
Three hundred and fiftieth anniversary GCSE history

April 2018     Volume 28     Number 3

Fighting for freedom 
of speech
How has the ACLU defended US 
constitutional rights?

William I
Evaluating his impact on England

Answering causation 
questions on Charles I 
and Parliament

The battles  
of Britain
Key military struggles  
from Naseby to Dunkirk

The making of our modern world

eMagazine  
now available 

Hindsight 28i3 print.indd   1 27/02/2018   12:54 am



eMagazine
■ A full digital version of the magazine, 

available through our subscription service 
Dynamic Learning 

■ Downloadable to any two devices so you can 
read the latest issue on tablet or smartphone 

■ Add, edit and organise personal notes
■ Perpetual access to the whole volume (no 

expiry date)
■ All subscriptions just £10 + VAT 

Full details of how to subscribe and allocate 
student subscriptions at  
www.hoddereducation.co.uk/magazines

Information

Editorial team:  
Paul Short and Dan Silverman

Editorial enquiries:
magazines@philipallan.co.uk

How to subscribe
For details of prices and ordering information go to  
www.hoddereducation.co.uk/magazines or contact 
Philip Allan magazines, Bookpoint Ltd, 130 Park Drive, 
Milton Park, Abingdon, Oxfordshire OX14 4SE
tel: 01235 827827, fax: 01235 400401
e-mail: subscriptions@bookpoint.co.uk

Published by Hodder Education,  
an Hachette UK company, Blenheim Court, George Street, 
Banbury, Oxfordshire, OX16 5BH

ISBN: 978-1-4718-9092-5
Use this ISBN to order more copies at  

www.hoddereducation.co.uk

All website addresses in the magazine are correct at the time of 
going to press. HINDSIGHT takes no responsibility for the content of 
any recommended sites.

© HODDER & STOUGHTON LTD 2018
ISSN 0958-3637

Illustrations are reproduced with permission from Alamy/Stacy 
Walsh Rosenstock/Everett Collection Inc/Holmes Garden Photos/
ART Collection/Images Europe/Adrian Sherratt/Science History 
Images/Paul Fearn/Pictorial Press Ltd, Fotolia/Howard, Mark 
Rathbone and TopFoto. 

The front cover image shows members of the British 
Expeditionary Force leaving France after the evacuation of 
Dunkirk (Alamy).

Publishing Editor: Benjamin Roberts
Artwork: 320 Design

Printed in Great Britain.

All website addresses in the magazine 
are correct at the time of going to press. 
HINDSIGHT takes no responsibility for the 
content of any recommended sites.

Volume 28   Number 3 April 2018

 1 ACLU        
What is the ACLU and what has it done?
Mark Rathbone, Canford School, Wimborne, Dorset

 5 Britain’s military turning points    
How did key battles help forge Britain’s identity?
Nick Shepley

 8 Was William I a disaster for England?
David McGill, Abingdon School, Oxfordshire

 10 Improve your grade     
A question on Charles I and Parliament — and how to 
tackle historic environment questions on castles.
Nikki Christie

 14 Online       
How the internet can help with your revision for the 
new GCSE examinations.
David McGill, Abingdon School, Oxfordshire

 16 The Balkans and the start of the   
First World War
Paul Short and Dan Silverman

 18 Rivalry over the Rhineland    
What can events in the Rhineland tell us about 
international relations in the early twentieth century?
Beth Albery, Wembley High Technology College

 22 The historic environment    
Royal Observatory
Paul Short

 24 Opposition to the Elizabethan religious 
settlement       
How successfully did Elizabeth heal the religious 
divisions she faced during her reign?
Scott Reeves

 28 Crime in the nineteenth century   
How did new laws and poverty impact on crime?
Rob Salem, Caterham School, Surrey

 32 File on…       
William Hooper, 1818–78
Mark Rathbone, Canford School, Wimborne, Dorset

 34 Anniversaries      
2018 is the 350th anniversary of Charles II giving 
Bombay to the East India Company.
David McGill, Abingdon School, Oxfordshire

Hindsight 28i3 print.indd   2 27/02/2018   12:54 am



Information

1www.hoddereducation.co.uk/hindsight

ACLU’s first director was Roger Baldwin, himself 
a conscientious objector who had been sentenced 
to a year’s imprisonment for refusing to serve in the 
US armed forces. The founders also included femi-
nists Crystal Eastman and Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, 
and a professor of law at Harvard University and 
future Supreme Court justice, Felix Frankfurter. In 
April 1921, ACLU members were urged to write to 
President Warren Harding to demand the release of 
Americans imprisoned for opposing the First World 
War, and a few months later he ordered the release 
of the majority of them.

Red Scare
Another important issue which contributed to the 
founding of ACLU was the attack on trade unions 
and left-wing organisations in 1919 and 1920, 
known as the Red Scare. The US attorney general,  
A. Mitchell Palmer, ordered two waves of federal 
mass arrests of alleged radicals, in November 1919 
and early January 1920, often referred to as the 
Palmer Raids. Offices were searched and thousands 
were arrested without warrants, in violation of con-
stitutional protections against unlawful search and 
seizure.

Also in November 1919, violence between 
members of the Industrial Workers of the World 

ACLU

Mark Rathbone investigates what 
the American Civil Liberties Union 
(ACLU) is and the role it has played 
in defending constitutional rights

The American Civil Liberties Union is seldom 
out of the news in the USA. In January 2017, 
it opposed President Trump’s order banning 

travel from seven countries to the USA, raising  
$24 million from supporters in 2 days and success-
fully filing lawsuits against the ban. So what exactly 
is ACLU, and what is its history?

A. Philip Randolph
ACLU was founded in January 1920 by a small 
group of activists, who were concerned to defend the 
rights granted to all US citizens by the Constitution 
and the Bill of Rights. They felt that these rights 
were under threat from the US government, after 
the treatment of those who voiced opposition to the 
USA’s involvement in the First World War.

Freedom of speech was guaranteed by the 1st 
Amendment, part of the Bill of Rights approved 
back in 1791. Yet those who opposed the war were 
arrested and imprisoned. For example, a young 
African-American journalist, A. Philip Randolph, 
later to become an outstanding leader of the civil 
rights movement and the organiser of the 1963 
March on Washington, was imprisoned in 1918 for 
writing an article arguing that the US government 
should act to prevent racial oppression in Georgia 
before sending troops to France.

Source A
ACLU members 
demonstrating against 
President Trump’s 
immigration restrictions 
in New York in February 
2017, using similar 
tactics to those used by 
previous generations 
in ACLU for almost a 
century

1 Study Source A. 
Why does the ACLU 
poster shown in the 
photograph feature the 
words ‘We the people’?
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2 Study Source B. 
Do some research on 
the internet on the 
Centralia case and 
write a paragraph 
explaining the details 
of the case and ACLU’s 
involvement.

(IWW), a radical trade union organisation, and 
American Legion veterans in Centralia, Washington, 
at an Armistice Day parade led to the deaths of six 
men. The facts of the case were disputed, but seven 
IWW members were found guilty of murder. The 
Centralia case was a concern specifically mentioned 
in the first letter sent to ACLU members in February 
1920.

Monkey Trial
ACLU attracted even more publicity in 1925 when 
it became involved in the so-called Monkey Trial. 
In March 1925, the state of Tennessee passed a law 
making it illegal to ‘teach any theory that denies 
the story of the Divine Creation of man as taught 
in the Bible, and to teach instead that man has 
descended from a lower order of animals’. Biology 
teacher John Scopes defied the law by continuing to 
teach Darwin’s theory of evolution and was accord-
ingly arrested.

Scopes appealed to ACLU for help and the 
organisation engaged the most famous lawyer in 

Source B
Extract from the first letter sent to members of ACLU, 
6 February 1920:

Special committees are being organized on (1) legal 
defense work, (2) publicity, and (3) amnesty for 
political prisoners.

We are getting out pamphlets and leaflets on the 
following matters in the near future:

(1) Reprint of famous passages in American 
documents applying the principle of civil liberty 
and including the story of the adoption of the bill of 
rights;

(2) the facts about conscientious objectors and 
military prisoners now in prison with a statement of 
the reasons for immediate amnesty;

(3) a general statement of the prosecutions against 
the I.W.W.;

(4) the facts about the Centralia case, and

(5) a general survey of the conditions of civil liberty 
throughout the United States.

Source C
A scene during the 
Monkey Trial in 1925: 
ACLU’s lawyer Clarence 
Darrow is standing 
with arms folded, 
while his opponent, 
William Jennings Bryan, 
is seated on the left. 
The trial was moved 
outdoors because of 
the stifling heat inside 
the courtroom
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book to resist desegregation, the verdict marked the 
beginning of the end of the Jim Crow laws.

Roe v Wade
The highly contentious issue of the legality of 
abortion was the subject of another landmark case 
in which ACLU was involved: Roe v Wade in 1973. 
ACLU fought for the right of women to decide 
whether to terminate or continue with a pregnancy, 
arguing that this was an extension of the constitu-
tional right to privacy and that state laws which 
banned abortion were unconstitutional. It was at 
the time, and remains today, a controversial and a 
defining issue in US politics.

the country, Clarence Darrow, as defence counsel. 
The case attracted a huge amount of press attention 
and although Scopes was found guilty, Darrow had 
exposed the narrow-minded ignorance of the pros-
ecution and 2 years later the Tennessee Supreme 
Court overturned the verdict.

Japanese Americans
The protection of the rights of ethnic minorities is 
another theme which has frequently recurred in 
ACLU’s history. In the aftermath of the Japanese 
attack on Pearl Harbour on 7 December 1941, the 
west coast of the USA was caught up in a collective 
hysteria that an invasion of the US mainland would 
swiftly follow.

On 19 February 1942, President Roosevelt 
issued Executive Order 9066, which authorised the 
imposition of curfews on and later internment of 
Japanese Americans living in California, Oregon, 
Washington state and Arizona. Over 110,000 were 
held in internment camps in remote areas further 
east. They included not only immigrants born 
in Japan, but those born in the USA to Japanese 
parents. These people had been born as US citizens, 
yet were rounded up and interned without any evi-
dence of disloyalty. The camps featured barbed wire 
fences, armed guards and strict rules of conduct.

With the USA at war with Japan, these Japanese 
Americans had few friends, but ACLU spoke up for 
them. Led by its California branch, the organisation 
began a campaign against Executive Order 9066. It 
argued that imprisonment of US citizens without 
trial was a violation of the US Constitution 
and pointed out that there was no comparable 
incarceration of US citizens of German or Italian 
ancestry, though the USA was also at war with those 
two countries.

With the support of ACLU, three Japanese 
Americans, Gordon Hirabayashi, Minoru Yasui 
and Fred Korematsu, challenged the legality of the 
executive order in the US Supreme Court. Although 
all three lost their cases, ACLU’s campaign played 
no small part in the eventual decision of President 
Roosevelt to rescind the internment orders in 
December 1944.

Brown v Board of Education  
An even more famous landmark concerning the 
rights of ethnic minorities was Brown v Board 
of Education — the 1954 case in which ACLU 
teamed up with the National Association for the 
Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) to chal-
lenge the legality of racially segregated schools. The 
unanimous ruling of Chief Justice Earl Warren’s 
Supreme Court declared segregation in education 
to be unconstitutional, overturning the judgement 
in the case of Plessy v Ferguson 58 years earlier. 
Although southern states used every trick in the 

3 Study Sources D and 
E. Why should John 
DeWitt argue that 
Japanese Americans 
were ‘a dangerous 
element, whether loyal 
or not’?

4 Compare these 
two US Supreme 
Court cases in which 
ACLU was involved: 
Brown v Board of 
Education, 1954 and 
Roe v Wade, 1973. 
Which do you think 
was more significant? 
Give reasons for your 
answer.

Source E
The roundups began quietly within 48 hours after  
the Japanese attacked Pearl Harbor, on December 7,  
1941. The announced purpose was to protect the 
West Coast. Significantly, the incarceration program 
got underway despite a warning; in January 1942, a 
naval intelligence officer in Los Angeles reported that 
Japanese-Americans were being perceived as a threat 
almost entirely ‘because of the physical characteristics 
of the people’. Fewer than 3 percent of them might 
be inclined toward sabotage or spying, he wrote, 
and the Navy and the FBI already knew who most 
of those individuals were. Still, the government took 
the position summed up by John DeWitt, the Army 
general in command of the coast: ‘A Jap’s a Jap. They 
are a dangerous element, whether loyal or not.’

From an article in Smithsonian Magazine by T. A. Frail,  
January 2017

Source D
A headline in the San 
Francisco Examiner 
announcing the 
internment of Japanese 
Americans in 1942
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Freedom of speech
Many of the cases taken up by ACLU have defended 
the right to freedom of speech, such as the 1969 case 
of Tinker v Des Moines, which concerned the rights of 
opponents of the Vietnam War to stage protests — 
an echo of the organisation’s early stand in favour 
of those who opposed the USA’s part in the First 
World War. But if you believe in freedom of speech, 
you may find yourself having to defend the right 
to express highly unpalatable views, and ACLU has 
risked its credentials as a progressive organisation 
by championing the free speech rights of unpopu-
lar and even far-right causes.

In 1972, ACLU incurred the anger of left-wingers 
by defending the right of the anti-Semitic National 
Socialist Party to stage a provocative march through 
a mainly Jewish town in Illinois. More recently, 
ACLU has defended the right of the virulently 
anti-gay Westboro Baptist Church to demonstrate 
at military funerals in 2006, the right of the Ku 
Klux Klan to participate in an adopt-a-highway 
scheme in Georgia in 2012, and the right of the 
‘Sons of Confederate Veterans’ to display the con-
federate flag on the licence plates of their cars in 
Texas in 2015.

Conclusion
From the Red Scare and the Monkey Trial to 
abortion and gay rights, ACLU has been a persistent 
thread running through many of the most contro-
versial events in modern US history. It has partici-
pated in more Supreme Court cases than any other 
organisation apart from the US Department of 
Justice and has a record of winning substantially 
more cases than it loses. Today, ACLU has staffed 
offices in every state and is involved in almost 6,000 
cases annually, so its role as a strong defender of 
constitutional rights is set to continue for many 
years to come. HS

Gay rights
The defence of the constitutional right to privacy 
also led ACLU into involvement in gay rights. 
Despite ACLU’s best efforts in 1986 the US Supreme 
Court ruled in Bowers v Hardwick that homosex-
ual acts were not protected by the right to privacy, 
which meant that in some states laws continued to 
make gay sex a criminal offence. 

However, ACLU did not give up on this fight 
and finally in 2003 in Lawrence and Garner v Texas, 
the Supreme Court declared that a Texas state law 
banning consensual sex between adults of the same 
gender was unconstitutional, because it violated 
the ‘liberty of the person’. Three justices, William 
Rehnquist, Antonin Scalia and Clarence Thomas, 
expressed their disagreement with this decision, on 
the grounds that it severely damaged traditional 
moral values, but they were outvoted by the other 
six justices and the case was a huge breakthrough 
for gay rights and for ACLU.

Source F
An anti-Vietnam War 
demonstration outside 
the White House in 
January 1968. The 
following year, ACLU 
took a case, Tinker v 
Des Moines, to the 
US Supreme Court in 
defence of the rights 
of opponents of the 
Vietnam War to stage 
protests

Source G
Thursday’s Supreme Court case on Confederate flag 
license plates has created some bizarre allies.

The Supreme Court released a decision ruling 
against a Confederate veterans group that wanted 
the state of Texas to approve a specialty license plate 
with the Confederate flag. The state denied the plate, 
and the veterans group sued Texas for violating its 
free speech. In a 5–4 decision, the justices said the 
license plate was government property and therefore 
not subject to free speech protections.

The ACLU siding with a Confederate veterans group 
might have raised some eyebrows in political circles. 
The nonpartisan nonprofit tends to fall to the left of 
the political spectrum on most issues. But when it 
comes to free speech, the ACLU has a long history of 
defending people and groups that share very few of 
its political values.

From an article in Washington Post by Amber Phillips, 19 June 2015

5 a Why do you think 
the US Supreme Court 
changed its decision 
on the legality of 
state laws banning 
consensual sex 
between adults of the 
same gender between 
1986 and 2003?
b Why do you think 
that three Supreme 
Court justices opposed 
the decision in 
Lawrence and Garner v 
Texas, on the grounds 
that it severely 
damaged traditional 
moral values?

6 Study Source G.
a Why should 
ACLU siding with a 
Confederate veterans 
group ‘have raised 
some eyebrows in 
political circles’?
b Do you think that 
ACLU is right to 
defend the freedom 
of speech not only of 
left-wing groups, such 
as anti-Vietnam war 
protestors, but also of 
racist or homophobic 
groups, such as the 
National Socialist 
Party, the Ku Klux 
Klan or the Westboro 
Baptist Church?
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Nick Shepley examines some of 
the key battles that forged Britain’s 
identity as a nation state, imperial 
power and world power

Britain as a nation state is comparatively young 
— it was formed in 1707 — and as an imperial 
power Britain’s zenith lasted for a relatively 

brief period of time (roughly 1750 to 1950). Britain’s 
development as a unified nation state, an imperial 
power and world power has been determined by a 
variety of factors and warfare is among the most 
significant of these. 

The Battle of Orewin Bridge, 1282
Edward I, son of Henry III, defeated the rebellious 
barons who had allied with Simon de Montfort 
against his father. Then from 1277 onwards 
he waged war against the Welsh princes led by 
Llewelyn ap Gruffudd. Edward, a stronger and 
more capable military commander than his father, 
had gradually become drawn into the complex 
and feuding internal politics of the principality of 
Wales since his coronation in 1272. Two years later 
he demanded that the Welsh prince Llewelyn come 
to Chester to pay Edward homage, but the head-
strong Llewelyn refused.

In 1276, learning of plans for Llewelyn to marry 
the rebel Simon de Monfort’s daughter Eleanor, 
Edward declared war. At first it was an invasion to 
punish Llewelyn and to force him to show loyalty to 
the English Crown. However, by 1283 it had become 
a war of conquest. Llewelyn was killed at Orewin 
Bridge in 1282 in Powys, mid-Wales. He had grown 
over confident in his ability to defeat Edward after 
inflicting several defeats on him and this pride led 
him to be lured into a trap at Orewin Bridge. The 
English were able to surprise the Welsh, first with 
archers and then with 1,300 cavalry that poured 
across the bridge over the River Wye. Llewelyn’s 
lack of cavalry almost certainly decided his fate.

The long-term significance of the defeat and the 
end of Llewelyn’s rebellion was the destruction of 
Welsh military and political resistance to English 
rule and the full occupation of most of Wales by 
England. It would take until 1536 for the govern-
ance of Wales and England to merge fully, but the 
defeat of Llewelyn was a key step towards this.

The Battle of Naseby
For the first 2 years of the English Civil War, 
Parliament struggled to win a decisive victory over 
King Charles I’s Royalist forces. After the Royalists 
were soundly defeated at the Battle of Marston Moor 
in 1644, Parliament’s key generals, Lords Essex and 

Britain’s military 
turning points

Source A
Historical re-enactment 
society recreating the 
Battle of Naseby
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Source B
Scene of the death of 
Nelson on the base 
of Nelson’s Column. 
The inscription reads: 
‘England expects that 
every man will do his 
duty’. This was the 
signal that Nelson sent 
to his fleet before the 
Battle of Trafalgar

was to ally with major continental powers such as 
Austria and Russia, and to strangle the Napoleonic 
empire by blockade from the sea.

The destruction of French naval power at the 
Battle of the Nile in 1799 and Trafalgar in 1805 
not only meant that there was little chance of a 
French invasion of Great Britain from Boulogne as 
Napoleon had planned, but that French sea power 
would never fully recover. After 1815 France was 
never again able to rival the British empire or wage 
a major imperial war against Britain. The victory 
also made a national hero out of Admiral Lord 
Horatio Nelson who died at Trafalgar. The figure 
of Nelson in the nineteenth century came to encap-
sulate much of how Britons saw themselves as an 
all-conquering, seafaring people who could use 
their mighty naval power to defeat external, conti-
nental enemies.

The Battle of the Somme
If triumphs during the Napoleonic Wars at the Nile, 
Trafalgar and Waterloo created Britain’s founding 
military myths of the nineteenth century, then the 
first day of the Battle of the Somme would shape 
Britain’s wars in the twentieth. On 1 July 1916, 
19,240 men of the British Fourth Army were killed 
as they marched across No Man’s Land towards 
German trenches. The days of heavy artillery 
bombardment that came beforehand had failed to 
break up the barbed wire or penetrate deep German 
concrete bunkers, leaving the enemy shaken but 
able to defend their lines.

Some military historians such as Gary Sheffield 
have argued that despite the losses of the Somme, 
the British Army developed into a far more 

Manchester, failed to press home their attack and 
rout the king only weeks later at the Second Battle 
of Newbury. Some parliamentarians, including the 
rising military star Oliver Cromwell, suspected that 
they had little desire to defeat the king.

Many parliamentarians had not wanted war 
with the king and hoped it would be concluded 
swiftly after the first encounter at Edge Hill in 1642. 
Both Essex and Manchester hoped that reconcilia-
tion with the king was still a possibility, but a ‘war 
party’ in Parliament was more realistic and recog-
nised that the king would never compromise and a 
fight to the finish was the only option.

The Battle of Naseby was preceded by a radical 
reorganisation of Parliament’s Army in the guise of 
the Self Denying Ordinance. This removed amateur 
officers who were MPs or Lords from military 
command. The immense success of Cromwell as a 
commander on the field saw his exemption from 
the ordinance by Lt General Sir Thomas Fairfax. 
Naseby was the battle that was shaped by the mili-
tary reforms of the ordinance, particularly the cre-
ation of the New Model Army — Parliament’s new 
force with a meritocratic officer corps, promoted 
on skill and talent.

The king’s defeat at Naseby in 1645 shattered 
any realistic possibility of a Royalist victory and his 
surrender to the Scots in 1646 followed the siege of 
Oxford. Naseby was a significant turning point in 
British military history because not only did it see 
the triumph of Parliament but it was also evidence 
of the effectiveness of a separation of political and 
military command on the battlefield.

The Battles of the Nile and Trafalgar  
Throughout the eighteenth century, Britain and 
France had fought for control of the Americas and 
India. As the economic importance of colonies grew 
dramatically throughout the era, so did the inten-
sity of the fight to control sea lanes and imperial 
possessions. The French Revolutionary Wars and 
the Napoleonic Wars were in part a continuation 
of that struggle. Britain’s strategy in the conflict 

Source C
David Lloyd George on the Battle of the Somme:

It is claimed that the Battle of the Somme destroyed 
the old German army by killing off its best officers 
and men. It killed off far more of our best and of the 
French best. It was fought by the volunteer armies 
raised in 1914 and 1915; these contained the choicest 
and best of our young manhood. The officers came 
mainly from our public schools and universities; 
over 400,000 of our men fell in this bullheaded fight 
and the slaughter amongst our young officers was 
appalling. The Official History of the War, writing of 
the first attack, says: ‘For the disastrous loss of the 
finest manhood of the United Kingdom and Ireland 
there was only a small gain of ground to show…
Never again was the spirit or the quality of the 
officers and men so high, nor the general state of the 
training, leading and, above all, discipline of the new 
British armies in France so good. The losses sustained 
were not only heavy but irreplaceable.’

Extract from Source Records of the Great War, Vol. V, National 
Alumni, 1923

1 Compare Sources A 
and B. How is the past 
being remembered in 
each source? Why are 
there different ways of 
remembering different 
conflicts?
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The Battle of Britain
The late summer and autumn of 1940 saw the next 
stage in Britain’s struggle against Nazism — the 
Battle of Britain, which was fought in the air. The 
RAF, once again a smaller force, initially faced a 
larger Luftwaffe which sought to destroy Britain’s 
air defences in preparation for a cross-Channel 
invasion. However, the ability of the British aircraft 
industry to out-produce its German counterparts, 
the pressure of fuel and flying time for the Luftwaffe 
to cross the Channel and Britain’s remarkable early 
warning network, the ‘Dowding System’, turned the 
swift victory anticipated by Goering into a long, 
drawn-out struggle.

The depletion of valuable aircraft for an objective 
that Hitler ultimately had little interest in eventu-
ally saw plans for the invasion of Britain (Operation 
Sealion) permanently shelved in October 1940. To 
the British, the first victory over Nazism had been 
won by courage, fortitude and ingenuity. The reality 
was that many Luftwaffe pilots saw the battle as 
little more than a sideshow, knowing that the real 
objective lay to the east in the guise of the Soviet 
Union.

Conclusion
Often battles themselves are less important than 
their political consequences and the social and 
cultural meaning that combatants create from them 
in the aftermath. Britain has been defined by key 
battles and the way in which British people have 
come to understand their own past and their place 
in the world has been shaped by both victories and 
defeats. HS

experienced fighting force as a result. Generals 
such as Field Marshall Douglas Haig experienced 
a ‘bloody learning curve’, enabling them to achieve 
final victory after the 100 days’ campaign in 1918.

Richard Overy and David Reynolds in their 
books The Morbid Age and The Long Shadow respec-
tively, show how the horrors of the Somme shaped 
British national consciousness after the war. British 
politics and society in the two decades after 1918 
were dominated by the memory of the Somme and 
the desire to avoid a second trench war on the con-
tinent. The development of peace movements such 
as the Peace Pledge Union in 1934 and the popu-
larity of works such as Testament of Youth by Vera 
Brittain showed how the Somme had shaped society 
and culture. The investment in air power and the 
belief that strategic bombing might be the means by 
which deadlock on the continent could be avoided 
in future were also legacies of 1 July 1916. 

Dunkirk
Britain’s defining wartime myths, which shaped 
national culture into the twenty-first century, devel-
oped in the summer of 1940. When Hitler attacked 
in the west, following his conquest and partition 
of Poland, he first invaded Norway and Denmark 
in April 1940, then the Low Countries and France 
in May. The first assaults against Scandinavia, 
ineptly opposed by the British and French, saw the 
fall of Prime Minister Neville Chamberlain and his 
replacement by Churchill.

Almost immediately, Churchill was faced with 
disaster in France as the British Expeditionary Force 
and the French Army were lured into a trap. The 
two allies advanced into Belgium to force back the 
invading German Army, unaware that a much larger 
force to the south had crossed through the Ardennes 
Forest. The German Army Group A drove up from 
the south in an operation devised by German 
General Erich Von Manstein. Referred to as the 
‘sichelschnitt’ (sickle cut), its effect was devastating. 
The British and French, surrounded, were forced 
back to a small pocket at the port of Dunkirk and 
while an evacuation operation was launched by the 
Royal Navy, it was expected that only 30,000 troops 
would be saved, leaving Britain without a fighting 
force. In the event, some 338,226 British and French 
troops were evacuated and the British were able to 
continue the fight against Nazism.

Winston Churchill, in his famous ‘Fight them 
on the beaches’ speech, cautioned Parliament not 
to see the evacuation as a triumph, stating that wars 
were not won through evacuations. However, the 
Battle of France, the siege of Dunkirk and the evac-
uation had a powerful impact on British society, 
helping the British throughout the war to define 
themselves as stoic, embattled, courageous and able 
to fight on alone.

4 Using the article 
and all the sources 
answer the following 
question: ‘British 
society and culture 
has been shaped by 
warfare.’ How valid is 
this statement?

Source D
In the aftermath of the Dunkirk evacuation Winston 
Churchill spoke to Parliament on 4 June 1940:

I have, myself, full confidence that if all do their duty, 
if nothing is neglected, and if the best arrangements 
are made, as they are being made, we shall prove 
ourselves once more able to defend our island home, 
to ride out the storm of war, and to outlive the 
menace of tyranny, if necessary for years, if necessary 
alone. At any rate, that is what we are going to try to 
do…

Even though large tracts of Europe and many old and 
famous States have fallen or may fall into the grip of 
the Gestapo and all the odious apparatus of Nazi rule, 
we shall not flag or fail. We shall go on to the end. 
We shall fight in France, we shall fight on the seas 
and oceans, we shall fight with growing confidence 
and growing strength in the air, we shall defend our 
island, whatever the cost may be. We shall fight on 
the beaches, we shall fight on the landing grounds, 
we shall fight in the fields and in the streets, we shall 
fight in the hills…

2 Compare Sources 
C and D. Both are 
accounts by British 
prime ministers of 
major battles fought 
by the British Army. 
What similarities 
and differences are 
there between these 
accounts?

3 How far do Sources 
B, C and D support 
the view that Britain’s 
victories have often 
been gained at a heavy 
cost?
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David McGill considers to what extent William I’s rule was a disaster for England

between the priests and their congregation made 
it suspect and William quickly extinguished its 
unique charms in the name of religious ‘reform’. 
Likewise, the egalitarian nature of Anglo-Saxon 
society with the blurred boundaries between rulers 
and ruled was soon replaced with a strictly hierar-
chical feudal society where land-ownership was the 
reward for loyalty to the king and the peasants were 
treated little better than serfs. 

Ruthless suppression of rebels
The true nature of William I is revealed in his 
response to a rebellion in the north of England in 
1068–69 in support of Edgar the Atheling. After sup-
pressing the rebels William embarked on a ‘scorched 
earth’ campaign across Yorkshire, Northumberland, 
Durham and Lancashire. The effects of this were 
clearly visible in the Domesday Book, which 
records large areas of the north simply as ‘waste’. 
Even tame Norman chroniclers such as Orderic 
Vitalis conceded the king had ‘stopped at nothing’ 
to punish those he perceived as his enemies. 

A disaster for England
William I’s rule was a disaster for England. He 
destroyed the Anglo-Saxon kingdom of England 
and ushered in a new period of oppressive and cen-
tralised control under a ruthless Norman-French 
aristocracy. No wonder the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle 
wrote of ‘poor men hard oppressed’ and a king who 
‘loved greediness above all’.

William of Normandy’s invasion of England in 1066 
was an audacious land grab. It only succeeded by 
chance. Harold Godwinson’s victory at Stamford 
Bridge fatally weakened his army and handed 
William a significant advantage at the Battle of 
Hastings. His death in combat marked the end of 
Anglo-Saxon England. This was a disaster on an 
epic scale. 

Use of brute force and terror
One of the most sophisticated and developed of 
Europe’s kingdoms had fallen into the hands of 
a ruthless group of robber barons. William the 
Bastard had little understanding of, or regard for, 
the customs and traditions of the kingdom he had 
won in battle and succeeded in establishing his 
rule only through the use of brute force and terror. 
William demonstrated this as soon as he landed, 
burning the Bosham estates that belonged to Harold 
in order to provoke him to battle. This disregard 
for human life would continue to be a feature of 
Norman rule.

Dismantling of the old regime
After Hastings, William I disinherited an entire 
generation of Anglo-Saxons and handed over 
control of England to a small group of Norman 
knights who quickly set about dismantling the 
old regime. Castles sprang up across the kingdom 
— symbols of a new power balance in which the 
English people were now feudal subjects of their 
overlords. The Anglo-Saxon earls who tried to 
accommodate their new masters were usually 
dispatched as soon as their usefulness had passed. 
No wonder folk-heroes such as Hereward the 
Wake emerged. He represented the last remnants 
of English resistance to their new masters. 

Disregard for religion and culture
The rich religious culture of the Anglo-Saxons was 
also treated with typical Norman disregard. Its 
use of the vernacular and the obvious sympathies 

Was William I a disaster for England?

YES
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Was William I a disaster for England?
Anglo-Saxon nobles, but they proved disloyal and 
a series of rebellions forced William to replace these 
Anglo-Saxons with men he trusted. He ended the 
semi-permanent feuding between the great earls 
who had dominated Anglo-Saxon affairs. William’s 
division of the kingdom created a new balance of 
power in which the king was no more ‘first among 
equals’ but instead a real ruler. William combined 
Anglo-Saxon administrative capability with effec-
tive command.

An end to slavery
The nostalgic view of Anglo-Saxon England as a 
‘lost’ paradise of equality and ‘rough and ready’ 
comradeship is incorrect. In fact, one of its most 
salient characteristics was the widespread use of 
slavery. Anglo-Saxon England was divided at the 
most basic level between freemen and slaves and 
there were plenty of the latter. Something like 10% 
of the population were slaves — the slaves had little 
protection under law and many were exported 
abroad from the slave markets of Bristol. Following 
his invasion William quickly clamped down on the 
practice and by 1102 it was banned.

Church reform and Domesday Book
England was drawn into the mainstream of 
European culture as a result of the Norman 
conquest. William I’s appointment of the reform-
ing Benedictine Lanfranc to be Archbishop of 
Canterbury is typical of his ability to pick the 
‘right man for the right job’. The new Archbishop 
of Canterbury reformed the Anglo-Saxon Church, 
which had become too corrupt and worldly. He 
also symbolised the new energy and direction the 
Normans were providing in their leadership of 
the kingdom. The Domesday Book is testament 
to this — no other king at the time would have 
been capable of such a sophisticated census and 
its completion is evidence of William’s effective-
ness as ruler.

England’s salvation
William I’s conquest of England was its salvation. 
He should be seen as a heroic leader who trans-
formed England. No wonder the Anglo-Saxon 
Chronicle stated that:

the good order that William established is not to be 

forgotten. It was such that any man…might travel over 

the kingdom with a bosom full of gold unmolested; and 

no man durst kill another, however great the injury he 

might have received from him.

The conquest of England by William I saved 
the Anglo-Saxon kingdom from the fate of its 
Scandinavian neighbours. Instead of remaining 
a backwater, isolated from Europe by its antique 
culture and religion, Norman England became 
one of the ‘Great Powers’ of medieval Europe. 
The Norman Conquest reinvigorated a decaying 
kingdom and transformed it into an effectively 
ruled, centralised, feudal state.

An able ruler
William I was an able ruler. He had proved this 
while Duke of Normandy. He had quickly estab-
lished control over the fractious and violent duchy 
he inherited while still a child and was soon rec-
ognised as one of the ablest rulers in Europe. He 
sponsored Church reform throughout the lands he 
ruled and was quick to gain papal support for his 
invasion of England to secure the inheritance he 
had been promised by both Edward the Confessor 
and Harold Godwinson. 

A new balance of power
After defeating Harold at the Battle of Hastings 
William attempted reconciliation with the leading 

NO

Source A
Duke William’s invasion 
fleet

Source A
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improve your grade

Charles I and 
Parliament
Nikki Christie gives you some 
tips on how to improve your grade 
when answering questions on why 
Charles I called Parliament in 1640

From 1629 Charles had ruled England without 
Parliament for 11 years, during a period known 
as the ‘Personal Rule’. In the spring of 1640, 

following the advice of the Earl of Strafford, elec-
tions were held for a new Parliament. The Short 
Parliament lasted for only 3 weeks before it was 
dissolved, but in September Charles I was forced to 
call what became known as the Long Parliament. 
This was the body which eventually conducted the 
Civil War, executed him, and was not dissolved 
until 1660. 

Financial crisis
The immediate reason for his decision to convene 
Parliament was the financial crisis resulting from 
war with the Scots. Charles was forced to call the 
Long Parliament because he had no other options 
left. He had embarked on the ill-fated Bishops’ Wars 
against Scotland and this had bankrupted him. His 
peacetime efforts to collect sufficient tax by extend-
ing the ancient Ship Money tax to inland counties 
had been challenged in the courts and it became 
increasingly difficult to collect successfully.

In the circumstances his decision to fight the 
Scots to force them to use the English Prayer book 
was foolhardy in the extreme. Following the failure 
of the 1639 campaign Charles accepted the rights of 
the Scots to worship as they wished, but was also 
forced to accept a claim for compensation from the 
Scots which amounted to £850 a day. He had no 
means of paying the compensation demanded by 
Scotland without recourse to Parliament.

Advice of Strafford
A critical short-term reason for the calling of 
Parliament was Charles’ reliance on the advice of 
Thomas Wentworth, the Earl of Strafford. Strafford 
was a complicated and clever man who had initially 
opposed the king’s policy of collecting Ship Money, 
but declared himself for the king in 1628.

Strafford had managed to manipulate the Irish 
Parliament and extract taxes from it to support the 
war in Scotland. His experience there led him to 
believe that it would be possible to call the English 
Parliament and procure finance for war against 
Scotland by dividing the king’s opponents. Charles, 
always a poor judge of character, placed his trust in 
Strafford’s assessment that calling Parliament would 
solve his financial crisis. 

Conclusion
The underlying problem was that Charles simply 
did not understand the extent of opposition he had 
created by his personal rule and attempts to raise 
tax without Parliament. Charles, by virtue of his 
belief in the divine right of kings, simply could not 
comprehend the extent and nature of opposition to 
his rule that he had created by 1640. This in turn 
meant that he accepted Strafford’s assessment that 
his opponents could be divided. It was a disastrous 
reading of the situation which was to lead to the 
opening shots of the Civil War.

Source A
Portrait of Charles I by Anthony van Dyck
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King Charles I entered Parliament in a very dramatic way in January 1642 

determined to arrest five members of Parliament who were his most vocal 

critics. They included John Hampden who had led the protest against Ship 

Money against him. He brought soldiers with him and demanded to know 

where the MPs were. But they had already left the building by boat and were 

nowhere to be seen. The speaker of the House of Commons told the king 

that ‘he had neither eyes to see nor tongue to speak’ and the king had to 

leave without his prisoners. The reason that Charles had decided to arrest 

the MPs was because they were so critical of him and the queen, who they 

hated because she was Catholic, that he felt he had no option.

This was a very important moment in the journey to civil war as Charles 

had completely violated the rules between king and Parliament in the most 

obvious way and so anyone who was still sitting on the fence was now likely 

to be against the king.

Student answer

Examiners are looking for developed expla-
nations in answer to the question. Using 
the example below try to develop the other 
causes identified above into explanations:

Charles believed that the five MPs led the 
Puritan opposition to him, that they had encour-
aged the Scots in the Bishops’ Wars, and were 
stirring up the London mob against him. Not sur-
prisingly he was motivated to act against them 
and try to arrest them as he was convinced they 
were the source of the increasing opposition to 
him in London and that their support of the Scots 
in the Bishops’ Wars amounted to treason. 

Explanation

Now divide the causes of the attempted 
arrest listed in the ‘Causation’ box above 
into long-term, short-term and immediate 
causes. Showing understanding of the dis-
tinctions between long-term, short-term and 
immediate triggers and using chronological 
language in your writing will demonstrate 
higher-level thinking and understanding. 

Chronological language

This answer is typical of many responses to explanation questions. The student 
knows the period and has good recall and knowledge. However, this answer 
is largely descriptive of the event and its impact and lacks focus on the causa-
tion element of the question. 

Examiner’s comment
Read the student answer carefully. Highlight 
any section that actually focuses on the 
reasons for the attempted arrest of the five 
MPs. The rest of the answer is simply descrip-
tion with some relevance to the question. 

Look carefully at the list of reasons below. 
Which can you identify in the answer? A 
good answer should contain at least two 
fully developed explanations which answer 
the question set. 

 ■ Charles believed that the five MPs led 
the Puritan opposition to him, that they 
had encouraged the Scots in the Bishops’ 
Wars, and were stirring up the London mob 
against him.

 ■ Charles was infuriated by a rumour that 
the MPs were planning to move against the 
queen for alleged involvement in Catholic 
conspiracies.

 ■ These MPs had been active against the 
king since the calling of the Long Parliament 
and prime movers in the trial and execution 
of Thomas Strafford.

 ■ The day before Charles had sent a message 
to Parliament demanding that the MPs sur-
render themselves. 

Causation

Question
Explain why Charles I attempted to arrest the Five Members in 1642. (10 marks)

Source B
Attempted arrest of the Five Members
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Historic environment 

Castles

A military installation
Like all castles Kenilworth’s function was primarily 
military. It was built in the 1120s by the de Clintons 
following Henry I’s doubts regarding the loyalty 
of the Earl of Warwick, whose power base was in 
the same area. The site was chosen with defence 
in mind as the castle was built on a hill above the 
point where two rivers joined. The rivers were used 
to create a defensive mere.

These defences were extended considerably when 
the castle entered royal control after 1175 with the 
construction of outer walls and the addition of a 
further level to the great tower. Between 1120 and 
1266 the castle acted as a military installation to 
maintain power over the population. It was held 
by both the Crown and Simon de Montford, an 
important rebel.

A great house
Over the next 300 years the function of the castle 
began to change. A chapel, private apartments, a 
new great hall and kitchens were all built. Much of 
this work took place when the castle was under the 
ownership of John of Gaunt. He was one of the most 
powerful nobles in the country and his descendants 
became Lancastrian kings.

The changes at Kenilworth were intended to 
provide a comfortable home for the great magnate, 
but also to emphasise his power, wealth and hospi-
tality. The changes made Kenilworth a great house 
as well as a castle.

A status symbol
From 1553 Kenilworth belonged to the Dudley 
family who further improved the living areas of 
the castle. From 1570 Queen Elizabeth’s favour-
ite, Robert Dudley, made significant changes to the 
living accommodation to accommodate the queen 
when she visited. This is probably the period when 
the formal gardens were added to the castle.

You need to demonstrate a clear understanding of 
the different functions of castles and how these 
changed over time as England became more cen-
tralised and peaceful. You should be able to recall 
specific physical evidence which the castle you 

are studying provides and you need to be able to 
link your knowledge to the broader themes of the 
changing function of castles. The best answers will 
demonstrate a clear understanding of the interrela-
tion of different factors.

During this period the castle was a luxuri-
ous residence filled with tapestries, paintings, 
beds and plate for entertaining, although in the 
1570 inventory there were only four books. This 
period marks the height of Kenilworth’s func-
tion as a status symbol. 

Decline and disrepair
The fall of the Dudleys from favour under James I  
and the passing of ownership to the Stuart kings 
marked the beginning of the castle’s decline. 
Castles were expensive to maintain and the 
cash-strapped Charles I simply did not have 
the money necessary. Furthermore Kenilworth 
was not the seat of his power as it had been for 
the Dudleys.

Cost too was an important consideration 
in the Parliamentarians’ decision to destroy 
important military fortifications at Kenilworth 
in 1649. This was done so that there was no 
longer a need to maintain a garrison of soldiers 
at the castle.

As castles entered the modern age their sur-
vival rested on becoming the central residence 
of a wealthy and powerful family. Kenilworth 
fell into disrepair because it was removed from 
the Dudley family and no longer functioned as 
a status symbol.

Question 1
Explain why Kenilworth Castle fell into 
disrepair after 1600.  (10 marks)

Question 2
Study Sources A and B. Which of these 
sources is more useful to a historian studying 
Kenilworth Castle between 1500 and 1600? 
 (10 marks)

Kenilworth Castle
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Source A
The Tudor garden at Kenilworth, first recorded at Queen Elizabeth’s visit in 1575

Source B
The Oak Room in the Gatehouse
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David McGill focuses on the range  
of material that is available on the  
internet to help you revise for your  
GCSE examinations

In 2016 the new history specifications introduced 
a number of new modules and papers. These 
included a thematic study over 1,000 years, British 

and non-British period studies and a local/historic 
environment study. The British depth studies had 
to include different eras (modern, early modern 
and medieval). Different exam boards decided to 
combine these elements in different ways, but all 
include significant amounts of pre-modern material 
and an increased focus on British history (at least 
40% of the course).

Revision sites 
for new GCSEs

online

General revision sites
There are some resources in place to support you 
revising for the exam in 2018, but they are not 
always obvious. As always, the BBC Bitesize website 
is a good place to start: www.tinyurl.com/y8np35kj. 
A good overview of the changes can be found at 
www.tinyurl.com/yarlgeb4. The TES website, 
although aimed mainly at teachers, has some useful 
resources: www.tinyurl.com/y94zxb7m. Some 
schools have good websites too: www.tinyurl.com/
y7vbem7b.

Thematic studies
Some of the new thematic studies have incorpo-
rated pre-existing courses — particularly those 
established by the Schools History Project. These 
include ‘Medicine through Time’ and ‘Crime and 

1 Go to the BBC 
Bitesize site and find 
your exam board: 
www.tinyurl.com/
y8np35kj. 

2 Have a look at some 
of the BBC2 short film 
clips on ‘Medicine 
through Time’ at: 
www.tinyurl.com/
y7xqkzs4.
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Punishment in Britain’. These were all popular 
courses with plenty of existing online material to 
support them. Some good places to look include 
www.tinyurl.com/ycakf6bt, www.tinyurl.com/
bajpks2 and www.tinyurl.com/yclcxl4y.

New modules on ‘Warfare’, ‘Migration’ and 
‘Power and the People’ will require you to work 
harder to find sites that are useful. Good starting 
points for the migration paper include www.tinyurl.
com/3x8eyq and www.tinyurl.com/yck7ezo8.

British depth studies
All the new specifications also demand a depth 
study on British History with Norman, Medieval 
and Tudor England being the most popular topics. 
There are plenty of websites on all of them.

Good places to start with the Normans include 
www.tinyurl.com/z2ecxdw and www.tinyurl.com/
cke2txx. Medievalists should head to www.tinyurl.
com/5tu7cu and also www.tinyurl.com/ycat98w 
and www.tinyurl.com/y7b5wet5. The Tudors have 
plenty of supporting materials at www.tinyurl.
com/2mg2co and www.tinyurl.com/y7mprjq9. 

Non-British depth studies
You should find yourself on better-resourced terri-
tory here, as most of the non-British depth studies 
were part of the old GCSE courses so are well 
served. Good sites that cover these topics include 
www.tinyurl.com/cbn6ezp and www.tinyurl.com/
yb2lybm3. Also www.tinyurl.com/y9ft2hhe and 
www.tinyurl.com/y7og4t6h. All have detailed 
information on the Modern World topics included 

in the new exam specifications. A good overview 
site can be found at www.tinyurl.com/ycezr4uu.

The historic environment
There are various historic environment options. 
Whitechapel 1870–90 has plenty of resources due 
to the infamous Jack the Ripper murders. One of 
the better sites can be found at www.tinyurl.com/
y9b9c6ea (subscription only). For free resources 
head to www.tinyurl.com/yaoltk6p and www.
tinyurl.com/y7lfk2x6.

The British sector of the Western Front has 
an overwhelming amount of online material 
due to the popularity of the First World War as a 
school topic. My favourite is www.tinyurl.com/ 
o29d5ed. 

Some exam boards allow you to choose the site 
you want to study for the historic environment 
element of the course. AQA announced its sites 
here: www.tinyurl.com/y7nmz8j6. OCR has a good 
example of Norwich Castle’s importance at www.
tinyurl.com/yatsspa5 while Schools History Project 
has some good materials on Rochester Castle at 
www.tinyurl.com/ycnw3dg4. 

Exam boards
There are also supporting materials for the new 
specifications on all the exam board websites:

 ■ AQA: www.tinyurl.com/j894t64
 ■ Edexcel: www.tinyurl.com/yaymzr5c
 ■ OCR: www.tinyurl.com/y8hgdaep
 ■ WJEC: www.tinyurl.com/y8wmob7v
 ■ EDUQAS: www.tinyurl.com/ybuo8mhn HS

3 Have a look at 
the British Museum 
‘Medicine through 
Time’ resources at 
www.tinyurl.com/
ybdrgnwd.

4 Read through 
a dictionary 
of gruesome 
punishments at www.
tinyurl.com/mqhvxpy. 
How would this help 
you look at crime 
through the ages? 

5 Have a look at 
migration to Britain 
through the ages 
at www.tinyurl.
com/3bgdudo. More 
recent immigrants 
often came from 
Commonwealth 
countries. Find out 
about Indian migrants 
to the UK at www.
tinyurl.com/y8dd9hcv.

6 Look at the National 
Archive materials on 
the Domesday Book 
at www.tinyurl.com/
y96l28h8. Why is it 
such an astonishing 
achievement?

7 Listen to the best 
podcasts on Tudor 
England at www.
tinyurl.com/yc3np64u.

8 Have a go at 
some of the Edexcel 
revision aids on the 
Elizabethan British 
depth study at 
www.tinyurl.com/
yby839dq. 

9 Read this article 
in the Telegraph that 
summarises the new 
GCSE changes and 
has some practice 
questions at www.
tinyurl.com/y9dq4rdb.

Source A
The new historic environment option includes a range of sites, such as Rochester Castle. The Schools History Project 
has some good resources on this (www.tinyurl.com/ycnw3dg4)

Hindsight 28i3 print.indd   15 27/02/2018   12:54 am



RUSSIA

ITALY

ROMANIA

AUSTRIA-
HUNGARY

GERMANY

MONTENEGRO

BOSNIA-
HERZEGOVINA

ALBANIA

BULGARIASERBIA

GREECE

TURKEY/OTTOMAN
EMPIRE

Tirana

Athens

Sofia

Constantinople
(Istanbul)

Bucharest

Budapest

Vienna

Sarajevo

Belgrade

Black Sea

Mediterranean Sea

0 200km

N

MONTENEGRO

ITALY

ALBANIA

GREECE

Tirana

0 200km

N

ITALY

Belgrade

SERBIA

16 Hindsight  April 2018

The Balkans had been at the heart of disputes between the 
great powers for over a century before 1914. The slow breakup 
of the Ottoman empire offered an opportunity for the great 
powers to increase their influence and presented a threat to 
the balance of power in Europe. As the twentieth century 
began, a growing sense of nationalism within the various Balkan 
territories added to the instability of the region. Paul Short 

and Dan Silverman explore some of the issues involved

The Balkans and the start of the First World War

Germany
German interests revolved around preventing 
alterations to the balance of power, especially 
resisting any gains in Russian power. Germany 
aimed to uphold the Triple Alliance and resolved to 
back Austria-Hungary in any circumstances. This 
explains its declaration of war against Russia on  
1 August 1914.

Austria-Hungary
Concerned about the weakening of their empire, 
the Austro-Hungarians were eager to expand their 
territories, in particular to resist Russian growth. 
They were also keen to develop a barrier to protect 
themselves from the problems of the region. The 
Austro-Hungarian empire was made up of many 
nationalities and it was particularly fearful of 
moves towards Slav independence which could 
threaten its control of Croatia. This explains its 
annexation of Bosnia in 1908 and declaration of 
war against Serbia in July 1914.

Bosnia and Montenegro
The majority of the population of both these 
areas were Slavs. They had opposed Turkish rule 
before 1908 and did not support Austro-Hungarian 
control. They aspired to independence (although 
views towards a relationship with Serbia and 
Russia differed significantly).

Serbia
It gained independence from the Ottoman 
empire in the nineteenth century and expanded 
its territory by joining with Greece, Bulgaria and 
Montenegro in the 1912 war against Turkey. 
Serbia’s population was Slavic and it was drawn 
towards an alliance with Russia. Its main aim was 
to force the Austrians out of Bosnia to enable it 
to unite with the Serb population there (in excess 
of 1 million). This explains the assassination of 
Archduke Ferdinand in Sarejevo. 
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The Balkans and the start of the First World War

Romania
Having gained independence from Austria-
Hungary in the later nineteenth century, Romania 
largely avoided involvement in the conflicts 
leading to the outbreak of war in 1914.

Bulgaria
It declared independence from Turkey in 1908 and 
gained more land in 1912–13 in the Balkan Wars. 
Its growing nationalism stimulated animosity 
towards neighbouring territories, e.g. resentment 
of Greece which many Bulgarians felt gained too 
much land at their expense after 1912.

Turkey/Ottoman empire
It had been in slow decline for centuries and 
became increasingly weak as the twentieth century 
progressed, as highlighted by its failure to hold on 
to territories in 1912–13. Turkey had no obvious 
allies at the start of the Great War due to its strong 
hostility to both Austria-Hungary and Russia, and 
also to France (to whom it was heavily in debt). 
Its policy was chaotic due to differing views in 
the Turkish government about whether its interest 
would be best served by involvement or neutrality 
in the Great War, but it eventually agreed a pact 
with Germany, having explored several other 
options.

Russia
Russia’s main priority was challenging the power of 
Austria. It aimed to dominate the Balkans, which also 
offered the strategic advantage of securing access to 
a warm-water port (i.e. one that does not freeze in the 
winter — crucial at a time where naval power mattered 
so much). This motivated it to offer help to the various 
Balkan nationalists in 1912–13. With a large population 
of Slavs, Russia strongly favoured the interests of Serbia.

Other Balkan territories
The area sometimes known as ‘Turkey in Europe’ 
was made up of many different nationalities 
including Albanians, Kosovans and Greeks as well 
as Slavs. They were not united, but they shared a 
common aim of wanting to rule themselves and 
gain as much land from neighbouring countries as 
possible.
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Rivalry over 
the Rhineland

Decisions made about the Rhineland during 
the interwar period (1918–39) were emblem-
atic of Germany’s changing position and 

status within the wider world. While France’s atti-
tudes towards the Rhineland in the immediate 
aftermath of the First World War highlighted its 
initial desire to punish Germany, the concessions 
made against the region in the late 1920s revealed 
the improving diplomatic situation in Europe. 

Britain and France’s relative laissez-faire attitude 
towards the region by the mid-1930s emphasised 
their aim to appease Nazi Germany, ultimately at 
the cost of European peace. Focusing on the events 
that took place in the Rhineland in the early twen-
tieth century offers historians a case study through 
which to explore the volatile nature of relations 
between countries in Europe during this tumultu-
ous period in history.

Germany and the Treaty of 
Versailles (1919)
On 11 November 1918, Germany and the Allied 
nations of Britain, France and their associates in the 
war, signed an armistice agreement. This formally 
ended the First World War and marked the victory 
of the Allies over Germany.

Excluded from the negotiations about the 
postwar world at Versailles, the terms of a peace 
treaty were laid down to representatives of 
Germany’s recently established Weimar Republic. 
Outcries from German politicians about the 

intolerable nature of the treaty were matched by 
outpourings of public protest in Germany. However, 
the revisions that the German negotiators proposed 
were refused.

Threatened with the crippling prospect of further 
military action, the German representatives had no 
choice but to take full responsibility for starting 
the war. As a result, Germany was burdened with 
reparations payments totalling 136,000 million 
marks (or £6.6 billion) as compensation for the 
Allies’ losses in the war. To reduce the likelihood 
of a future war, Germany also had its armed forces 
and territory reduced significantly. Signed on  
28 June 1919, the Treaty of Versailles caused bitter-
ness among the German population who were out-
raged at the punitive nature of its terms.

How did the Treaty of Versailles 
affect the Rhineland?
Unlike Britain and the USA, vast areas of northern 
France were devastated by the trench warfare that 
ravaged the Western Front. As the Rhineland was 
the centre of Germany’s industry and wealth, and 
situated on France’s border with Germany, French 
negotiators at Versailles fought to extend France’s 
territory eastwards to bring the Rhineland under 
French rule.

From the French perspective, not only could the 
region’s resources assist its recovery and redevel-
opment after the war, it could also serve as a pro-
tective ‘buffer zone’ for France, whose border with 

Beth Albery looks at the key events that took place 
in the Rhineland in the early twentieth century and 
considers how they reflected the volatile relations 
between European countries in this period

Source A
The armed forces of 
Nazi Germany marching 
over the Hohenzollern 
Bridge in Cologne in the 
Rhineland, March 1936
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Germany made it vulnerable to future invasion. If 
incorporated into French territory, the River Rhine, 
which flowed northwards across the entire region, 
would undermine an invading army’s ability to 
cross into France.

Despite this, the treaty specified that the 
Rhineland would remain part of Germany. 
Germany was, however, prohibited from station-
ing troops or military bases in the region — defined 
as the territory westwards of the River Rhine up to 
Germany’s borders with France, Belgium and the 
Netherlands, as well as 50 kilometres eastwards of 
the river. The Rhineland became a ‘demilitarised’ 
zone within Germany. Only the British, French 
and US military were allowed in the region to deter 
Germany from sending in its armed forces.

For the Allied powers, the region provided them 
with much-needed security from a future German 
threat. For the German people, the Rhineland, as 
part of the Treaty of Versailles as a whole, became 
a symbol of Germany’s humiliation after the war.

The Rhineland and the Weimar 
Republic (1919–33)
During the early years of the Weimar Republic, 
events that took place in the Rhineland and its 
surrounding area were characteristic of the con-
tinuing postwar hostility between the Allies and 
Germany. In order to ensure that the terms of the 
treaty were upheld, British, French and (for a short 
time) US troops were permanently stationed in the 
Rhineland throughout the 1920s. When the Weimar 
Republic failed to meet its reparations payments in 
December 1922, French troops were therefore able 
to take prompt action and occupy the neighbouring, 

1 Study Source B. 
Explain two reasons 
why France wanted to 
bring the Rhineland 
under French rule after 
the First World War.

industrial-rich area of the Ruhr to acquire the 
resources France was owed.

Following the appointment of Gustav Stresemann 
as foreign secretary of the Weimar Republic in 
November 1923, the Rhineland became a key dis-
cussion point in the atmosphere of reconciliation 
that developed between Germany and the Allies in 
the late 1920s. Stresemann set out to re-establish  
Germany’s recognition and prestige abroad. For 
example, under the terms of the Locarno Pact of 
December 1925, Stresemann formally agreed to 
the permanent demilitarisation of the Rhineland. 
He also accepted Germany’s western borders with 
France, renouncing Germany’s claim to territory it 
lost following the signing of the Treaty of Versailles. 

Source B
Map of the Rhineland 
in 1933

Source C

The terms of the Treaty of Versailles, 28 June 1919

War guilt clause  ■ Germany accepted responsibility for the war and the 
damage caused to the Allies.

Reparations  ■ Germany agreed to pay reparations as compensation 
for the damage caused by the war. The payments 
totalled £6.6 billion.

Territorial losses  ■ Germany lost 13% of its land in Europe.
 ■ Germany lost all of its colonies abroad.

Reducing the 
military

 ■ The Rhineland became a ‘demilitarised’ zone for 
Germany.

 ■ The German army was limited to 100,000 troops, 
who could not leave Germany.

 ■ The navy was limited to six battleships. No 
submarines were allowed.

 ■ Germany was not allowed an air force.

Austria  ■ Germany was forbidden from uniting with Austria.
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In March 1935 Hitler openly announced the 
secret military expansion which had been taking 
place for 2 years, committing the country to devel-
oping a peacetime army of 550,000 troops — five 
times more than had been stipulated by the Treaty 
of Versailles. Not only did the western powers fail 
to enforce the terms of the peace treaty they had 
signed, Britain itself violated the treaty through a 
naval agreement with Germany, allowing Germany 
to expand its navy beyond the limits imposed by 
the treaty.

The desire to focus on developments at 
home and abroad
By 1936, Britain and France were also preoccupied 
with issues at home. Both countries were overcom-
ing the economic depression which struck following 
the Wall Street Crash in October 1929. The French 
government changed 11 times between 1932 and 
1935, demonstrating the country’s political insta-
bility. Meanwhile Britain faced unrest in its empire 
as some of its colonies, such as India, called for 
independence.

The Allies had also focused their attention on 
challenging the aggressive aims and actions of Italy 
under its fascist dictator, Benito Mussolini. They, 
along with the League of Nations, however, failed 
to prevent the expansion of Italian territory follow-
ing Italy’s invasion of Abyssinia in October 1935.

Between 1933 and 1936, therefore, Britain and 
France prioritised preventing war and overcoming 
the other challenges of the time, instead of retal-
iating to the actions of Nazi Germany. Crucially, 
Hitler had grown increasingly confident that no one 
would stand in the way of him pursuing his aims.

What happened in March 1936?
On 7 March 1936, Hitler finally ordered the 
German army to remilitarise the Rhineland. Three 
thousand German troops marched over the River 
Rhine into the heart of the region, while another 
30,000 soldiers were positioned eastwards of the 
river. As Hitler had accurately predicted, neither the 
French nor the British were willing to intervene.

With another election imminent, the French gov-
ernment chose to not act. Britain too followed suit, 
arguing down a case for the League of Nations to 
penalise Nazi Germany for breaching the terms of 
the treaties. This reflected public opinion in Britain, 

Source D
An extract from Gustav Stresemann’s speech 
following Germany’s acceptance into the League of 
Nations in 1926:

…the League [of Nations] is the product of the 
treaties of 1919. Many disputes have arisen between 
the League and Germany because of these treaties. I 
hope that our cooperation with the League will make 
it easier in the future to discuss these questions.

Source E
The actual move on the 7 March was a staggering 
example of Hitler’s strong nerve. Germany had 
literally no forces available for war…[His] new army 
was not ready…He was unshakeably confident that 
no action [from France or Britain] would follow.

From The Origins of the Second World War by A. J. P Taylor, 1961

The Locarno Pact, as well as the country’s entry 
into the League of Nations the following year, 
brought an end to Germany’s isolation in Europe 
and created a climate in which Germany was nego-
tiating on an equal footing with other nations.

As Stresemann had intended, the international 
agreements also gave him the opportunity to open 
further dialogue with the French. Importantly, this 
resulted in the Allies’ eventual agreement to with-
draw their military from the Rhineland by 30 June 
1930 — 5 years sooner than had been stated by the 
Treaty of Versailles.

The Rhineland and Nazi Germany 
(1933–45)
Despite the sustained efforts of the politicians of 
the Weimar Republic to renegotiate the treaty’s 
terms and elevate the country’s position on the 
world stage, those on the political right continued 
to condemn the peace treaty and Germany’s humil-
iation after the First World War. One such opponent 
included the National Socialist German Workers’ 
Party (the Nazis, for short) under the leadership of 
Adolf Hitler.

Before rising to power in January 1933, Adolf 
Hitler widely denounced the Treaty of Versailles and 
expressed his intentions to overturn its terms. To 
achieve this, he committed himself to rearming the 
nation, regaining Germany’s lost territory and reoc-
cupying the Rhineland. However, he waited 3 years 
to carry out his objectives in the region.

Why did the Nazis wait until 1936 
to remilitarise the Rhineland?
A range of events from 1933 onwards convinced 
Hitler that France and Britain were unlikely to retal-
iate militarily if the Nazis sent their armed forces 
into the Rhineland in 1936 — a direct violation of 
the peace treaty and the Locarno Pact.

The desire to maintain peace with Germany
In October 1933, for example, Hitler withdrew 
Germany from the League of Nations and demon-
strated his brazen disrespect for international peace 
and diplomacy. Nine months later, Hitler’s inten-
tions to overturn the peace treaty were in motion, 
as the Nazis attempted to invade and reunite with 
Austria.

2 Study Source D.
a What does it suggest 
about Stresemann’s 
motivation behind 
negotiating Germany’s 
entry into the League 
of Nations in 1926?
b What ‘questions’ did 
Stresemann intend 
to raise about the 
Rhineland?

3 Study Source E.
a What does the 
historian suggest 
was the reason Hitler 
decided to invade the 
Rhineland in March 
1936?
b What evidence is 
there to support the 
historian’s argument?
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From this moment, Hitler’s drive to expand 
German territory and prepare the nation for war 
were undeniable. In the 3 years following the 
remilitarisation of the Rhineland, Nazi Germany 
absorbed Austria and Czechoslovakia into its terri-
tory and secured military alliances with fascist Italy. 
On 1 September 1939, Germany invaded Poland.

Conclusion
In conclusion, the Rhineland provides clear evidence 
of the nature of international relations at each stage 
of their development during the interwar years. 
France’s attempts to incorporate the Rhineland 
into its territory after 1918, as well as the eventual 
decision to maintain the Rhineland as a demilita-
rised zone, reflected the fear of a future German 
invasion, the desire of the Allies to prevent this pos-
sibility and their desire to impose punishing terms 
on the nation. The Allies’ decision to withdraw 
their troops from the Rhineland a decade later sig-
nifies the transformation that had taken place in 
foreign policy in Europe by 1930, with Britain and 
France willing to negotiate with Germany on an 
equal footing.

However, Britain and France’s failure to prevent 
Hitler’s remilitarisation of the Rhineland and his 
violation of the terms of the Treaty of Versailles  
provides compelling evidence of a further shift in 
the balance of power in Europe by March 1936. 
Britain and France were no longer willing or able 
to stand against Nazi Germany, preferring instead 
to adopt a policy of appeasement as part of a futile 
attempt to prevent the outbreak of another 
European war. HS

with most people believing the Germans to be fully 
justified in stationing troops in their own territory. 
As Lord Lothian noted, ‘after all, [the Germans] are 
only going into their own back garden’. The event 
proved to be a time of celebration for Germans, who 
praised the Führer for successfully standing up to 
the Allies, violating the terms of the peace treaty 
and restoring German control over the Rhineland.

What was the impact of the 
remilitarisation?
Historians emphasise the significance of the events 
in the Rhineland that took place in 1936. First, 
Hitler’s success in remilitarising the region shifted 
the balance of power in Europe. From March 1936, 
France’s vulnerability on the continent increased 
as it was no longer protected by the ‘buffer zone’ it 
had secured between itself and Germany in 1919. 
Second, Hitler’s success in the Rhineland was 
pivotal in reinforcing his conviction that the Allies 
were reluctant to confront his efforts to reverse the 
terms of the peace treaty. His determination to 
overturn the treaty strengthened, as did his confi-
dence to follow a more aggressive course of foreign 
policy.

Source I
The armed forces 
of Nazi Germany 
marching passed 
Cologne Cathedral in 
the Rhineland, 7 March 
1936

Source G
Adolf Hitler addressing the Reichstag (the German 
parliament) on 30 January 1937:

The revindication of the honour of the German 
people, which was expressed outwardly in the…
reoccupation of the Rhineland by our troops, was 
the boldest task that I ever had to face…Complete 
German sovereignty and equality having now been 
restored, Germany will never sign a treaty which is 
in any way incompatible with her honour; with the 
honour of the nation.

Source H
Hitler had taken his biggest gamble yet, and got away 
with it…The experience…confirmed in Hitler the 
belief that he could not fail. Convinced in the myth 
of his own invincibility, he now began to quicken 
the pace of Germany’s march towards European 
domination and world conquer.

From The Third Reich in Power by Richard Evans, 2005

Source F
British foreign secretary, Anthony Eden, discussing 
the Nazis’ remilitarisation of the Rhineland during a 
government meeting on 11 March 1936:

[P]ublic opinion was strongly opposed to any military 
action against the Germans in the demilitarised 
zone…[M]ost people were saying openly that they 
did not see why the Germans should not reoccupy the 
Rhineland. In these circumstances, it was generally 
worth taking almost any risk in order to escape from 
that situation.

4 Study Source F.
a What ‘situation’ did 
Anthony Eden want 
Britain ‘to escape 
from’?
b What does the 
source suggest about 
why Britain did not 
retaliate to the Nazis’ 
remilitarisation of the 
Rhineland?

5  Study Source G.
a What does it suggest 
was the reason behind 
Hitler’s decision 
to remilitarise the 
Rhineland in 1936?
b Why was the 
remilitarisation of 
the Rhineland widely 
acclaimed by the 
German people?

6 Study Source H.
a What does the 
historian suggest was 
significant about the 
Nazis’ remilitarisation 
of the Rhineland?
b What evidence is 
there to support the 
historian’s argument?
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Paul Short considers why the Royal 
Observatory was established and how  
it developed

The Royal Observatory at Greenwich was estab-
lished nearly 350 years ago in 1675. It repre-
sents the growing fascination of the country 

and, in particular, its monarch Charles II, with 
understanding scientific progress. In an era when 
England was both expanding its profitable trading 
links with the rest of the world and establishing the 
Royal Navy, the importance of solving the ‘longi-
tude problem’ became paramount, so that sailors 
and explorers could establish their exact position 
on the open seas.

The original proposal for the Royal Observatory 
came from Sir Jonas Moore (Surveyor General of 
Ordnance) in 1674, which was duly agreed by 
Charles II. The Ordnance Office was tasked with 
building the observatory. 

Why Greenwich?
There were a number of different reasons why 
Greenwich was chosen as the site of the observa-
tory. It was of sufficient distance away from London 
so as to not be affected by pollution, thus ensuring 
a better chance of observing the skies. It was acces-
sible from the River Thames. There was also the fact 

  Royal 
Observatory

the historic 
environment

that it was sited in a Royal Park and was therefore 
already owned by the monarch. 

Design
One of the king’s favourite architects, Christopher 
Wren, assisted in the design of this iconic building 
whose aim was to find an astronomical solution to 
the longitude problem. This would involve charting 

Source B
John Flamsteed, 
1646–1719

Source A
The exterior of 
Flamsteed House,  
c. 1675–76

1 Using the evidence 
from this article 
and your wider 
knowledge, explain 
what you consider to 
be the most impressive 
feature of the Royal 
Observatory.

2 In what ways 
does the Royal 
Observatory reflect 
growing scientific 
understanding in 
the seventeenth and 
eighteenth centuries?

Source B
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Source D
The Octagon Room of the Royal Observatory

He was assisted in this by Jonas Moore who 
commissioned two identical clocks based on 
Hooke’s idea of a long pendulum swinging in a 
small arc, and had them placed in the Octagon (or 
Star Chamber). Aided by two accurate timepieces, 
Flamsteed could indeed conclude that the rotation 
of the earth was consistent. 

For the next four decades Flamsteed observed 
and catalogued nearly 3,000 stars from Greenwich. 
The Historia Coelestis Britannica was published post-
humously by his wife in 1725.

Flamsteed’s successors
Flamsteed’s successors at Greenwich continued 
his work in providing accurate measurements of 
the stars for sailors and navigators to make use of. 
However, it was to take a naval disaster in 1707 in 
which over 2,000 men perished to lead to a renewed 
call for a more accurate way of navigating.

The Board of Longitude was set up by Parliament 
in 1714 and £20,000 was offered to anyone who 
could solve the ‘longitude problem’. The winner 
who emerged nearly 6 years later turned out to be 
an unknown clockmaker, John Harrison, and not 
an esteemed astronomer or scientist. To this day, 
Harrison’s clocks can still be seen at the Royal 
Observatory in Greenwich. HS

the position of the moon from one location (i.e. 
the Royal Observatory) which sailors might then 
use to compare with a lunar observation from their 
location on the open seas, thus making it feasible 
to solve the longitude problem.

Appointment of an observator
In 1675 John Flamsteed was duly appointed as 
the ‘King’s Astronomical Observator’ with an 
annual salary of £100. His task, according to the 
royal warrant, involved ‘rectifieing the Tables of 
the motions of the Heavens, and the places of the 
fixed stars, so as to find out the so much desired 
Longitude of places for Perfecteing the Art of 
Navigation’.

Construction
In the same year, building work began on what 
was to be the first purpose-built science facility in 
England, based on the designs of Christopher Wren 
with assistance from Robert Hooke (Curator of the 
Royal Society) and Jonas Moore (Surveyor General 
of Ordnance). It was built on the foundations of 
Duke Humphrey’s Tower which were unfortunately 
13˚ away from true north, thus forcing Flamsteed 
to set up a meridian in an outbuilding. 

Progress
In 1676 Flamsteed began his work of conducting 
observations using telescopes aligned to the 
meridian and taking measurements of the angular 
height of stars as they crossed this line. To gain 
the data he required, Flamsteed needed to confirm 
whether the rotating speed of the earth was 
consistent.

Source C
As the power and commerce of Spain declined, 
France and England entered into the contest for 
the sovereignty of the seas and dominance in the 
New World of America. The problem of finding the 
longitude at sea, or, what amounts to the same 
thing, the problem of how to determine the local 
time at some standard place when at sea, became, 
as a result, extremely important to them. Therefore 
then, the establishment of Greenwich Observatory 
arose from the actual necessity of the nation. It was 
an essential step in its progress towards its present 
position as the first commercial nation. No thoughts 
of abstract science were in the minds of its founders; 
there was no desire to watch the cloud-changes on 
Jupiter, or to find out what the stars were made of. 
The Observatory was founded solely for the benefit 
of the general trade of the nation; and, in essence, 
that has continued to be its first purpose down to the 
present time.

Adapted from The Royal Observatory Greenwich by E. W. 
Maunder, 1900

3 How far do you 
agree with Source C 
that ‘The Observatory 
was founded solely 
for the benefit of the 
general trade of the 
nation’?
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Opposition to 
the Elizabethan 
religious settlement

When Elizabeth I acceded to the throne 
of England at the age of 25, she ruled a 
country in the middle of a religious crisis 

brought about by her own family. Her father had 
begun the Reformation 30 years earlier, partly so he 
could marry Elizabeth’s mother, Anne Boleyn — a 
marriage that ended in Anne’s execution. Elizabeth’s 
younger brother accelerated the split from Rome, 
but her older sister tried to reverse it and return 
England to Catholicism, and was prepared to use 
force if necessary. Elizabeth, the new queen, healed 
the rift with a compromise religious settlement that 
aimed to satisfy as many people as possible.

The settlement
Elizabeth’s private religious beliefs are a matter of 
debate, but it is clear that she considered herself a 
Protestant like her brother, Edward VI. However, 
she also kept a crucifix in her personal chapel 
and downplayed the importance of sermons in 
church services — both of which would be con-
sidered Catholic beliefs. Essentially, Elizabeth 
was a Protestant with some tolerance of Catholic  
traditions.

Elizabeth’s public policy was similar in that it 
was a compromise. She wanted to return England to 
Protestantism but prevent conflict by restricting the 
more radical aspects of the new religion. By offering 
some degree of concession to Catholics, she hoped 
that they would accept the new way of doing things. 
Within a year of becoming queen, she had passed 
two important Acts in Parliament to achieve this.

Act of Supremacy
The Act of Supremacy re-established the Church of 
England with Elizabeth as its Supreme Governor. 

Henry VIII and Edward VI had been the Supreme 
Head, but Elizabeth’s title suggested she may be 
more tolerant. The Act said that any person taking 
public or religious office in England had to swear 
an oath of loyalty to Elizabeth.

Act of Uniformity
The Act of Uniformity dictated the way that the 
Church of England functioned, including:

 ■ Churches must use a new Book of Common 
Prayer that combined Protestant and Catholic 
language.

 ■ The vague wording of communion allowed for 
both Protestant and Catholic beliefs.

 ■ Everyone had to attend church or pay a fine.

Source A
Coloured title page 
from the Bishops’ 
Bible quarto edition of 
1569. Queen Elizabeth 
sits in the centre on 
her throne. The words 
on the four columns 
read justice, mercy, 
fortitude and prudence, 
attributing these traits 
to the queen. The text 
at the bottom reads 
‘God save the queene’

Scott Reeves considers the nature and extent of 
the opposition to Elizabeth’s religious settlement 
from both Catholics and Puritans
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Opposition
By the time Elizabeth died in 1603, England was 
a country at peace. Her religious settlement had 
calmed the turbulent waters of the Reformation — 
but not everybody was happy with the direction 
she had taken.

Catholics
The people with most to lose in the religious settle-
ment were Catholics. Over the past 5 years, most 
had been overjoyed to see Catholicism return and 
the excesses of the Reformation reversed under 
Mary I. As such, they were very reluctant to allow 
any change by her Protestant sister.

Parliament
Elizabeth’s first attempt to create a religious set-
tlement began on 25 January 1559, just 2 months 
after becoming queen. In order to give her propos-
als more authority, she wanted Parliament to pass 
new laws. The queen herself attended the opening 
of Parliament, during which Nicholas Bacon, the 

Lord Keeper of the Privy Seal, said that Elizabeth 
wanted ‘to unite the people of this realm into a 
uniform order of religion’.

Although the House of Commons was broadly 
supportive, Elizabeth faced opposition from the 
Catholic-dominated House of Lords. It firmly 
rejected the first draft of the Act of Supremacy. 
During a break at Easter, Bacon met a delegation 
of Catholics and Protestants to discuss the issue, 
but the meeting quickly descended into squabbling 
and name-calling.

Only when Elizabeth flexed her muscles, impris-
oning two Catholics in the Tower of London and 
fining six others, did the Catholic Lords realise that 
they were powerless to stop the settlement. When 
they voted on another Act of Supremacy and a sep-
arate Act of Uniformity, both of which included 
a few compromises to Catholic beliefs, they were 
passed and became law.

Oath of Supremacy
The Catholic bishops in the House of Lords who 
allowed the Act of Supremacy to pass were effec-
tively voting themselves out of office, since all clergy 
would now need to swear an oath of loyalty to the 
queen as the Supreme Governor of the Church of 
England. Only Anthony Kitchin, the Bishop of 
Llandaff, did. He was allowed to retain his job, but 
the other bishoprics were filled with Protestants 
who would take the oath, including Matthew 
Parker, who became Archbishop of Canterbury.

However, it appears that most of the rest of the 
clergy underneath the bishops did not have such a 
problem: 7,700 out of 8,000 clergy took the Oath 

1 Examine Source B. 
What does it tell you 
about the Elizabethan 
Religious Settlement?

Source D
Matthew Parker, 
Archbishop of 
Canterbury 

Source B
Historian David Starkey writing in 2000:

What had Elizabeth achieved? …Images, relics, 
pilgrimages, candles (mostly) and the ‘telling of 
beads’ (that is, saying the rosary) had all gone. But 
a surprising amount of Catholic practice survived: 
the congregation was to kneel for prayers to God 
and to bow and doff their caps at the name of Jesus; 
altars or communion tables were ordinarily to stand 
‘altar-wise’ at the east end of churches; the traditional 
special wafers were to be used for communion, rather 
than the ordinary bread specified in 1552; the clergy 
were to wear copes when they celebrated communion 
and the surplice at other times; endowments for 
choirs and music were to be retained; and, though 
most processions were to be abolished, the beating 
the bounds of the parish was to continue, with an 
injunction to respect property rights! Finally, the 
prayer offensive to even the mildest Catholic — to be 
delivered ‘from the tyranny of the Bishop of Rome and 
all his detestable enormities’, was omitted from the 
Litany as well.

From Elizabeth I: Apprenticeship by David Starkey, 2000

Source C
Part of the 1559 Oath of Supremacy:

I do utterly testify and declare in my conscience that 
the Queen’s Highness is the only supreme governor of 
this realm, and of all other her Highness’s dominions 
and countries, as well in all spiritual or ecclesiastical 
things or causes, as temporal, and that no foreign 
prince, person, prelate, state or potentate hath or 
ought to have any jurisdiction, power, superiority, 
pre-eminence or authority ecclesiastical or spiritual 
within this realm.

2 Read Source C. Why 
would some Catholics 
have refused to take 
this oath?

Hindsight 28i3 print.indd   25 27/02/2018   12:55 am



26 Hindsight  April 2018

of Supremacy and kept their positions. They were 
apparently willing to work under the new settle-
ment, even if it meant converting to Protestantism.

Excommunication
One Catholic who was certainly not impressed 
with the settlement and the Oath of Supremacy 
was Pope Pius V. He excommunicated Elizabeth 
from the Catholic Church, declaring her a heretic. 
His announcement released any English Catholics 
from allegiance to her. Jesuit priests were des-
patched from Rome and sneaked into England to 
celebrate mass. If caught, these priests were tortured 
and executed.

Excommunication meant that Catholics would 
serve no punishment (in religious terms) if they 
killed the queen. A number of plots were uncov-
ered that aimed to topple Elizabeth in favour of 
her Catholic cousin, Mary, Queen of Scots, who 
was under house arrest in England:

 ■ 1569 Northern Earls’ Rebellion
 ■ 1571 Ridolfi Plot
 ■ 1583 Throckmorton Plot
 ■ 1586 Babington Plot

Only when Mary, Queen of Scots, was reluctantly 
executed by Elizabeth did the number of Catholic 
plots to seize the English throne decrease.

Recusants
Radical plots to assassinate the queen were extreme 
and relatively rare. More common among Catholics 
was the crime of recusancy — refusing to attend 
a church service. Recusants were seen as danger-
ous because their loyalty was doubted. Initially, 
recusants were fined 12 pence (one shilling) but 
few people were actually punished. However, after 
several of the Catholic plots were discovered, the 
punishment became harsher. In 1580 the fine for 
recusancy was vastly increased to £20 per month 
and more people were arrested. If a recusant was 
unwilling or unable to pay, they were imprisoned 
or had their land seized.

Puritans
Although Catholics found themselves on the wrong 
side of the religious divide under Elizabeth, they 
were not the only group to voice their unhappiness 
with the religious settlement. Hard-line Protestants 
or Puritans (so called because they wanted to purify 
the church) were often just as critical of the religious 
settlement as Catholics.

Marian exiles
On the accession of Queen Elizabeth, many Marian 
exiles (Puritans who had fled to Protestant countries 

Source E
A contemporary 
woodcut of the 
execution of Mary, 
Queen of Scots

3 Look at Source E. 
Why do you think 
Elizabeth was 
reluctant to execute 
Mary, Queen of Scots?

4 Research the 
Catholic plots listed in 
the excommunication 
section. How close did 
they come to success?
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to combat Puritanism. Up to 300 clergy who were 
found to be too Puritan in their beliefs were sus-
pended by a high commission. Some Puritan 
leaders fled to the continent to avoid arrest and 
many of those who remained were held in prison, 
depriving the hard-line Protestants of any leader-
ship. However, figures like Thomas Cartwright con-
tinued to push the Puritan cause between periods 
of exile and arrest.

Separatism
When Puritans realised that they could not alter 
the practices of the Church of England, they began 
to consider whether they should split from the 
church completely. These separatists wanted a 
church outside the Anglican hierarchy run by elders. 
However, they were effectively denying that the 
queen was the Supreme Governor of the Church. 
Henry Barrow and John Greenwood founded a new 
separatist congregation in London in 1592, but the 
response of the authorities was swift and ruthless. 
Barrow and Greenwood were arrested and hanged 
in April 1593.

Conclusion
Elizabeth’s religious settlement was undoubtedly a 
success. It brought peace and stability to a country 
split by religious disagreements for three decades. 
However, it would be wrong to suggest that the reli-
gious settlement was universally popular. It was 
opposed by people on both sides of the religious 
divide, Catholic and hard-line Protestant, although 
ultimately their protests came to naught and the 
Church of England would continue as the official 
religion of the monarch until the present day. HS

in Europe for their own safety during the reign of 
Mary) returned in the expectation that England 
would return to a country where Protestantism was 
the one and only tolerated religion. They wanted 
Catholics to be purged with the same level of 
violence with which Mary had burned Protestants. 
The sudden influx of Puritans not only alarmed 
Catholics, but also moderate Protestants who saw 
the potential for disorder.

London became a base for many Marian exiles. 
They took over churches, preaching Puritan views to 
the poorer population in the hope that they would 
rise up and demand change. Elizabeth tried to calm 
the population by stating that acts of public disor-
der would be punished and promising that the reli-
gious settlement would be made law by Parliament 
(rather than being issued by royal proclamation) so 
that the people of England had the chance to influ-
ence what was decided.

39 Articles
Once the Acts of Supremacy and Uniformity were 
passed, Puritan leaders continued to try to shift 
Elizabethan England towards a more extreme 
version of Protestantism. At a Convocation (gath-
ering of clergy) in 1562–63, Puritan delegates aimed 
to change several aspects of the religious settle-
ment that they thought too Catholic, including the 
ringing of church bells and the use of wedding rings. 
However, they failed to persuade more moderate 
Protestants and the rulings that were passed by the 
Convocation (known as the 39 Articles) retained 
many Catholic traditions which Puritans opposed.

Protests
Of all the issues that drew Puritans into conflict 
with Elizabeth’s religious settlement, it was the 
requirement that clergy wear vestments which 
caused the most argument. Initially, only a few 
attempts were made to enforce the wearing of 
clerical dress, which Puritans thought a Catholic 
tradition. However, the Archbishop of Canterbury 
began a crackdown in 1566: 37 Puritan minis-
ters refused to wear vestments and several were 
removed from their jobs, but their protests were 
futile and most Puritans grudgingly began to wear  
vestments.

A hardcore of Puritans continued to object to the 
retention of Catholic practices in the religious set-
tlement. Several tracts were written complaining 
about the way the new church was run, including 
John Field’s A View of Popish Abuses Yet Remaining in 
the English Church and Thomas Wilcox’s Admonition 
to Parliament. However, they had little impact and 
Field and Wilcox were imprisoned for a year for 
breaking the Act of Uniformity.

When John Whitgift became Archbishop of 
Canterbury in 1583, he made a concerted effort 

Source F
Historian Roger Lockyer writing in 1985:

Thomas Cartwright, who was only in his mid-thirties, 
represented a new generation of Elizabethan Puritans 
who took the achievements of their predecessors 
for granted and wished to push forward from the 
positions that they had established. Cartwright 
declared that the structure of the Church of England 
was contrary to that prescribed by Scripture, and 
that the correct model was that which Calvin had 
established at Geneva. Every congregation should 
elect its own ministers in the first instance, and 
control of the Church should be in the hands of a local 
presbytery, consisting of the minister and the elders 
of the congregation. The authority of archbishops 
and bishops had no foundation in the Bible, and 
was therefore unacceptable. Cartwright’s definition 
lifted the Puritan movement out of its obsession 
with details and threw down a challenge which the 
established Church could not possibly ignore.

From Tudor and Stuart Britain: 1485–1714 by Roger Lockyer, 
1985

5 Read Source F. 
Why were the ideas of 
Cartwright something 
that Elizabeth and 
the Church could not 
possibly ignore?

6 Watch the video 
at www.tinyurl.
com/y7of8b33. Do 
you agree that the 
Elizabethan Religious 
Settlement was a 
success?
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Crime statistics, especially from the nineteenth 
century, require careful interpretation. First 
and foremost, population increased nearly 

fourfold and so raw figures of crime were likely 
to rise. The number of crimes per head of popula-
tion is probably a fairer representation of the real 
state of crime.

The development of police forces had an impact 
on the numbers and types of crimes reported as well 
as how they were dealt with. For example, numbers 
convicted for public order offences like drunk and 
disorderly behaviour grew, while many reported 
thefts were listed as lost property. Local directives to 
clamp down on a particular offence created sudden 
peaks in local statistics. New laws created a vast 
array of crimes that had not existed before.

The growth of newspapers heightened aware-
ness and fear of crime. However, fear of crime 

Rob Salem investigates why crime appears to 
have increased in the nineteenth century and 
explores the links between poverty and crime

Crime in the 
nineteenth century

Source A
‘The Slums of London’ 
by Gustave Doré, 1872

1 Study Source B. 
If Engels’ views are 
inaccurate, give one 
reason why this 
source would still be 
useful to a historian 
enquiring into crime 
in the nineteenth 
century. If the source 
is accurate, explain 
why the last part of 
Engels’ sentence might 
be true.

is often unrelated to real levels of crime and the 
nineteenth century was no exception. For all the 
sporadic panics about criminal classes or juvenile 
delinquents, there is a broad consensus that crime 
rates generally declined in the second half of the 
nineteenth century, having risen steadily for the 
previous 100 years.

Population growth and 
urbanisation
Census data show that between 1801 and 1901 the 
population of Great Britain (England, Wales and 

Source B
Friedrich Engels, the German-born socialist, writing 
in 1845:

…the incidence of crime has increased with the growth 
of the working-class population and there is more 
crime in Britain than in any other country in the world. 

From The Condition of the Working Class in England by 
Friedrich Engels, 1845
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least in terms of raw statistics. For many, alcohol 
was the only escape from the desperate drudgery of 
factory work and terrible housing. Drunken brawls 
in towns and wife-beating were two consequences 
of alcohol.

Poverty and the Poor Law
Worse still than slum life was the workhouse. The 
Poor Law Amendment Act 1834 led to rioting 
against the new workhouse regime as well as the 
institution itself. The splitting up of families on 
entry to the workhouse was particularly resented, 
not to mention the poor conditions in which 
inmates were kept. Riots such as those in Bradford 
in November 1838 and Stockport in 1842 occurred 
sporadically in the first decade after the Act as well 
as attacks on the property of Poor Law guardians. 
Workhouse officials could also be the subject of 
scandal and a number were prosecuted for crimes 
including fraud, cruelty, indecent assault and man-
slaughter.

Inside the workhouse, refusal to do work such 
as breaking stones or picking oakum could lead to 
spells in prison. A common protest by the pauper 
inmates was the burning of clothing, often infested 
with lice. Again, a week in prison might be the 
reward. Since prison conditions were often no worse 
than those of the workhouse, the punishment was 
no deterrent. Desperation to avoid the workhouse 
also led to theft and prostitution. The Vagrancy Act 
1824 made begging and sleeping on the streets or 
in outhouses illegal and in 1839 alone some 18,000 
were convicted of vagrancy offences.

New laws, new crimes
The Vagrancy Act was one of many laws passed by 
Parliament in the nineteenth century that crimi-
nalised behaviours that had previously been legal, 

Scotland) grew from 10.5 million to 37 million. 
Perhaps more significantly in the context of crime, 
the numbers living in urban centres of more than 
100,000 people increased by more than 14 times. 

Slums
The combination of rapid industrialisation and 
urbanisation led to a huge growth in slums, or 
‘rookeries’. Terrible overcrowding in poor quality 
housing led to these areas being seen as synony-
mous with prostitution, drunkenness and crime. 
The better-off believed that crimes were commit-
ted by people from the ‘criminal classes’. Pseudo-
scientific studies tried to prove that there was a 
certain facial look, type of brain or animal char-
acteristic that belonged to typical criminals. The 
aim was to show that criminality was hereditary.

The reality was that most crime was opportun-
istic and petty, though some elements of slum life 
did contribute to it. When the 1834 select com-
mittee declared that the ‘vice’ of drunkenness was 
growing among the labouring classes and having 
an impact on crime, it may well have been right, at 

2 How useful are 
Sources A and C 
for an enquiry into 
nineteenth-century 
slums? Explain your 
answer, using Sources 
A and C and your 
knowledge of the 
historical context. 

Source C
Andrew Mearns describes the slums of London in 1833:

…tens of thousands are crowded together amidst 
horrors which call to mind what we have heard of the 
middle passage of the slave ship. To get into them 
you have to penetrate courts reeking with poisonous 
and malodorous gases arising from accumulations 
of sewage and refuse scattered in all directions and 
often flowing beneath your feet; courts, many of 
them which the sun never penetrates, which are never 
visited by a breath of fresh air, and which rarely know 
the virtues of a drop of cleansing water.

From The Bitter Cry of Outcast London: An Inquiry into the 
Condition of the Abject Poor by Andrew Mearns, 1883

Source D
Andrew Mearns explains the link between slums, 
alcohol and crime in 1883:

Look into one of these glittering saloons [gin palaces], 
with its motley, miserable crowd, and you may 
be horrified as you think of the evil that is nightly 
wrought there; but contrast it with any of the abodes 
which you find in the fetid courts behind them, and 
you will wonder no longer that it is crowded. With 
its brightness, its excitement, and its temporary 
forgetfulness of misery, it is a comparative heaven 
to tens of thousands. How can they be expected to 
resist its temptations?…All kinds of depravity have 
here their schools. Children who can scarcely walk are 
taught to steal, and mercilessly beaten if they come 
back from their daily expeditions without money or 
money’s worth.

From The Bitter Cry of Outcast London: An Inquiry into the 
Condition of the Abject Poor by Andrew Mearns, 1883

3 Study Source D. 
Explain briefly in 
your own words the 
link between living 
in slums, alcohol and 
crime.

4 Study Source E 
and use your own 
knowledge. Explain 
why the workhouse 
system was a cause of 
crime.

Source E
Workhouse riot in 
Stockport, 1842
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in areas from popular recreations to education and 
public health. 

Popular recreations
The 1835 Cruelty to Animals Act banned a range 
of popular recreations and the Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Animals brought prose-
cutions for bull-running and cockfighting in the 
years that followed. Restrictions on betting and 
even on fireworks led to numerous prosecutions 
and hindered working-class acceptance of the new 
police forces.

Parental responsibility and public health
After elementary education was made compulsory 
in 1881, some half a million parents were prose-
cuted in just 20 years for non-attendance of their 
children at school. From 1871, thousands were 
convicted for refusal to have children vaccinated 
against smallpox. Failure to support one’s family 
had also become a criminal offence and the 1889 
Prevention of Cruelty to Children Act combined 
with the inspectors of the National Society for the 
Prevention of Cruelty to Children to see a number 
of cases end up in court.

A whole range of nuisance regulations were 
established to control pollution and disease by 
limiting what could be burned, buried or disposed 
of and where. For example, the Smoke Nuisance 
Prevention Act 1853 saw six tugboat captains fined 
£5 each in 1861 because their tugs ‘did not consume 
their own smoke’. 

Poaching
A series of game laws between 1760 and 1820 
increased the risks of being prosecuted for poaching, 
with 40 poachers being transported in 1844–45 
alone. Violence between gamekeepers and poachers 
from organised gangs was also common. Poaching 
was sometimes carried out by the poor and desper-
ate, such as the unemployed labourer and father of 
five who was sentenced to 3 months of hard labour 
in 1844 for stealing pheasant eggs. In 1871 there 
were over 8,000 poaching convictions in England 
and Wales.

Railways
By 1900, some 18,680 miles of railway were in use 
with 1.1 billion passenger journeys a year, along 
with huge amounts of freight. Legislation was 
passed as early as 1840 to protect the railways with 
convictions for trespass, vandalism and throwing 
stones at trains. Indecent assault in crowded or 
uncrowded carriages was also a problem, though 
relatively few cases made it to court or convic-
tion. Criminal gangs did not take long to realise 
the potential rewards of train robbery, particularly 
mail trains and those carrying gold. 

Much railway building was done by Irish navvies. 
The use of immigrant labour led to a number of 
riots such as at Penrith in 1846 between English 
and Irish navvies. Anti-Catholic sentiment led to 
more riots against Irish communities, particularly 
in the early 1860s.

Police
As police forces were set up across the country, so 
they came into conflict with locals, particularly in 
the cities. Assaults on policemen were frequent in 
the middle decades of the century and riots against 
them were not uncommon. Workers resisted their 
very existence as well as their interference in various 
aspects of popular recreation and in strikes.

Labour disputes
Industrialisation saw the development of trade 
unions in the 1800s. Labour disputes could lead 
to violence such as the ‘Sheffield outrages’ between 
1853 and 1866 which involved violent attacks on 
non-unionists and employers. There were also many 
cases of striking workers attacking police who were 
trying to protect strike breakers — workers brought 
in from outside the area to keep the mines or fac-
tories operating.

Sexual assault
Figures for sexual assault suggest that there was a 
great increase in this crime during the nineteenth 
century. The truth of the matter is more likely that 
changing attitudes, the fact that rape was removed 
from the list of capital offences in 1841, and the 
Offences Against the Person Act of 1861 led to a 
greater chance of cases coming before the courts. 
The age of consent was raised from 12 to 13 in 1875 
and to 16 in 1885.

Juvenile delinquency
When Charles Dickens’ Oliver Twist was serialised 
in the late 1830s, Fagin’s gang of child pickpock-
ets played to many readers’ perceptions of juvenile 
delinquency. Gangs of young pickpockets did exist, 
with criminal bosses known as ‘thief-trainers’. Silk 
handkerchiefs had a high resale value and it was 
believed that some 5,000 were handled each week 
in Field Lane in London, the real-life setting of 
Fagin’s den.

However, panics about juvenile delinquency 
neither started nor finished in the nineteenth 
century. The focus on child criminals by moral 
reformers, newspapers and literature means that 
this moral panic, like most others, exaggerated the 
reality. 

Moral panics
The century was punctuated with moral panics 
about different types of crime, such as the 
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heavy sentences. However, those convicted were 
seen as exceptions to the rule that crime belonged 
to the immoral criminal class and so no moral 
panic followed.

Decline of crime
The second half of the century saw a reduction in 
violent crimes as attitudes towards violent behav-
iour changed and courts handed down harsher 
punishments. Police forces became more widely 
accepted by the public. They grew in size and expe-
rience, and became more efficient, helped by the 
use of the electric telegraph and photography. This 
all led to greater success in dealing with violence 
and acted as a deterrent against theft.

Changing attitudes also led to improved social 
conditions. Slum clearances and the charitable 
efforts of philanthropists like George Peabody and 
Angela Burdett-Coutts saw improved housing for 
many. The fact that there was a steep decline in con-
victions of those under 17 in the 1870s might also 
suggest that the availability of elementary educa-
tion for all from 1870 had a real impact on reduc-
ing crime. Fewer child criminals was likely to mean 
fewer adult criminals in the years that followed.

Conclusion
Despite the limitations of crime statistics, there 
are a number of points on which historians of 
nineteenth-century crime can agree. The most 
common crime was small-scale theft, accounting 
for as much as three quarters of all crimes. Around 
three quarters of offenders were male, a majority of 
whom were in their teens and twenties.

Rates of theft and assault began declining from 
the middle of the century, hence falling overall 
crime figures. However, housebreaking and bur-
glary remained at a constant level and fear of crime 
showed no signs of falling. In the first half of the 
nineteenth century, population growth, poverty 
and the dislocation of society in new urban centres 
saw crime rates rise. Moreover, changing social atti-
tudes saw a massive increase in the number of crim-
inal offences, but, particularly after 1850, there 
simply was no corresponding growth in crimes 
committed. HS

mid-century panic about garrotting, a type of street 
robbery, and the 1888 panic prompted by Jack the 
Ripper. These panics were fanned by the sensational 
stories of crime in newspapers and investigations 
into poverty by the likes of Henry Mayhew and 
Andrew Mearns.

Despite their emphasis on the poor, there were, 
of course, plenty of crimes committed by the middle 
and upper classes. Financial scandals and fraud 
were common, well publicised and could lead to 

Source H
George Cruikshank’s 
original 1838 
illustration of Oliver 
Twist’s reaction to 
the Artful Dodger’s 
pickpocketing technique

Source F
William Cobbett, discussing the 1816 riots in rural 
East Anglia:

It is want; it is sheer hunger; that is what fills a 
country with robbers…The present riots have clearly 
arisen out of want…’Give us food!’ is the cry…
even before this terrible distress came upon us, the 
labouring people had not half a sufficiency of food.

Quoted in Change and Continuity in British Society 1800–1850 
by Richard Brown, 1987

Source G
The Swing Riots of 1830:

The first threshing machines were attacked near 
Canterbury on 28 August [1830] and by the end of 
October about a hundred had been destroyed. But 
the riots were more than just attacks on machines; 
labourers assembled to demand higher rates of pay, 
rent reductions, tax and tithe reform — ‘bargaining 
by riots’. By the end of November more or less the 
whole of southern and eastern England was affected.

From Change and Continuity in British Society 1800–1850 by 
Richard Brown, 1987

Source I
The correlation [between peaks of crime and years 
marked by economic depression and political unrest] 
suggests first, that victims might have been more 
ready to prosecute because of the general feeling of 
insecurity, second, that offenders were more inclined 
to steal because of economic hardship, and possibly, 
third, that the political unrest momentarily weakened 
some of the usual inhibitors which discouraged theft.

From Crime and Society in England, 1750–1900 (2nd edn) by 
Clive Emsley, 1996

4 Study Sources F 
and G and use your 
own knowledge. 
Explain why there was 
unrest and violence 
in agricultural areas 
in the first half of the 
nineteenth century.

6 Study Source H. 
How could you follow 
up Source E to find out 
more about people’s 
attitudes to crime in 
the nineteenth 
century? In your 
answer, you must give 
the question you 
would ask and the 
type of source you 
could use.

7 Study all the 
sources and use your 
own knowledge. 
‘Poverty was the most 
important factor 
affecting the amount 
of crime in the 
nineteenth century.’ 
How far do you 
agree? Explain your 
answer. You may use 
the following in your 
answer: population 
growth and policing.

Source H
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William 
Hooper
1818–78

file on…

Mark Rathbone looks at the life 
of this entrepreneurial inventor 
and his role in the development of 
anaesthesia apparatus in the 1840s

Today, it is so taken for granted that when 
someone has an operation they are first given 
an anaesthetic that it is hard to imagine how 

limited surgery would be without it. Almost all sub-
sequent advances in surgery depend upon the use 
of safe and effective anaesthetics. Yet their devel-
opment is a relatively recent advance in the history 
of medicine, dating from the 1840s. So who was 
William Hooper and what is his connection with 
anaesthesia and the history of medicine? 

Apprenticeship
William Hooper was born on a farm in North 
Devon in 1818, the sixth of eight children. He was 
educated in the local church school. While two 
of his elder brothers stayed at home to take over 
the family farm, William was sent by his parents 
to Exeter, where he became an apprentice to a 
chemist. When he had completed his apprentice-
ship, he decided to go to London to seek his fortune, 
a journey which he undertook on foot (Exeter not 
being connected to London by railway until 1844).

In 1840, still aged only 22, William Hooper 
opened a chemist’s shop at 7 Pall Mall East. Clearly 
a shrewd entrepreneur, he had chosen his site well, 
for not only was the shop just off the busy intersec-
tion of Trafalgar Square, but it was also opposite the 
newly-built Royal College of Physicians.

Furthermore, Hooper was astute in making use 
of new materials for medical apparatus. In 1842, 
Charles Goodyear of New York had discovered 
how to treat natural rubber with sulphur to make 
it more flexible, elastic and mouldable — a process 
known as vulcanisation. Hooper quickly realised 
that it would now be possible to make flexible 

Source A
William Hooper at the height of his career, c.1870.

and impervious rubber tubes and by 1845 he had 
opened a factory at Mitcham in Surrey to manufac-
ture medical equipment using rubber.

Ether inhaler
Meanwhile, two London dentists, James Robinson 
and Francis Boott, had been experimenting with 
the use of ether as an anaesthetic. On 19 December 
1846, Robinson used an ether inhaler to anaesthe-
tise a Miss Lonsdale to carry out the extraction of 
a painful wisdom tooth. Other pioneers, including 
Snowe, Squire and Liston, were quick to carry out 
similar experiments on their patients.

The glass inhaler which Robinson used had a 
round chamber containing small sponges soaked 
in ether and a bell-shaped chamber below it into 
which the vapour, being heavier than air, descended 
and then passed through a rubber tube and mouth-
piece to the patient. It was according to his own 
account, ‘a very imperfect apparatus, hastily got up’ 
and which failed to work satisfactorily when used in 
some other cases. However, in his paper describing 
the success of that first operation on Miss Lonsdale, 
which was published only 9 days later, Robinson 
added that: ‘An apparatus constructed on similar 
principles, but of more elegant form, is now manu-
factured by Mr Hooper, Operative Chemist, of Pall 
Mall East.’

1 Read the account 
of William Hooper’s 
life given here. What 
evidence justifies the 
view expressed by the 
author that Hooper 
was ‘clearly a shrewd 
entrepreneur’?
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Source B
The apparatus for 
rendering surgery 
painless: a drawing of 
William Hooper’s ether 
inhaler from Illustrated 
London News,  
9 January 1847

Three days later, Hooper advertised his ether 
inhaler in The Times and by the end of 1847 he had 
developed a portable version, a larger model for 
use by vets on horses and a chloroform vaporiser. 
By the 1850s, he had found other medical uses for 
rubber, marketing a water-filled rubber mattress for 
the prevention of bedsores.

Entrepreneurial spirit
But Hooper’s inventiveness and entrepreneur-
ial spirit took him even further. By 1865, he had 
diversified, using the Mitcham factory to produce 
rubber-insulated cable for long-distance telecom-
munications, having perfected a technique for 
manufacturing continuously covered cable with no 
joints. In 1870, he founded a separate company, 
Hooper’s Telegraph Works Ltd, to develop this side 
of the business, and his underwater cables were laid 
all over the world.

The strain of running such a large worldwide 
business probably contributed to William Hooper’s 
death, aged 60, in 1878. He had become a very 
wealthy man, as well as contributing greatly to the 
advancement of medicine and telecommunications 
— a remarkable journey for a farmer’s son from 
Devon. His life is a classic example of how advances 
in medicine are often closely linked both to wider 
technological progress and to entrepreneurship. HS

Hooper’s ether inhaler
Clearly, Hooper was very quick off the mark to 
exploit the huge commercial possibilities of a suc-
cessful anaesthesia apparatus and he had the man-
ufacturing capacity in Mitcham to market his ether 
inhaler — the use of the new vulcanised rubber 
tubing contributing greatly to its success. By 13 
January 1847, Hooper was addressing a meeting 
of the Pharmaceutical Society about his inhaler. 
According to the report in the medical journal the 
Lancet, Hooper ‘gave an account of his apparatus, 
or rather, of improvements which he had made 
in the instrument suggested by Dr. Boott and Mr. 
Robinson, and which had received their sanction’.

2 Study Sources B and 
C. Write an account 
of the experimental 
procedure carried out 
by James Robinson 
on 19 December 1846 
from the point of view 
of Miss Lonsdale, 
whose tooth was 
extracted.

3 Hooper’s life is 
described in the article 
as ‘a classic example 
of how advances in 
medicine are often 
closely linked both to 
wider technological 
progress and to 
entrepreneurship’. 
From your study 
of the history of 
medicine, what other 
examples of advances 
in medicine which 
have similarly been 
linked to wider 
technological progress 
and entrepreneurship 
can you think of?

4 Read Source D. 
Using information 
from the article and 
the source, write 
an obituary which 
might have appeared 
in a newspaper after 
William Hooper’s 
death on 25 
September 1878.

Source C
It was on the 17th of this month that I received from 
my friend Dr Boott the first intelligence relating 
to this discovery, and which intelligence had been 
conveyed to him on that day in a private letter 
from America, and stated that numerous surgical 
operations had been performed at Boston, and 
amongst others numerous extractions of teeth, and I 
immediately contrived an apparatus for the purpose 
of testing these remarkable allegations. On the 19th 
in the presence of Dr Boott and his family at his own 
residence, I operated upon a young person thrown 
into sleep by the inhalation and extracted a molar 
tooth from her lower jaw. The inhalation occupied 
a minute and a half, and the patient’s recovery 
from sleep another minute. Dr Boott questioned her 
respecting the tooth, and she expressed her great 
surprise at finding that it was removed. She said 
that all she had felt was merely a sensation of cold 
around the tooth, a sensation which was caused 
perhaps by the coldness of the extracting instrument. 
The apparatus employed consisted of the lower part 
of Nooth’s apparatus, with a flexible tube, to which 
was attached a ball and socket valve and mouthpiece 
similar to those commonly used for inhalation.

From an article in the Morning Chronicle by James Robinson,  
29 December 1846

Source D
Hooper died on September 25th 1878, after what 
was described on his death certificate as an obscure 
disease of the brain of some months duration. He 
was aged sixty, and had accomplished a great deal 
during his life. His estate was valued at £85,000, a 
very considerable fortune in those days. In his will he 
mentions ten surviving children. He appears to have 
been the perfect example of an inventive, enterprising 
Victorian entrepreneur.

From the article ‘William Hooper (1818–1878) and the Early 
Weeks of Anaesthesia in England’ by Dr David Zuck, 2004
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■ How accurate is Source B as an interpretation of the founding of Bombay? What might the problems with it be?
■ What does Source C suggest might be the reasons for local Indian cooperation with the British?
■ The British expansion in India during the seventeenth century was mainly accidental. Study all the sources and use your own 
knowledge to explain whether you agree with this view. 

Tell us what you think        #hoddermags

Charles II 
and Bombay
In 1668 Charles II gave Bombay to the East India Company for 

a rent of ten pounds of gold a year. In 1534 the Portuguese 
had captured a series of islands on the west coast of India and 

established a trading base there. They named it Bom Bahia (‘the 
good bay’) which the British pronounced ‘Bombay’. In October 
1626 it was raided by the English and partly destroyed.

1668

In 1662 the marriage dowry of Catherine of Braganza to 
King Charles II of England included Bombay, but Charles was 
reluctant to take control over the islands personally. Instead, 
he rented them to the East India Company. Bombay grew 
rapidly and in 1687 became the East India Company’s Indian 
headquarters. 

Please note single issues are not 
available for separate purchase

Source B
An extract from Our Empire Story: A History of the British Empire for  
Boys and Girls, a textbook published in 1906 written by H. E. Marshall:

Then when Charles II of England married Princess Catherine of 
Portugal, he received the Island of Bombay as part of her dowry. 
But Charles did not care for a possession which was so far away, 
and which was said, too, to be damp and unhealthy. So he gave to 
it to the Company for £10 a year. The Portuguese, who had already 
settled there, were not very pleased at being handed over to the 
British. But they soon found out they were as free, or freer than they 
had been under their own king, and they settled down quietly…Now 
it is the second city in the Empire, and one of the healthiest towns  
in India.

Source C
An extract from the National Archives on the History of the 
British in India:

For the early merchant adventurers, establishing a foothold in 
India was not an easy task. The East India Company did not 
establish its first ‘factory’ or permanent depot until 1619, at 
Surant. The opportunity for the British to expand came in 1661, 
when Charles II married Catherine of Braganza and as part of his 
dowry gained Bombay from the Portuguese. For the Indians 
British rule offered advantages and disadvantages. Some local 
rulers resented the British presence, whilst others benefited from 
increased coastal trade. 

Source A
A view of the city of Bombay in the eighteenth century
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