should have the opportunity to turn their lives 
around.

Overcrowding
The prison population has grown since 1900. In 
order to reduce reoffending rates and reduce the 
number of prisoners, modern governments have 
introduced a number of measures to improve the 
rehabilitation of offenders:

	■ Community service became an alternative to 
prison for less serious offences.

	■ Open prisons gave more freedom to less danger-
ous prisoners.

	■ Electronic tags meant that some prisoners served 
part of their sentence at home.

	■ Suspended sentences meant criminals avoided 
prison unless they reoffended.

Conclusion
Retribution, deterrence and rehabilitation have 
influenced what punishment a criminal is given for 
as long as punishments have existed, but over time 
the importance of each factor has changed. Richard 
Harding, the forger who was hanged, was unfortu-
nate to be convicted of a crime at a time when the 
Bloody Code was still in force and deterrence was 
seen as vital. Sweyn Godwinson and Erwin James, 
both murderers who avoided execution, did so 
because other factors were important in their times. 
For Godwinson, it was retribution — his cousin’s 
family thought that paying them money was the 
best form of compensation. For James, the govern-
ment decided that prison offered a better chance of 
rehabilitation. HS

Rehabilitation
The use of transportation rather than execution 
was a sign that attitudes towards punishment were 
beginning to change. Since the eighteenth century, 
people have gradually begun to accept that rehabil-
itation (trying to prevent reoffending by correcting 
a criminal’s behaviour) should play a greater role 
in punishment.

Prisons
The first prisons were built only to hold people who 
were accused of crimes until their trial. The idea of 
being kept in prison as a punishment in itself devel-
oped in the eighteenth century as an alternative 
to execution and transportation, and prison soon 
became the most common form of punishment. 
The first prisons were designed to be so harsh and 
terrifying that they deterred people from commit-
ting crimes out of fear of going to prison. Prisons 
were overcrowded, ridden with disease and violent; 
jailers were often unpaid and corrupt.

However, prison reformers quickly sought to 
improve prisons to help rehabilitate those incar-
cerated in them. John Howard and Elizabeth Fry 
campaigned to raise awareness of the problems 
within the prison system. Partly due to their efforts, 
new prisons like Pentonville were built. Prison life 
was still monotonous — hard beds, hard food and 
hard work — but they were also places where it 
was hoped prisoners would think about how they 
could alter their behaviour so they did not commit 
future crimes.

Source F
A prisoner working in his cell in Newgate Prison, 1873

Source G
Erwin James, writing in 2009, 5 years after his release 
from prison:

A couple of years into the sentence, when I was 
in my first long-term high-security prison, I met a 
psychologist who took some time persuading me that 
I still had some value…It took many meetings with 
this kind lady before I was even remotely persuaded 
that something positive could emerge from my 
situation. Finally, as a gesture to acknowledge her 
efforts, I enrolled in evening education classes — and 
to my surprise, I thrived.

6 Watch the clip 
at www.tinyurl.
com/lrd4s4u. 
How successful 
were attempts to 
rehabilitate James 
Fleming?

7 How useful is 
Source G to a historian 
studying prison and 
punishment in the 
modern world?

8 Which era saw 
the biggest changes 
in attitudes to 
punishment, and why?
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Paul Short and Dan Silverman consider 
how Framlingham Castle’s various 
inhabitants impacted on its design in  
the medieval and Tudor periods

Framlingham Castle has a long and distin-
guished history which began back in the 1100s 
when Roger Bigod was granted the manor of 

Framlingham by Henry I. While Roger is likely to 
have built a wooden fortification on the site, it was 
his son Hugh Bigod who first erected a stone for-
tification there. 

Early fortifications
Upon being made the Earl of Norfolk in 1140, Hugh 
appears keen to have built a strong castle yet also 
a residence in keeping with his newfound status. 
Hugh’s alterations to the lands surrounding the 
castle included a large mere to provide a plenti-
ful supply of fish, as well as the development of 
the castle’s Great Park so that Hugh and his guests 
might enjoy hunting deer. Unfortunately, the castle 
was affected by alterations of a very different kind 
when its fortifications were destroyed on the orders 
of Henry II following Hugh’s involvement in a 
rebellion in 1173. 

The Bigods’ struggle with royal authority ended 
in 1189 when Roger Bigod, Hugh’s son, had the 

Framlingham 
Castle

the historic 
environment

title of Earl of Norfolk conferred on him by King 
Richard I. Roger rebuilt the stone walls and towers, 
and encircled the castle with two deep, defensive 
ditches. A gatehouse was built with a portcullis and 
drawbridge to deter attackers. The castle’s defences 
now included a stone curtain wall and 13 towers 
which rose above it, and connecting wooden plat-
forms for crossbowmen.

Royal conflict
Like his father Hugh, Roger Bigod was also keen to 
ensure that the castle was a fitting place to live. The 
Great Hall was built on the western side of the castle 
for entertaining visitors and dining. It was located 
where the current poorhouse now stands. However, 
the castle’s ability to withstand a sustained siege 
was put to the test when King John’s forces attacked 
in 1216. The castle surrendered after just 2 days, 
although this did ensure that the Bigods did not 
have to forfeit either the castle or its lands. 

Following Roger Bigod’s death in 1221, 
Framlingham passed to his son Hugh Bigod II who 
himself died in 1225, and then onto his grandson, 
Roger Bigod III who was appointed to the role of 
earl marshal to the king. This prestigious posi-
tion allowed Roger to attend the royal court and  
Henry III (reigned 1216–72) honoured Framlingham 
with a royal visit. However, Roger III came into 
conflict with the crown when he joined a group of 
rebellious barons led by Simon de Montfort. 

Source A
Framlingham Mere
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1 Using the evidence 
from this article and 
your wider knowledge, 
answer the following 
questions:
a Which of 
Framlingham’s 
inhabitants had the 
greatest impact on its 
design?
b Why and how 
was Framlingham 
transformed in 
the early sixteenth 
century?
c How true is it to 
say that Framlingham 
offers historians a 
valuable insight into 
both the medieval and 
Tudor periods?

Source B
An aerial view of 
Framlingham

Source C
Thomas Howard, third 
Duke of Norfolk

against the invading Scots at Flodden Field in 1513 
that led to the title of the Duke of Norfolk being 
conferred on the family again. 

From this point on the castle was extensively 
updated and an emphasis placed on comfort rather 
than defence. The castle towers were remodelled 
to become private quarters and a viewing gallery 
was established in the western tower. From this 
tower guests could see how the lower court had 
been developed with water features, fruit trees and 
a herb garden. 

Thomas Howard died in 1524 and his body was 
buried at Thetford Priory. His son proved to possess 
little of his father’s diplomatic skills and Thomas 
Howard II, the third Duke of Norfolk, found 
himself stripped of his title and lands in 1546 and 
imprisoned in the Tower by Henry VIII. 

The fortunes of the Howard family were rescued 
first by Henry VIII dying in 1547 before Thomas 
could be executed, and then by the part played by 
Framlingham in Mary I’s accession to the throne. 
It was to Framlingham that Mary fled following 
the failed attempt to establish Lady Jane Grey as 
monarch in 1553. Thomas was released by Mary I 
and his title and lands were restored once more to 
the family. 

Thomas’ grandson became the fourth Duke of 
Norfolk, yet Thomas Howard III did not possess his 
grandfather’s luck in avoiding the executioner and 
was sentenced to death in 1572 for plotting to marry 
Mary Queen of Scots, place her onto the English 
throne and restore Catholicism. The castle returned 
once more to the crown, but was now in a some-
what dilapidated state. Despite James I (1603–25) 
returning the castle to the Howard family, it was 
sold in 1635 to Sir Robert Mitcham who, being  
heirless, passed it onto Pembroke College, 
Cambridge. HS

Framlingham found itself with a new master in 
1270 when Roger Bigod III died and his nephew 
Roger Bigod IV succeeded him. Roger IV contin-
ued to act as earl marshal and helped Edward I 
(1272–1307) to conquer Wales. A dispute with 
royal authority culminated in Roger IV refusing 
to fight for Edward in France, yet it was Edward 
who ultimately won this dispute since Roger IV, 
saddled with mounting debts brought about by  
improvements made to the castle walls and build-
ings, was bankrupted and forced to make the king 
his heir. 

On Roger IV’s death in 1306, Framlingham 
passed to the crown and by 1312 the castle found 
itself with a new lord again, Thomas Brotherton, 
one of Edward I’s sons. Thomas showed his loyalty 
to the crown by helping Edward III defeat the 
Scots at the Battle of Halidon Hill in July 1333, 
before dying at Framlingham in 1338. Following 
the death of Thomas Brotherton’s second daugh-
ter, Margaret, in 1399 the castle once more came 
under the control of a new family. The descend-
ants of Thomas Mowbray, grandson of Margaret 
Brotherton, inhabited Framlingham until 1476. 

Framlingham under the Howards
Framlingham then came under the control of 
the Howard family. John Howard, grandson of 
Thomas Mowbray, was made Duke of Norfolk by 
King Richard III in 1483. Despite dying just 2 years 
later on Bosworth Field while fighting in support of 
Richard, he made several changes to the Great Hall 
and built an inner wall against the curtain wall. 
Henry Tudor’s victory meant that Framlingham 
temporarily passed into the hands of the Earl of 
Oxford before Thomas Howard began to recover the 
family estates and win royal favour. It was Thomas 
Howard’s efforts in leading the English to victory 

Source C
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and 1953, 865,000 Germans left the East for the 
West through Berlin. Those who moved tended to 
be the young and well educated and until the Wall 
was built this brain drain continued. 

Khrushchev and Kennedy
The Wall should also be understood in terms of the 
relationship between Khrushchev and the newly 
elected and inexperienced Kennedy. Khrushchev 
pursued a more aggressive stance in Cold War rela-
tions in the late 1950s. In 1961 he demanded the 
removal of US troops from Berlin, confident that 
Kennedy would comply. When Kennedy refused to 
remove the troops, Khrushchev’s decision to close 
the border in Berlin was in part an affirmation of 
Soviet power. This testing of Kennedy’s nerve by the 
USSR was a dangerous game which culminated in 
the Cuban missile crisis. 

Conclusion
The Berlin Wall did effectively stem the tide of 
emigration to the West. Before it was erected up to  
4 million Germans crossed from East to West, 
largely through the city. Between 1961 and 1989, 
when the Wall came down, migration virtually 
ceased, although thousands died attempting to 
cross the border. Its building marked a particularly 
tense time in superpower relations, but the postwar  
settlement of the city and of Germany held and 
war was averted.

improve your grade

Nikki Christie gives you some tips 
on how to improve your grade when 
answering questions on the building of  
the Berlin Wall

Berlin was hugely important during the Cold 
War because of its geographical location over 
200 miles into East Germany, which was part 

of the Soviet bloc. In 1948 the Russians attempted 
to force the Western Allies out of West Berlin by 
closing road and rail access from West Germany 
to West Berlin, meaning that all supplies had to be 
airlifted in for 11 months.

From the ending of the Berlin airlift until 1961 
relations remained tense between East and West 
over Berlin. The rail lines, roads and canals were 
grudgingly reopened by Stalin, but Berlin remained 
a potential f lashpoint between the two super- 
powers. At 2 o’clock in the morning of 13 August 
1961 a major crisis again occurred in the city when 
East German soldiers erected a wire barrier dividing 
East and West Berlin and preventing travel between 
the two sectors. 

Emigration from East to West
Primarily the actions of the East German govern-
ment, supported by Moscow, were intended to stem 
the flow of people emigrating from East Germany 
to West Germany through the city. Between 1950 

The building of 
the Berlin Wall

Source A
Building the Berlin Wall, 
1961
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Look carefully at the sections highlighted in pink. 
They are correct but could be far more specific. 
Answer the following questions (you may want 
to refer to your notes):

	■ When did Kennedy become president?
	■ What was Khrushchev hoping to achieve 

regarding Berlin and East Germany at the Vienna 
Summit held in June 1961?

	■ Why did Kennedy refuse Khrushchev’s demands 
for the removal of US troops from West Berlin?

Now use your answers to these questions to 
help you write a more detailed paragraph on the 
relationship between the leaders of the two super-
powers.

Alternative interpretation

Read the section in the conclusion highlighted 
in green. The statement is correct but the student 
could do more to explore the provenance of the 
document to assess the strength of the interpreta-
tion. The research was published by an American 
institute in 1993, not long after the end of the 
Cold War. In 1993 it really seemed that economic 
free market capitalism had defeated the planned 
economies of the Communist bloc. Could this 
mean that the historian has given more credence 
to economic reasons for the building of the Wall 
than those of international statesmanship? The 
explanation may be perfectly valid, but an out-
standing examination of any interpretation will 
always consider its nature and origin as carefully 
as its contents.

Provenance

Question
Study Interpretation A. Do you think this is a reasonable explanation of Khrushchev’s support  
for the construction of the Berlin Wall? Use your knowledge and other interpretations of  
events to support your answer.  (25 marks)

This answer engages with the interpretation and the student has clearly 
revised the topic and uses contextual knowledge with confidence. 
However, it would be a stronger answer if it engaged with the detail of 
the interpretation more explicitly by quoting from it.

The student makes a reasonable statement regarding the range of 
sources that this interpretation might be based on, but should have drawn 
this into a more thoughtful conclusion which engaged with the strength 
of the interpretation based on its provenance, rather than just making a 
statement about this. The question is worth 25 marks so a more detailed 
response which engages with both explanations of Khrushchev’s support 
for the Wall indicated in the interpretation is required.

Examiner’s comment

In lots of ways this interpretation is right when it explains that 

Khrushchev supported the building of the Berlin Wall because so many 

Germans were moving from the Eastern bloc to the West through 

the city. If they liked they could pack a suitcase and simply get on the 

underground across the city into the Western zone. I know that often 

those who left for a new life in the West were the most qualified and 

youngest and therefore the fact they had left would be a problem for 

the development of East Germany. 

However the source does not say anything about the international 

context of the time. Khrushchev seemed to be testing the new young 

President Kennedy. Earlier in the year Khrushchev had demanded 

that Kennedy remove US troops from the city but Kennedy refused. 

Khrushchev and Ulbricht probably felt they had to do something to 

reassert their power. 

This source was written after the Cold War had ended and historians 

had more access to Russian archives so there is a good chance that 

the person studying the period had a range of sources to draw on. So 

all in all I think that this interpretation is a reasonable one.

Student answerRead the interpretation again carefully. Two 
reasons are suggested for Khrushchev’s support of 
the building of the Berlin Wall. Highlight both in 
the interpretation and then rewrite the first para-
graph of the answer using specific statements from 
the text to strengthen your paragraph.

Textual analysis

Interpretation A
Extract from ‘Khrushchev and the Berlin Crisis 
(1958–1962)’ by Vladislav M. Zubok, Cold War 
International History Project published by the 
Woodrow Wilson International Center for Scholars, 
1993 (www.tinyurl.com/jwznsta):

Pressure on him to act had been mounting. In the spring of 1961 the flight of refugees 
from the GDR over to West Berlin had become an acute embarrassment. Even 
Khrushchev’s aides joked that ‘soon there will be nobody left in the GDR except for 
Ulbricht and his mistress’. In addition, there was a big concern that Soviet assistance to 
the GDR would end up in the pockets of West Berliners and West German tourists due to 
the huge gap in purchasing power between Western and Eastern marks.
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improve your grade

Thematic study

Migration and urban 
environments: Jews

Question 1
What caused the expulsion of Jews from Britain in 1290? 
(8 marks)

Top tips
	■ There will be more than one cause to identify and explain.
	■ You may find it helpful to divide the causes into long- and 

short-term causes.
	■ The best answers will explain the context of Edward I’s offer 

to expel the Jews in 1290 rather than just describe the event.

Model answer
In 1290 Edward I decided to expel the Jews from England 
because he was heavily in debt. He needed to raise money from 
his knights and thought that offering to expel the Jews would 
help gain their support for his new taxes. He knew that this 

would generally be popular with the knights as many of them 
were in debt to Jewish money lenders so if they were expelled 
then they would not have to pay their debts back. Also England 
was a Catholic country and people were very suspicious of Jews 
because they were not Christian.

But Edward’s reasons also had longer-term causes. Jews were 
only allowed into England from 1066 and they were often 
involved in money lending because they had a special status 
which put them outside the feudal system. They were not 
allowed to be landowners. Also Christians were not allowed 
to lend money with interest payments so only non-Christians 
could lend money. This made the Jews very unpopular. So 
really Edward just exploited a system which was very unfair 
to the Jews for his own ends.

Medieval expulsion of Jews

The Jewish community in Butetown, 
Cardiff, in the nineteenth century
Question 2
Study Sources A–C. ‘The Jewish community in Cardiff 
grew in the nineteenth century as a result of the actions 
of the Bute family.’ How far do Sources A–C convince 
you that this statement is correct? Use the sources 
and your own knowledge to explain your answer.  
(20 marks, plus 5 marks for spelling, punctuation and the use 
of specialist terminology)

Top tips
	■ Study the sources carefully. The granting of land for a 

cemetery and the opening of a new synagogue and the popu-
lation estimates certainly indicate a huge growth in the Jewish  
community in Cardiff. Decide how important you believe 
a place of worship and a cemetery would have been to Jews  
considering making Cardiff their home in the nineteenth 
century.

	■ What other factors contributed to the growth of the Jewish 
community in Cardiff in this period? The sources state that 
most Jews ran businesses and shops. What do you know about 
the growth of the docks and the city between 1850 and 1900?

	■ Source B mentions anti-Semitism against Jews in this period. 
This was a Europe wide phenomenon, but in Russia in the 
1880s a wave of violence or pogroms swept across the country. 
Why might a port in Wales expect to see some growth in Jewish 
numbers as a result?

	■ When you write your essay you need to consider not just the 
evidence in the sources but use your own knowledge about the 
development of Butetown and Cardiff during this period. In 
your conclusion you should refer explicitly to the question set 
and form a judgement regarding the strength of the sources as 
evidence for historians seeking to explain the growth of the Jewish  
community in Cardiff.
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Source A
The first formal Jewish institution in Cardiff was the 
Jewish Cemetery at Highfield which was established in 
1841 on land given by the 2nd Marquess of Bute, the 
wealthy landowner responsible for the development 
of Cardiff docks. The Jewish community was about 
150 at this time and they ran businesses including 
pawnbrokers in Bute Street

Source C
Former Jewish synagogue, Cathedral Road, Cardiff. 
The Cathedral Road synagogue was opened in 1897, 
followed shortly by the opening of the Clare Street 
synagogue in 1900. The 3rd Marquess of Bute gave 
the Cathedral Road site to the Jewish community as 
they had outgrown the synagogue in East Terrace 
which opened in 1858. Butetown’s Jewish population 
dates from the early nineteenth century and had 
grown from about 150 in 1850 to about 1,500 by 1900

Source B
Extract from The Grand Designer: Third Marquess 
of Bute by Rosemary Hannah, 2012:

In other respects too, Bute had unexpected 
qualities, one being his lack of anti-Semitism. He 
numbered the wealthy Rothschilds (a prominent 
and very wealthy Jewish family) among his friends… 
Bute gave land to build a new synagogue in Cardiff 
and was astonished at the outcry against it.

Source C
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David McGill considers whether Oliver Cromwell was a hero or villain

Lord Protector
After the king’s execution Cromwell tried to set 
up various institutions to rule Britain effectively. 
Initially, he established a republic but he was soon 
forced to become Lord Protector. As a modest man 
he refused the offer of kingship and maintained 
that he would step aside as soon as the kingdom was 
stable. During this period he continued to trans-
form England through trade and successful military 
campaigns against both Irish Catholic rebels and 
the Dutch. 

An English hero
On his death in 1658 Cromwell was in control of 
the four kingdoms of England, Ireland, Scotland 
and Wales and had established a country that 
was ready to become a great power. This would 
not have been possible if Charles I had 
turned the country into an absolutist  
autocracy in the 1640s. Cromwell 
was an English hero.

Oliver Cromwell was a man of relatively modest 
means who rose up from a country estate in East 
Anglia to become chief leader of the parliamentary 
side in the English Civil Wars that lasted from 1642 
to 1649 and beyond. As a devout Puritan and also 
an elected Member of Parliament he realised that 
Charles I was a tyrant who had to be stopped before 
he destroyed Parliament and undermined English 
liberties forever. 

The New Model Army
After failing to limit the king’s power by constitu-
tional means in the Long Parliament that met from 
1640 onwards, Cromwell was forced to take up arms 
when the king raised his standard at Nottingham 
in August 1642. As one of the few parliamentary 
leaders who grasped the fact that the king would 
have to be defeated militarily if liberty was to be 
secured for the English people he soon emerged as 
the most effective political and military leader 
on Parliament’s side. He was key to creating 
both unity of purpose and the means to 
victory with the New Model Army. 

Execution of Charles I
After victory in the First Civil War Cromwell 
tried to reach a negotiated settlement with 
Charles, but the king was too duplicitous to be 
trusted. When Charles escaped from custody and 
renewed fighting in the Second Civil War Cromwell 
reluctantly pressed for his execution. He was forced 
to purge the Parliament of those who still wanted 
to negotiate with the king.

 Was Oliver Cromwell a hero?

YES

Source A
Oliver Cromwell: 
hero or villain?

Oliver Cromwell remains one of British  
history’s most controversial figures. Should 
he be remembered positively as the par-

liamentary leader who stood against the tyrant 
Charles I and ensured Britain continued on its 
path to glorious constitutional monarchy or nega-
tively as the Puritanical ‘king-killer’ who ‘banned 
Christmas’ and massacred Catholics in Ireland?
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 Was Oliver Cromwell a hero?

in Nottingham after Parliament had declared all 
supporters of the king to be traitors.

Warlord and autocratic ruler
Once the fighting started Cromwell proved to be an 
effective warlord and with the creation of the pro-
fessional (but equally fanatical) New Model Army 
he secured victory. In power he rapidly became 
accustomed to being ruler of the land and would 
brook little compromise or opposition.

Charles I went to the scaffold after Parliament 
had been purged of anyone prepared to oppose the 
new regime. Old comrades like Thomas Fairfax 
ended up abandoning the cause and retiring from 
politics. As the years passed the reign of Oliver 
Cromwell increasingly resembled that of the most 
autocratic of rulers. The short-lived republic gave 
way to the ‘Protectorate’ and England got its first, 
and only, real taste of military dictatorship.

Ireland
Ireland got a lot more than this. A Catholic rebellion 
against English rule ended in a bloody campaign 
of savage counter-measures as Cromwell led his 
New Model Army across the Irish Sea to restore 
order. Massacres at Wexford and Drogheda are still 
remembered in Irish folk memory and have led to 
lasting hatred for the Lord Protector and the armies 
he commanded. Meanwhile back in England the 
Major Generals ruled England as a series of military 
fiefdoms. The English people’s habitual resistance 
to standing armies and military rule stems from 
their experience of the Protectorate. 

     An absolutist villain
Cromwell was a villain 

who established his own  
absolutist state in place of 
one he claimed was being 
set up. The only reason he 
turned down the crown 

was because he had more 
power as Lord Protector 

than a monarch ever could. 
His attempt to establish a 

dynasty was doomed to failure 
as the English people turned to  

Charles I’s son to return rather 
than allow the Cromwellian  

dictatorship to continue. 

Oliver Cromwell was, like many other ‘men of the 
people’ through the ages, someone who ended up 
becoming worse than the ‘tyrant’ he replaced. His 
religious convictions meant that he was a natural 
fanatic, more than ready to spill blood if the cause 
seemed just. After abandoning a half-hearted plan 
to settle in the New World along with other Puritans 
dissatisfied with the ‘ungodly’ state of the realm 
under Charles I he turned to politics. He joined 
in with the other zealots such as John Pym who 
wanted to appropriate the king’s power and turn 
Parliament into the major power in the country. 

Puritan agenda
Between 1641 and 1642 the unreason-

ableness of Pym and his supporters 
in pursuing their Puritan agenda 
turned even the most ardent oppo-
nents of Charles I into royalists as 
they watched mobs smashing up 

churches in the capital and realised 
the religious agenda that was being 

pushed through by the Puritans. The 
king was forced to flee London in fear 

of his life and only raised his standard 

NO
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Brown v Board of Education, Topeka

Supreme Court ends the legal 
principle of ‘separate but equal’

Civil Rights Act to protect 
the right to vote

Cooper v Aaron forces 
states to abide by Brown

Civil Rights Act to ensure 
all voters could register

Emmett Till 
murdered

CORE’s Freedom 
Ride begins

Little Rock Nine 
(Arkansas)

SNCC starts to 
organise sit-ins

Montgomery Bus Boycott (following 
Rosa Parks from December 1955) 
and rise of Martin Luther King

Elijah Mohammed and the Nation 
of Islam rise to prominence

Paul Short and Dan Silverman  
look at some key events in the 
civil rights movement in the USA 
between 1954 and 1968

Source A
Martin Luther King sits in the front of the bus in 
Montgomery, Alabama, 21 December 1956

1954  1955  1956  1957  1958  1959  1960  1961  1962  1963  1964  1965  1966  1967  1968

Civil rights

Civil rights leaders and protests

Federal government actions on civil rights
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CORE’s Freedom 
Ride begins

1954  1955  1956  1957  1958  1959  1960  1961  1962  1963  1964  1965  1966  1967  1968

Civil rights

President Kennedy
 proposes a Civil Rights Bill Voting Rights Act

Thurgood Marshall appointed 
to the US Supreme Court

Muhammed Ali joins 
the Nation of Islam

Birmingham Campaign 
and March on Washington Selma; Malcolm X 

assassinated
Martin Luther King 
assassinated

Source B
President Kennedy supports James Meredith’s 
enrolment at the University of Mississippi, 1962 

Civil rights leaders and protests

Federal government actions on civil rights

President Kennedy supports 
James Meredith’s enrolment 
at the University of Mississippi

Civil Rights Act

Stokely Carmichael coins ‘Black 
Power’ during the Meredith March

Black Panthers are established
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Life under
the Normans

The Norman Conquest was much more than 
just a military victory. The Battle of Hastings 
and the suppression of resistance that 

followed led to profound social, economic, politi-
cal, cultural and even physical change. Social struc-
ture was transformed at both the top and bottom 
of society. Changes occurred in land ownership, 
government and law, as well as in the church, in 
architecture and in language. Yet amid such change 
there was also a good deal of continuity and recent 
historians of the Conquest have been more careful 
to fit their interpretations to the evidence rather 
than the other way round.

Population decline
Population figures for eleventh century England are, 
at best, educated guesses. However, it is thought 
that the total population was around 2.25 million. 
The most obvious impact of the Conquest was the 
number of English who died. Several thousand 
perished at the Battle of Hastings, tens of thou-
sands more lost their lives in rebellions and perhaps 
100,000 died in the ‘harrying of the north’ where 
famine followed the slaughter. While historians do 
not agree on the exact figures, some 5–10% of the 
population of England lost their lives as a direct 
result of the Norman Conquest.

The devastation in parts of the north like 
Yorkshire and Northumbria was vast. Symeon of 
Durham wrote that ‘between York and Durham 

Source A
Bayeux Tapestry 
showing a woman and 
a child fleeing from 
their burning house

Rob Salem considers the impact the Norman Conquest 
had on life in England
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tenants-in-chief. The picture was the same in the 
church hierarchy, with just one English bishop 
remaining out of 15 and 3 English abbots out of 
21 by the end of William’s reign in 1087. 

Lower down the social scale there was much 
less change. The life of a freeman was made 
worse as the Normans introduced a more exact-
ing form of lordship with tighter controls and 
increased rents. However, the bottom end of the 
social structure saw genuinely radical change. 
Before the Conquest 10–30% of the population 
were slaves. By Domesday there had been a 25% 
decline in slavery and by the 1130s slavery had 
died out. Former slaves, along with the rest of the 
peasantry, still faced restrictions, such as where 
they could go, who they could marry and the two 
or three days’ work a week on their lords’ land. 
However, they could no longer be branded, cas-
trated, killed or sold. 

Land ownership and ‘feudalism’
With the demise of the English aristocracy came 
the wholesale redistribution of land ownership. 
The Domesday Book showed that the 11 leading 
members of the aristocracy held about one quarter 
of the realm. Another quarter was in the hands of 
fewer than 200 others. However, this dramatic 
change arguably masks some continuity in the 
structures of land ownership.

At the centre of land distribution of Norman 
England lay the taking of oaths, cementing the 
promise of military service and loyalty in return 
for land. This concept came to be known as ‘feu-
dalism’, though not until the eighteenth century. 
Historians have disputed the meaning and utility of 
the word since the 1880s and some suggest it should 
no longer be used. They argue that:

	■ the principles behind ‘feudalism’, however 
defined, were not completely new to England

	■ numerous elements of what ‘feudalism’ came to 
signify were introduced over many years, not just 
in the initial decades of Norman rule

	■ feudalism differed over time and between  
states

Some change following the Conquest is evident 
in that oaths of homage to the king were sworn 
not just by tenants-in-chief but also by sub- 
tenants. However, no uniform manorial system 
was imposed and obligations of military service 
were certainly not new. Besides, such ‘feudal 
service’ was often transferred to a payment of 
money so that quotas for knight-service became a 
form of taxation.

The full system of ‘feudal’ obligations developed 
in the twelfth century and it evolved from a range 
of Anglo-Saxon and Norman customs and tradi-
tions. Therefore, it is at best problematic to argue 
that William introduced the ‘feudal system’.

no village was inhabited’. Indeed, some villages 
never recovered and the Domesday Book records 
large swathes of the north as ‘waste’. Yet while the 
north and some other areas suffered terribly, the 
post-Conquest experience did see regional varia-
tions that depended on local resistance and land-
scape as well as on traditional customs of land 
ownership and local governance.

Social structure
Nevertheless, one significant impact of the Norman 
Conquest that was almost universal was the collapse 
of the old English aristocracy. Of those who 
survived Fulford, Stamford Bridge, Hastings and the 
rebellions that followed, many left for Scotland and 
Scandinavia, and hundreds joined the Varangian 
Guard at Constantinople. Those who remained in 
England generally survived in relative poverty and 
dramatically reduced status.

The extent of decline is clear in the Domesday 
Book. Englishmen made up only 13 of around 
1,000 tenants-in-chief and a mere 10% of the 8,000 
sub-tenants, those who held land directly from the 

1 Study Sources B, C 
and D and use your 
own knowledge.
a Why might 
historians try ‘to 
downplay’ the severity 
of the harrying of the 
north? 
b Does Marc Morris 
in Source D agree that 
its severity should be 
downplayed?
c Why is it difficult to 
calculate the number 
killed as a result of the 
harrying of the north?

Source D
In recent years there have been attempts to 
downplay [the harrying of the north’s] severity. In 
particular, attempts have been made to show that 
the devastation described by the chroniclers is not 
supported by the economic information recorded in 
the Domesday Book…

…Domesday reveals that in 1086 the population of 
Yorkshire had dropped to just a quarter of what it had 
been in 1066, meaning that around 150,000 people 
had vanished from the record.

From The Norman Conquest by Marc Morris, 2012

Source B
Symeon of Durham, a contemporary chronicler, 
describing the effects of the harrying of the north:

…there was such hunger that men ate the flesh of 
their own kind, of horses and dogs and cats. Others 
sold themselves into perpetual slavery that they 
might be able to sustain their miserable lives…it 
was horrible to observe in houses, streets and roads 
human corpses rotting…for no one survived to cover 
them with earth, all having perished by the sword and 
starvation, or left the land of their fathers because of 
hunger…

Source C
Orderic Vitalis, Ecclesiastical History (1123–41):

…so serious a scarcity was felt in England, and 
so terrible a famine fell upon the humble and 
defenceless populace, that more than 100,000 
Christian folk of both sexes, young and old alike, 
perished of hunger.

Hindsight 28i1 print.indd   19 31/07/2017   12:00 pm



20 Hindsight  September 2017

Source E
Trial by battle, from 
a fifteenth century 
manuscript

It was William’s forest laws that proved to be the 
most significant change in English law. William’s 
sons, Richard and William Rufus, both died in 
hunting accidents in the New Forest in Hampshire 
and English resentment towards the forest laws can 
be seen in William of Malmesbury’s description of 
these deaths as divine retribution.

Entire villages were pulled down to create the 
New Forest. The massive increase in land deemed 
‘royal forest’ included arable land and even vil-
lages and towns. Those with land in these areas 
were subject to strict and complex rules, carried 
out under a separate judicial system, answerable 
directly to the king or an official appointed by him. 
Harsh punishments were handed down, from fines 
of between a few shillings and hundreds of pounds, 
to chopping two fingers off or being blinded. 
Occasionally, offenders were hanged.

Church courts were a further innovation, intro-
duced to deal with clergymen who had broken the 
law. However, these were not used uniformly and 
the shire and hundred courts still heard some such 
cases. Church courts generally gave lighter sen-
tences than laymen received.

The church
The church saw more change than new courts 
and the replacement of bishops and abbots with 
Normans. The organisational framework of the 
church in England that emerged in the years fol-
lowing 1066 was to remain largely intact into 
modern times. The parish became the basic unit 
of its administration. The archdeacon became the 
leading diocesan official, applying discipline and 
supervising the administration of the diocese. Many 
dioceses were reorganised, with the Archbishop 
of York being brought under the authority of 
Canterbury and the seats of bishops moved to cities, 
for example to Lincoln, Salisbury and Chichester. 

The Archbishop of Canterbury, Lanfranc, had 
sweeping powers though William worked closely 
with him and, for example, retained the right to 
overrule decisions of church courts. The Norman 
church sought to stamp out corruption, banning 
pluralism (the practice of clergy holding more than 
one position) and simony (the practice of buying 
church positions). However, change proved slow, 
as it did with the new requirement for clerical cel-
ibacy. Parish priests already married were allowed 
to keep their wives but new clergy and higher clergy 
had to swear to celibacy.

Landscape and architecture
By 1087, 9 of 15 cathedrals had been pulled down 
and replaced, along with a number of abbeys. Built 
in the Romanesque style, the new cathedrals were 
significantly bigger and more awe-inspiring than 
their predecessors. The new architectural style was 

Government
In terms of central and local government, the 
Conquest saw more continuity than change. The 
curia regis, the king’s council of lay and ecclesias-
tical advisors and administrators, was a Norman 
import but it had some similarities to the Anglo-
Saxon witan. Its key innovation was perhaps the 
regularity with which it met. William made heavy 
use of the existing system of sealed writs as a means 
of communicating his decisions and decrees.

Administrative continuity was particularly pro-
nounced at the local level where an already well- 
organised administrative infrastructure of sher-
iffs and reeves, shires, hundreds and villages was 
in place. William used and developed the existing 
organs of government and respected local customs. 
Sheriffs managed the royal estates in the shire, col-
lected taxes and supervised justice, providing a 
direct link between central and local government. 
Although at this level most, but not all, officials 
were replaced by Normans, the hundred and village 
reeves saw less change in personnel.

Law
William’s pledges to continue to use the shire and 
hundred courts and that ‘all shall have and hold the 
law of the king Edward in respect of their lands and 
all their possessions’ were no idle promises. In 1075 
Bishop Aethelric of Selsey was even consulted on 
Anglo-Saxon law during a plea held on Penendon 
Heath. True to his word, there was little new law 
in Norman England, with murdrum and trial by 
battle being exceptions:

	■ The murdrum was established to protect Norman 
settlers by fining ‘the whole hundred in which a 
murder [of a Norman] took place’.

	■ Trial by battle was a continental import, 
unknown in pre-Conquest England. However, it 
is unclear how often it was used under William I  
and II.

2 Go to www.tinyurl.
com/l4bw8jw and 
examine the ten 
‘Laws of William the 
Conqueror’. On a 
copy of these laws, 
highlight in different 
colours aspects that 
made things worse for 
the English, those that 
made little difference 
and those that made 
things better.

3 Study Source E 
and use your own 
knowledge. Explain in 
detail the process of 
trial by battle.

Hindsight 28i1 print.indd   20 31/07/2017   12:00 pm



21www.hoddereducation.co.uk/hindsight

Although most Normans kept themselves apart 
from the English, intermingling and intermarriage 
very gradually blurred the distinctions of descent 
and language. It took more than 200 years before 
French was a foreign language in England once 
more, but by this time the English language itself 
had been reinforced with thousands of words of 
French vocabulary, from military, legal and politi-
cal terms to mundane, everyday words.

Conclusion
The Norman Conquest has been rightly described 
as a cataclysmic and traumatic event. Many tens of 
thousands lost their lives. The survivors from the 
top of Anglo-Saxon society lost land, wealth and 
titles. Forest laws were seen as cruel and overbear-
ing by peasants and landowners alike. Thousands 
of homes were pulled down to make way for new 
castles and cathedrals or as punishment for rebel-
lion.

However, it should be remembered that despite 
what some Englishmen have claimed over subse-
quent centuries, pre-Conquest England was no 
golden age. Furthermore, as we have seen, there was 
significant continuity in government, law and 
administration. In some regions, peasant life was 
largely unchanged. The end of the age of 
Scandinavian invasion, the demise of slavery and 
increased levels of law and order would suggest that 
the Conquest was not wholly bad for the English. 
HS

Source F
Winchester Cathedral

Source G
Without much power of invention, [the Normans] 
were both prepared to leave well alone and also 
quick to grasp the ideas of others and use them to 
their own advantage. It is these qualities which make 
it so difficult to analyse with assurance the exact 
effects of the Norman Conquest. The Normans neither 
destroyed all things English nor sank entirely into 
their background.

From The Norman Conquest and Beyond by Frank Barlow, 1983

Source H
Historians debate whether the Norman Conquest 
was a ‘good thing’ or a ‘bad thing’ for England. For 
the conquered Saxons there is only one answer: 
the Norman Conquest was a disaster. William took 
absolute control over England. Important Saxon 
noblemen were reduced to the level of village 
officials. Ordinary Saxon freemen lost their freedom; 
they became ‘villeins’ — unpaid workers for the 
Normans — and were listed in the Domesday Book 
alongside the ploughs as the lord’s possessions…
For me, William was not only a ‘bad thing’, he was 
a mass-murderer — certainly worse than Saddam 
Hussein, and arguably worse than Hitler and Stalin.

From John D. Clare website (www.tinyurl.com/kxx4pdy)

designed to impress, with thick walls, massive 
columns, rows of round arches, and stone vaulting. 
Winchester Cathedral was the biggest in northern 
Europe. New abbeys, monasteries and churches 
were also built, though there had been a growth 
in church-building before 1066. 

Castles were another architectural innovation. 
The Anglo-Saxons had no castles, but by the end of 
the eleventh century there were between 500 and 
1,000 of them. The larger castles were secular build-
ings on a scale never seen before in England. The 
urban and sometimes rural landscape was trans-
formed, but this enormous building programme 
involved the forced work of thousands of locals and 
many houses were pulled down in the process — 
48 for Exeter’s castle alone.

Language
The Conquest’s impact on language in England was 
profound. William soon abandoned his attempts to 
learn English and it was 1399 before England had a 
king whose first language was English. French and 
Latin swiftly replaced English for the elite. Latin 
became the language of government, of law and of 
the church, French the language of the battlefield, 
of culture and of status.

English was still spoken by the vast majority of 
the population but it was seen as a barbarous lan-
guage to the Normans, a language for inferiors. 
English personal names were mocked as absurd 
and this encouraged the English to adopt Norman 
names like William, Robert, Richard and Matilda. 
Becoming like the Normans was a sign of gentility 
so those with social or political aspirations tried to 
speak their language.

4 Study Source F. 
Explain what was 
important about 
the post-Conquest 
building of cathedrals, 
abbeys and castles.

5 Study Sources G  
and H. Which of the 
two interpretations 
do you find most 
convincing? Explain 
your answer using all 
the sources and your 
contextual knowledge.
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David McGill focuses on the range of 
material that is available on the internet on 
the American West

The American West remains fascinating both to 
history students and Hollywood. As a topic it 
covers both the Native Americans who lived 

in the region and the settlers who started to arrive 
from 1800 onwards. 

The Plains Indians
Good resources on the Plains Indians who lived 
in the region before American settlers arrived can 
be found at www.tinyurl.com/keazkpk and also at 
www.tinyurl.com/ho7jvxp.

The clash of cultures between the Native 
Americans and the settlers crossing their land 

The American 
West

online

intensified around the expansion of the railway 
system. Its effects are examined at www.tinyurl.
com/jky4mjz. The speed with which the Plains 
Indians were first challenged and then over-
whelmed by settler expansion and modernisation 
is detailed at www.tinyurl.com/lkunu2y and www.
tinyurl.com/ky3kcx2.

Manifest Destiny
The challenge facing the Native Americans in trying 
to survive the influx of European settlers and their 
way of life was always going to be too much. The 
move west by tens of thousands of Americans and 
Europeans was irresistible. The idea of ‘Manifest 
Destiny’ legitimised their land grab. A good site 
that looks at Western notions of ‘superiority’ and 
motives for moving into the ‘empty’ lands of the 
west is found at www.tinyurl.com/jo6pb97. 

1 Study Source A. 
How dangerous was 
the journey west for 
European settlers 
starting new lives?

2 Read these views 
of land ownership 
by Native Americans 
from the nineteenth 
century: www.tinyurl.
com/lp7u453. How 
do they differ from 
‘western’ views of land 
ownership?
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The nature of the societies being created in the 
new ‘western’ states also caused tension within 
American society as arguments about the practice 
of slavery in these new lands divided Americans. 
This is examined at www.tinyurl.com/lacofnm. A 
good (if basic) look at what pushed people to move 
west and what life was like for them can be found 
at www.tinyurl.com/6hh4wbj.

The ‘Wild West’
Life for the new settlers in the frontier towns and 
settlements was often harsh and conditions were 
chaotic. Towns had to be built from scratch and 
were dangerous places to live. At times there were 

attacks from Native Americans and on occasion war 
between the federal government and the tribes that 
opposed settlement expansion.

This was the age of the ‘cowboy’ and the ‘outlaw’: 
of people living on the fringes of society in a harsh 
and precarious way. While it has been romanticised 
by Hollywood the ‘west’ really was ‘wild’. Good 
collections of resources on life in this time can be 
found at www.tinyurl.com/mx7gsmx and also at 
www.tinyurl.com/mzum7n5 and www.tinyurl.
com/kjdrjr2. The BBC has a good collection to start 
you off at www.tinyurl.com/lr77ltf as does www.
tinyurl.com/manng2q. The PBS also has some good 
teaching resources on the Wild West www.tinyurl.
com/7g2d7y4.

Settlers’ goals
The settlers travelling across America were moti-
vated by many different goals. Religion was always 
a factor in the settlement of the USA as ‘Puritans’ 
and others sought their Jerusalem on earth. The 
Mormons believed they had found it in Utah 
(www.tinyurl.com/maobx7l and www.tinyurl.
com/gntsk).

The prospect of gold too attracted many and 
some resources on the various ‘gold rushes’ in the 
region can be found at www.tinyurl.com/3fko7 and 
www.tinyurl.com/m98nuag. Wars with Mexico 
brought California and New Mexico into the USA 
and by 1912 the age of the ‘frontier’ was over. The 
Wild West became the ‘Old West’ of myth and folk-
lore (www.tinyurl.com/7dp8dkk). HS

Source A
A group of settlers 
caught up in a buffalo 
stampede created by 
Plains Indians hunting 
the animals

Source B
Picture of a family outside the house they had just built 
in Nebraska

3 Read this account 
of the importance of 
the horse to the Plains 
Indians at www.
tinyurl.com/l3zjwfj. 
Does it support the 
evidence here: www.
tinyurl.com/lfrzjcf?

4 Read the report on 
the extinction of the 
American Bison at 
www.tinyurl.com/
p2u9nfp. What were 
the consequences of 
this for the Native 
Americans?

5 Study Source B. 
What do you think life 
was like for the settlers 
in the west?

6 Look at some of 
the documents by 
which the federal 
government tried to 
organise the purchase/
seizure of land from 
Native Americans at 
www.tinyurl.com/
mf8sp8l. Was this 
process fair?

7 Read this blog about 
cowboy life: www.
tinyurl.com/kovcwcs. 
Was it similar to what 
you might expect?

8 Read this blog entry 
about religion in 
the Old West: www.
tinyurl.com/kcl3k5e. 
Why was religion so 
important?

9 Read about the 
Klondike Gold Rush 
at www.tinyurl.
com/klottcj. How 
important was gold 
as a motivator in the 
settlement of the ‘Wild 
West’?
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their mission to consolidate Communist rule in 
China, and to rebuild a nation that had suffered 
from decades of political and economic unrest. 
Yet, despite its outward commitment to creating a 
nation free from oppression, the CCP soon resorted 
to the use of violence and terror to secure its rule 
across China.

The origins of the Hundred Flowers 
campaign
In May 1956, however, a change occurred in the 
approach of Chairman Mao and the leadership of 
the party, which on the surface appeared to be a step 

The Hundred Flowers 
campaign, 1956–57

Beth Albery looks at Mao’s Hundred 
Flowers campaign and explores some of 
the possible reasons for it

On 1 October 1949, Mao Zedong, chairman of 
the Chinese Communist Party (CCP), stood 
victoriously atop the Gate of Heavenly Peace 

at Tiananmen Square and announced the founding 
of the People’s Republic of China (PRC). Having 
fought and defeated Chiang Kai-shek’s Guomindang 
forces in civil war, Mao and the CCP embarked on 

Source A
Mao Zedong, chairman 
of the CCP, announcing 
the founding of the PRC 
on 1 October 1949
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towards establishing a more liberal society where a 
greater freedom of expression would be tolerated. 
Mao invited the Chinese people to express their 
opinions on the progress of the country, hinting 
that the CCP would be more open to their ideas and 
attitudes, even those that constructively criticised 
the policies of the party. This extraordinary decision 
evolved into the Hundred Flowers campaign.

Within weeks, however, hundreds of thousands 
of people had lost their jobs and been sentenced 
to re-education and hard labour for responding to 
his request. Others faced imprisonment and exe-
cution. The reasons for the Hundred Flowers cam-
paign have been widely debated by historians. Was 
the campaign a carefully calculated plan to weed 
out those who opposed the regime? Alternatively, 
was it a miscalculation on the part of Mao and the 
CCP, who had misread the mood of the Chinese 
people?

Terror in the early 1950s
In the early 1950s, Mao and the CCP had launched 
a series of campaigns to target those who opposed 
communism and their leadership, and threatened 
their control over China. 

The ‘Campaign to suppress counter-
revolutionaries’
From March 1950, the CCP rounded up citizens 
who had worked for, or were associated with, the 
previous Guomindang regime and capitalist nations 
of the West. Those targeted were accused of being 
‘counter-revolutionaries’ (people who opposed the 
Communist revolution) and were subject to arrest, 
public humiliation and trial, and execution. The 
deaths of approximately 800,000 people were 
recorded during the first half of 1951.

The ‘Three-antis campaign’
The focus of the campaigns soon turned towards 
the CCP itself, and officials within the party 
who were seen to have abused their positions of 
power. Launched in August 1951, the ‘Three-antis 
campaign’ targeted waste, corruption and ineffi-
ciency within the party. Those found guilty were 
imprisoned, executed, or replaced by loyal and 
trusted employees.

1 Study Source B.
a What does it suggest 
about Mao’s vision for 
the PRC?
b How far was this 
vision met in the early 
years of Communist 
rule?

2 Study Source C.
a Who did the 
CCP target in the 
campaigns of the early 
1950s?
b Describe the 
environment that had 
developed in China in 
the early 1950s.

The ‘Five-antis campaign’

The ‘Five-antis campaign’ from February 1952 
targeted ‘capitalists’ within China, such as private 
businesses owners, with the aim of putting a stop 
to: bribery; tax evasion; the theft of government 
property; the theft of government information; and 
cheating on government contracts. The campaign 
increased the party’s economic power significantly. 
Many guilty business owners were replaced with 
CCP officials, while others were forced to pay heavy 
fines or to sell their companies to the state.

Therefore, what had developed in the People’s 
Republic of China in the early 1950s was an envi-
ronment of fear, repression and uncertainty and, 
with it, the submission of the people to the leader-
ship of Mao and the CCP.

The Hundred Flowers campaign
It was surprising, therefore, when Mao first sug-
gested inviting the people to express their opinions 
on the progress of the country on 2 May 1956. In 
a speech on 27 February 1957, Mao reiterated this 
message, announcing his decision to ‘let a hundred 
flowers bloom and a hundred schools contend’. He 
called on the public — particularly China’s intellec-
tual (or educated) class — to contribute towards the 
development of the nation by identifying problems 
in China which were hindering its progress.

Unsurprisingly, people were at first extremely 
reluctant to speak out. In light of the campaigns 
of the early 1950s, they did not know whether to 
trust Mao and the CCP, and many remained silent. 
However, from May 1957 criticisms about Mao and 

Source B
Chairman Mao announcing the founding of the PRC 
on 1 October 1949:

We have…defeated both domestic and foreign 
oppressors…and now we are proclaiming the 
founding of the People’s Republic of China. From 
now on our nation will belong to the community of 
the peace-loving and freedom-loving nations of the 
world.

Source C

A timeline of events before the Hundred 
Flowers campaign, 1949–57
1 October 1949  The People’s Republic of China 

was founded
March 1950  The ‘Campaign to suppress 

counter-revolutionaries’ began
August 1951  The ‘Three-antis campaign’ began
February 1952  The ‘Five-antis campaign’ began
May 1956  Mao first suggested inviting 

people (particularly China’s 
intellectuals) to express their 
opinions on the progress of the 
country

February 1957  Mao reiterated his message and 
announced his decision to ‘let 
a hundred flowers bloom and a 
hundred schools contend’

May 1957  People began to raise criticisms 
about the progress of the country 
in increasing numbers

June 1957  The Hundred Flowers campaign 
was abandoned; the ‘Anti-rightist 
campaign’ was launched
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who had encouraged criticism against the regime, 
were turned on in numbers far greater than the cam-
paigns of the early 1950s.

The CCP ordered for 5% of people in each 
danwei (place of work) to be condemned as ‘right-
ists’ (those who held right-wing views that opposed 
communism). It has been estimated that between 
400,000 and 700,000 people lost their jobs and 
were sent without trial to ‘re-education through 
labour’ camps (called laojiaoi). Here, they could be 
held indefinitely and were subject to hard labour, 
poor living conditions and political education. 
Many more were imprisoned, and students who had 
led violent protests against the regime were exe-
cuted. Even prominent CCP leaders, such as Zhou 
Enlai, were forced to confess publicly to wrong- 
doings.

The ‘Anti-rightist campaign’ confirmed that 
anyone, regardless of their role or status in society, 
could be targeted and punished. It promptly re- 
established the environment of fear, repression and 
uncertainty that had characterised the early 1950s, 
and saw Mao and the CCP reassert their control 
over the Chinese population.

Reasons for the Hundred Flowers 
campaign
Explaining the reasons for the Hundred Flowers 
campaign remains an area of ongoing dispute 
between historians.

Source E
A Chinese intellectual responding to Mao’s call to 
‘let a hundred flowers bloom and a hundred schools 
contend’ in February 1957:

[Intellectuals] have to guess whether [his] call is 
sincere or just a gesture. They have to guess to what 
extent, if the call is sincere, flowers will be allowed 
to blossom, and whether [the policy will be reversed] 
once the flowers are in bloom. They have to guess 
whether [it] is an end, or just a means…to unearth 
[hidden] thoughts and rectify individuals.

Quoted in Mao: The Man Who Made China by Philip Short, 2016 

Source F
Extract from an article written by Chairman Mao, 
which was distributed to party leaders on 15 May 
1957:

We shall let the rightists run amok for a time and let 
them reach their climax. The more they run amok, 
the better for us. Some say they are afraid of being 
hooked like a fish, and others say they are afraid of 
being…rounded up and annihilated. Now the large 
numbers of fish have come to the surface themselves, 
there is no need to bait the hook.

Quoted in The Tragedy of Liberation: A History of the Chinese 
Revolution, 1945–1957 by Frank Dikötter, 2013

the CCP began to accumulate. Complaints about 
the CCP’s policies, ideology, officials and leader-
ship multiplied.

Millions of letters were sent to party offices. 
Posters, such as those on a ‘Democracy Wall’ created 
in Beijing University, condemned the restrictions 
placed on freedom of expression in the country, 
as well as the significant power of Chairman Mao. 
The violent campaigns of the CCP were compared 
to those of the Nazis. People denounced the lavish 
lifestyles of party officials, while the masses sur-
vived on low wages and lived in hardship.

Workers went on strike in favour of better 
working conditions, and peasants refused to pay 
taxes that they declared were too high. Universities, 
in particular, became hotspots for complaints 
against the CCP — some students took to the streets 
calling for an end to Communist rule, while others 
occupied government buildings.

The stream of criticism that had erupted stunned 
Mao and party officials. Everything the Communist 
regime stood for came under fire. Within weeks, 
the approach of Mao and the CCP changed as they 
turned against those who had let their voices be 
heard.

The ‘Anti-rightist campaign’
Those who had spoken out became the victims of 
the ‘Anti-rightist campaign’ launched in June 1957. 
China’s intellectuals, such as scientists, journalists, 
academics and teachers, as well as party officials 

Source D
Chairman Mao Zedong 
giving a speech in 1957

3 Study Source E.
a What does it 
suggest about the 
initial response of 
intellectuals to the 
Hundred Flowers 
campaign?
b Why did China’s 
intellectuals respond 
in this way?

4 Study Source F. 
What does it suggest 
about Mao’s motives 
for launching the 
Hundred Flowers 
campaign in 1957?
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speak out would reveal the more liberal nature 
of Communist rule in China, allow the party to 
appease people’s criticisms, and bring the Chinese 
public on side.

Argument 3: a miscalculation
A third argument put forward by historians is that 
Mao was confident in the successes of Communist 
rule, and was convinced that the public were on 
side. In the 1950s, for example, the country had 
experienced economic growth, particularly under 
the First Five Year Plan (1953–57). Therefore, Mao 
thought that the time was right to allow greater 
freedom of expression in China, which he believed 
would lead to observations about the greatness of 
Communist rule, as well as expert advice and coop-
eration from China’s intellectuals about further-
ing the development of the country. Instead, Mao’s 
efforts to establish a more liberal society in which 
the party and intellectuals could work together 
backfired.

Conclusion
In the early 1950s, the prospect of a ‘peace-loving 
and freedom-loving’ PRC had become ever more 
unlikely. At first, the Hundred Flowers movement 
hinted towards the establishment of a more liberal 
society. Instead, it gave rise to a repressive campaign 
which was on a scale far greater than those that had 
preceded it. If Mao’s motive behind the Hundred 
Flowers campaign had been to uncover and suppress 
those who opposed the Communist regime, he had 
succeeded. If, however, he had aimed to increase 
cooperation between the CCP and China’s intellec-
tual class to further the progress of the nation, he 
had failed. HS

Argument 1: a calculated plan
Some historians argue that the Hundred Flowers 
campaign was a deliberate and calculated strategy to 
find and remove those who opposed and threatened 
Communist rule by encouraging them to speak out. 
Indeed, in the campaigns of the early 1950s Mao 
and the CCP had demonstrated their intentions to 
defeat those who threatened the stability of their 
rule over the PRC.

Argument 2: a response to  
international events
Other historians suggest that Mao launched the 
Hundred Flowers campaign in response to events 
in Communist Eastern Europe. In February 1956, 
Nikita Khrushchev (leader of the Soviet Union from 
1953 to 1964) condemned the oppressive rule of his 
predecessor, Josef Stalin, and the environment of 
terror that had developed in the Soviet Union and 
in the Eastern European countries that the USSR 
influenced.

Khrushchev provided the impetus for people in 
Eastern Europe, such as in Hungary, to rise up in 
violent protest against their Communist govern-
ments. Historians claim that Mao was taken aback 
by these events and launched the Hundred Flowers 
campaign to prevent uprisings from happening 
in China itself. Giving the public the freedom to 

Source G
In public, he [Mao] had insisted that ‘poisonous 
weeds’ must be allowed to grow; in private, he said 
they would be cut down and turned into fertiliser. 
In public, he had said there were ‘only very, very 
few’ counter-revolutionaries [in China]; in private, 
that they must be resolutely suppressed. In public, 
he had spoken of allowing disturbances; in private, 
of allowing ‘bad people’ to ‘expose and isolate 
themselves’.

From Mao: The Man Who Made China by Philip Short, 2016

Source H
Some have seen…[the Hundred Flowers Campaign 
as] an indication of Mao’s liberality. Others have seen 
in it only a sinister excuse to coax the opposition 
out into the open in order to destroy it. The truth is 
rather different. In the speeches in which Mao urged 
his policy…he several times used the metaphor of 
immunisation against disease…He believed that in 
Hungary and elsewhere in the communist world the 
discontent which flared up in 1956 was justified by 
the repressive policies of the preceding years…He 
decided that a campaign in which the Chinese public 
were encouraged to criticise the Party would enable 
the regime to respond to popular discontent and 
restore relations with ‘the masses’.

From Rebellions and Revolutions: China from the 1800s to the 
1980s by Jack Gray, 1990

Source I
Nikita Khrushchev 
publicly denouncing 
the policies of his 
predecessor, Josef 
Stalin, in February 1956

5 Study Sources G and 
H. What is the main 
difference between 
the historians’ views 
about the aims of 
the Hundred Flowers 
campaign?
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Hitler came to power in January 1933 in large 
part because of the failure of the German 
economy. The inability of the Weimar 

Republic to solve the Great Depression had led 
many to see democratic government as weak and 
ineffective. Instead, they turned to a man who 
promised firm leadership and decisive action.

Hitler had a number of economic priorities: 
to create jobs, to make Germany self-sufficient 
and to ensure that the German armed forces were 
well equipped by creating a Wehrwirtschaft, or ‘war 
economy’. He wanted to use economics to build 
popular support for Nazism among the German 
people.

Hitler promised to change the German economy 
radically, but he knew little about how to organise a 
modern economy. Exactly what economic policies 
did he introduce? What motivated them and how 
far did he successfully realise his aims?

The ‘battle for work’
The Great Depression affected Germany worse than 
any other European nation. Solving the problems 
created by this and winning what he called ‘the 
battle for work’ was Hitler’s first priority. 

Hitler took drastic action. He massively increased 
government spending on ‘public works’ pro-
grammes, building homes and motorways. This 
created jobs. Subsidies were offered to companies 
for taking on more workers and special grants and 
tax concessions were also made. As a result, by 
1935 the number of unemployed had dropped to 
2 million. This was the quickest drop in any indus-
trialised country and by 1939 there was a labour 
shortage. 

Andrew Flint examines how successful Hitler was 
in achieving his economic aims

Economics in 
Nazi Germany

Source B
Extract from a Nazi news reel in 1936:

Just a minute ladies and gentlemen, here’s something 
you ought to know. In 1933 there were 11.5 million 
employed. In 1936 there are 15.7 million. All the 
Furher’s work! That’s all you need to know. 

Source C
After 1936, Hitler and the leading Nazis did not 
trouble to mention the ‘battle for work’ again; 
the fact that it had been won had long since been 
accepted by the overwhelming majority of the 
German people. 

From The Third Reich in Power by Richard Evans, 2005

Source A
Autobahn construction 
workers giving the Hitler 
salute, August 1934

1 Examine Source B. 
What does it tell you 
about the effectiveness 
of Nazi economic 
policy? 

2 Read Source C. How 
far does it support 
your analysis of  
Source B?
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was seen as a massive success for the Nazis. It was a 
key part of the ‘Hitler myth’, the propaganda image 
that Hitler was always right

The Four Year Plan
The next stage in Hitler’s economic policy came 
in 1936. He chose one of his most trusted allies, 
Hermann Goering, to help ensure Germany’s 
armed forces were equipped with the weapons 
Germany needed to win a war. Goering was made 
head of the Office of the Four Year Plan that aimed 
to make Germany self-sufficient in preparation for 
war within 4 years.

Goering intervened in the economy, setting 
targets and dictating how raw materials and labour 
were used in order to increase the production of 
military equipment. Industries were required to use 
German materials rather than imports, even if the 
quality was lower. Vast sums were invested to create 
artificial ersatz — goods that could replace natural 
products that might be unavailable in wartime. 
When people complained that food supplies would 
be cut because of the focus on military production, 
Goering asked, ‘Would you rather have butter or 
guns? Guns make us powerful. Butter only makes 
us fat!’ 

Was the Four Year Plan a success?
German steel production did increase but came 
nowhere near the target set. Although synthetic 
rubber was created, other ersatz goods like motor 
fuel failed. The failure was in part because Goering 

How did the Nazis fund this economic 
recovery?
Economic minister, Hjalmar Schacht, helped the 
government fund this investment by devising Mefo 
bills, a kind of credit note given to companies who 
spent it on increasing production that created jobs. 
The government promised to pay back the com-
panies, with interest in 5 years’ time. Mefo bills 
cleverly enabled the government to invest, appear-
ing to rebuild the economy without much cost at 
the time. 

Was unemployment really solved?
In reality, unemployment statistics were manipu-
lated to help give the image that Nazi policies were 
successful. Jews were dismissed from jobs, but were 
not counted as unemployed. The new Reich Labour 
Service forced all 19–25 year olds to do manual 
labour. Although this was unpaid, they did not 
count on the unemployed register. In 1935 compul-
sory conscription was announced and this removed 
even more young men from the register.

‘Adolf Hitler’s highways’
Whatever the reality, the German people were 
convinced that Hitler had personally won the ‘battle 
for work’. The autobahns had been started under the 
previous regime but Hitler took all the credit: they 
became nicknamed ‘Adolf Hitler’s highways’. Hitler 
had been lucky: the Depression was ending just as 
he came to power. However, Nazi propaganda never 
mentioned this and the ‘solving’ of unemployment 

3 Examine Source D. 
What does it tell you 
about the way that 
the Nazi regime used 
economic policies to 
gain support?

Source D
A postcard made to 
celebrate the building 
of the autobahns
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was woefully unqualified to run the economy: he 
was appointed only because he was a loyal friend 
of Hitler. He was also very corrupt: he ensured that 
contracts and profits came to his own company, 
the Hermann Goering Steelworks. Disgusted with 
the way the economy was being run, and warning 
that the economy was being damaged by the rapid 
remilitarisation, Schacht quit. 

Who benefited most from Nazi 
economic policy?
When he came to power Hitler had promised to 
create a Volksgemeinshcaft in which all people, rich 
and poor, contributed together for the greatness of 
Germany.

Big business
Despite the promises to end class divisions, it was 
the rich businessmen who benefited the most from 
Nazi economic policies: far from creating equality, 
the rich simply got richer. Industrial firms bene-
fited from Nazi remilitarisation. For example, the 
chemical firm, IG Farben, won lucrative contracts to 
supply the gas used at Auschwitz and was allowed 
to use slave labour from the concentration camps. 
The Nazis closed down trade unions and this meant 
that business owners did not have to worry so much 
about strikes.

The Mittelstand
The Mittelstand, the lower middle-class farmers and 
shopkeepers who had been the Nazis’ strongest sup-
porters, were disappointed: as big firms got rich, 
smaller ones could not compete. Many were forced 
out of business. Nazi promises to help small farmers 
were not kept: many farmers fled rural hardship to 
look for work in the cities. 

The workers
The workers did benefit from increases in employ-
ment, but the loss of their unions meant they had 
little say in their working conditions. To make up 

for this, the Nazis created DAF, the German Labour 
Front. This was headed by Robert Ley, an alcoholic 
whose nickname was ‘Reich Drunkard’ but who 
was fiercely loyal to Hitler.

Part of DAF was ‘Strength through Joy’ (KDF). 
This organisation gave workers benefits such as sub-
sidised concert tickets and holidays. Workers could 
save some of their wages to earn stamps that could 
eventually be swapped for a Volkswagen car. Most 
workers were dubious, and with good reason. As 
war loomed, car production was switched to tanks. 
No worker ever received their car.

The economy at war?
The German economy was not prepared to fight 
a world war in 1939. Hitler only planned to fight 
a small war, not a world one and so when Britain 
and France surprised him by going to war to protect 
Poland, the problems with the economy quickly 
became obvious.

The Nazi state was chaotic and there were many 
different departments doing the same job. Instead 
of working together, different organisations like the 
army, navy and air force competed to be given raw 
materials. This was very inefficient. For example, 
the British produced twice as many aircraft as 
Germany in 1941. When German soldiers were 
defeated by the Soviet Union, many German sol-
diers died from the cold because they had not been 
equipped with winter clothing like thick coats or 
fur boots. 

Source F
KDF advertisement for Volkswagen cars

Source E
An extract from the Four Year Plan memorandum, 
written by Hitler in August 1936:

I thus set the following tasks:

I. The German armed forces must be operational 
within four years.

II. The German economy must be fit for war within 
four years. 

III. The extent of the military development of our 
resources cannot be too large nor its pace too swift 
[underlined by Hitler].

Quoted in Weimar and Nazi Germany by John Hite and Chris 
Hinton, 2000

4 Study Source E. 
What does it tell 
you about Hitler’s 
economic priorities?

5 Look at Sources F 
and G. How useful are 
they for a historian 
investigating how 
far German workers 
supported the Nazis? 
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Speer was a good organiser. He cut down on 
waste and reduced the different types of armaments 
produced. He prevented skilled workers from being 
conscripted to fight. If he received a request that 
was a waste of raw materials he stamped them with 
the words ‘Return to sender — irrelevant to the war 
effort.’ He used slave labour in concentration camps 
with brutal efficiency. 

How successful was Speer? 
Between 1942 and 1944 German war production 
trebled, but even Speer could not overcome Nazi 
ideology. At a time when Germany needed as much 
labour as possible, he was not allowed to force all 
women to work because Hitler believed that women 
should stay as housewives. Speer wanted to put 
many prisoners to work, but instead the regime 
murdered them.

Conclusion
An examination of Nazi economic policy provides 
a valuable insight into the nature of Hitler’s rule. It 
helps to explain just how Hitler was able to build 
his massive personal popularity at the start of his 
regime, enabling him to introduce radical policies 
later without too much public unrest. It shows us 
how decision making in the Nazi state functioned: 
radical Nazis were often favoured ahead of those 
who supported more rational policies.

It is evidence of how Hitler was often contradic-
tory — caught between the desire to realise his 
radical ideas and the pragmatic needs of rational 
economics or the practicalities of winning the war. 
No amount of reorganisation could make up for 
this ideologically driven economic mismanage-
ment. Hitler’s personal ideology outweighed all 
practical concerns: it was his militaristic, racist 
visions that led Germany into a war which, precisely 
because of that same ideology, its economy was 
totally unable to win. HS

What was the role of Albert Speer?
By 1942 it was clear even to Hitler that Goering was 
incapable of organising the economy. Instead Hitler 
made Albert Speer his armaments minister. Speer 
had no military or political experience, but Hitler 
trusted him: an architect, Speer had impressed 
Hitler with his grand building designs.

Source G
KDF poster advertising subsidised holidays

Source H
A worker’s view of the Volkswagen around 1938:

People in Berlin say this is one of the biggest swindles 
the Nazis have thought up. The Nazis are raking in 
millions for something they will probably never produce.

Quoted in Berlin 1933–1945: Between Propaganda and Terror 
by Andreas Nachama, 2012

Source I
Newspaper article report, October 1934:

Industrialists resent Herr Hitler’s decree ordering the 
handing over of employers’ and trade union’s property 
to the Labour Front, thus placing it under the control 
of the trade union’s commissioner (Dr Ley). Dr Ley 
can dispose of the assets of employers’ associations 
worth millions of pounds. Industrialists regard this as 
confiscation and may appeal to the Minister for the 
Economy (Dr Schacht) without whose knowledge the 
decree was issued.

From www.tinyurl.com/mmkopkq

Source J
An extract from Albert Speer’s memoirs. Speer was 
writing about the Ardennes offensive of 1944–45:

Inadequate supplies of fuel also hampered operations. 
The armoured formations had started the attack 
with meagre fuel reserves. Hitler, with his optimistic 
improvidence [carelessness], had counted on their 
being able to supply themselves later on from 
captured American stocks. When the offensive 
threatened to grind to a halt, I helped [Field Marshal] 
Model by telephoning orders to the gasoline plants 
of the nearby Ruhr area to improvise tank car trains, 
which they then managed to get to the front. But 
the flow of supplies ceased when the foggy weather 
changed in a few days and the cloudless sky filled 
with innumerable enemy fighter planes and bombers. 

From Inside the Third Reich by Albert Speer, 1970

6 Read Source H. 
What does it suggest 
about the effectiveness 
of the propaganda in 
Source F? 

7 Examine Source I. 
What does it tell you 
about the way that 
Nazi economic policy 
was organised? 

8 Read Source J. 
In what ways does 
it blame economic 
problems for the 
failure of Germany in 
the Second World War?
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Odo of Bayeux
c. 1030–97

file on…

Mark Rathbone looks at the rise and fall 
of Odo, Bishop of Bayeaux

It was Winston Churchill who said, ‘History will 
be kind to me for I intend to write it.’ But he was 
by no means the first statesman to realise that if 

you want to go down in history as a great man, it 
is a good plan to control what is written about the 
events in which you have played a part.

Take Odo of Bayeux. One of our main sources 
for the Norman invasion of England in 1066 is the 
Bayeux Tapestry. Odo comes out of it rather well — 
before the invasion, he is shown giving advice to 
William, who listens intently, and later he is shown 
on horseback brandishing a club encouraging the 
troops as they go into battle. Odo appears to be 
the principal planner of the invasion. This is not 
altogether surprising given that he commissioned 
the tapestry.

Bishop of Bayeux
So who was Odo of Bayeux and was he really such 
a big shot as the tapestry shows? He was certainly 

Source A
In the Bayeux Tapestry, 
Bishop Odo, sitting on 
the right, advises his 
half-brother William 
about plans for the 
invasion

well-connected — he was half-brother to William, 
Duke of Normandy. We do not know exactly when 
he was born, but historians estimate it as somewhere 
between 1030 and 1035. This makes him between 
14 and 19 years old when William appointed him 
Bishop of Bayeux.

A bit young to be a bishop? But in the eleventh 
century (and indeed for several centuries after that) 
senior church appointments were often made for 
political, rather than spiritual, reasons. The Diocese 
of Bayeux was a wealthy one and it is not surprising 
that William wanted to keep it in the family. Odo’s 
ecclesiastical office is the explanation for why he 
is shown in the tapestry with a club, rather than a 
sword. Bishops were not supposed to shed blood 
with a sword, whereas bashing their enemies over 
the head with a club was fine.

Earl of Kent
And Odo did plenty of that. When William, now 
king of England, spent time back in Normandy, Odo 
acted as regent. A year after the Battle of Hastings, 
William gave his half-brother the title Earl of Kent. 
This gave him Dover Castle, a vital stronghold for 

1 Study Source A. In 
what ways does this 
section of the tapestry 
seek to show that Odo 
was an important 
person?
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Source B
Bishop Odo shown in 
the Bayeux Tapestry. 
The Latin script above 
him reads: ‘Hic Odo Eps 
(Episcopus) Baculu(m) 
Tenens Confortat 
Pueros’ meaning ‘Here 
Odo the Bishop holding 
a club urges the lads on’

Source D
Dover Castle, granted 
to Odo by his brother 
King William in 1067

3 Read Source C. In 
what ways does this 
account suggest that 
Odo glorified and 
enriched himself after 
the conquest?

4 How fairly do you 
think the descriptions 
of Odo written after 
his death by Orderic 
Vitalis and Thomas of 
Marlborough sum up 
his character?

5 Write an imaginary 
newspaper account 
reporting Odo’s 
sudden arrest and 
imprisonment in 
1082.

in 1082, William discovered that Odo had been 
planning a military expedition to Italy, possibly in 
a bid to make himself pope. William confiscated 
all his lands and sent him to prison for the next  
5 years — a dramatic fall from grace.

Only when William died in 1087 was Odo 
released. William’s will left the throne of England 
to his third son, William Rufus, who was duly 
crowned. But Odo was a supporter of William’s 
eldest son, Robert of Normandy, and he led a rebel-
lion against William Rufus in 1088. It did not go 
well, and when William captured Tonbridge Castle, 
the revolt collapsed. Odo was lucky to escape exe-
cution, but was exiled to Normandy and never 
returned to England. He died in Sicily in 1097 
on his way to a crusade with his patron Robert of 
Normandy.

The Bayeux Tapestry was good public relations, 
but when you sail as close to the wind as Odo evi-
dently did, in the end there is only so much that 
good PR can do for you. HS

the defence of the south coast, plus more than 180 
lordships in Kent. He also held land in at least a 
dozen other counties, as far afield as Oxfordshire 
and Norfolk, and had an income of some £3,000 
per year, which was a serious amount of money in 
the eleventh century. In fact, the Domesday Book, 
the survey of England commissioned by William, 
recorded Odo as the richest landowner in the 
country.

Odo may have been rich, but he was not popular. 
His greed, arrogance and ambition became notori-
ous. Chroniclers accuse him of oppressing the poor 
and seizing huge amounts of land and wealth for 
himself: Orderic Vitalis writes that he ‘oppressed 
all the inhabitants of high and lower degree’ and 
Thomas of Marlborough calls him ‘a ravening 
wolf ’. In 1067, his rapaciousness provoked a rebel-
lion in Kent, and he had a long-running and at 
times bloody dispute with Archbishop Lanfranc of 
Canterbury.

Downfall
Eventually, he over-reached himself. In 1076, his 
feud with Lanfranc reached a new low and Odo 
was put on trial, accused of defrauding both the 
Diocese of Canterbury and the king himself: he was 
forced to hand back a number of properties. Finally, 

Source C
The Bayeux Tapestry represents him as a principal 
architect of the 1066 campaign; when William 
returned to Normandy, Odo was one of those left 
behind to complete the conquest. In consequence, by 
the 1070s he was Earl of Kent and by far the richest 
landowner in England.

From The History Today Companion to British History edited by 
Juliet Gardiner & Neil Wenborn, 1995

2 Study Source B. 
To what extent is it 
surprising to see a 
bishop, on horseback 
and armed with a 
club, urging men on 
into battle?

Hindsight 28i1 print.indd   33 31/07/2017   12:00 pm


