
AP EUROPEAN HISTORY 
SUMMER ASSIGNMENT 

2019 

Your exploration of European History will begin this summer as you complete a 
film and document analysis exercise. The newly re-designed AP European 
History curriculum includes a variety of challenging historical thinking skills, 
such as document analysis, understanding point of view, contextualization and 
synthesis. The curriculum has also been reformatted and organized around four 
periods of European History. 

Period 1 
Period 2 
Period 3 
Period 4 

c. 1450- c. 1648 
c. 1648- c. 1815 
c. 1815-c. 1914 
c. 1914 to the present 

This assignment will enable you experience films and documents from each of 
these historical time periods. 

Due Date: 
Remember,!!!!£ film must be viewed and analyzed for each time period. All 
four analysis sheets are due on on Friday, October 11, 2019. 

Should y~u have any questions over the summer, please contact the European 
History teachers: 

Jennifer Carluccio-Roberts 
Raegen Sweda-Abrescia 

Good luck and enjoy! 

jcarluccio-roberts@pmschoolsorg 
rsweda@pmschools.org 

Gloria Sessa, Director of Social Studies 
gsesso@pmschools.org 



Directions: Choose 4 films from the list below - one from each historical time period. Feel 
free to watch them all, but you must watch one from each historical time period and complete 
the attached form for four films. Please read the plot summaries of each option on imdb.com 
before you make your selection. Below each film, you will find a brief list of accompanying 
documents. These documents are included in this packet. You must watch the film and read 
the documents before completing the attached forms. 

Period 1: c. 1450- c. 1648 

Option 1: A Man for All Seasons (1966, 120 minutes) 
• Sir Thomas More, Utopia, 1516 
Option 2: Lady Jane (PG-13, 1986, 142 minutes) 
• Henry VIII, Act ofSuccession, 1533 
• Henry VIII, Act ofSupremacy, 1534 
• Evan Cameron, What Was the Reformation?, 1991 

Period 2: c. 1648- c. 1815 

Option 1: A Tale of Two Cities (1958, 117 minutes) 
• Arthur Young, Travels in France: Signs of Revolution, 1787-1788 
• essay "Why Did the French Revolution Begin?," including excerpts from 

Controller-General Calonne speaks at the openion of the Assembly ofNotables, 1787 
President of the Parlement' s speech at the Lit di Justice, 1787 
extract from British Embassy despatches, 1788 
memorandum of the Princes of the Blood, 1788 
Council of the State of the King, 1788 

• Robert Heilbroner, The Making of Economic Society: England, the First to Industrialize, 
1980 

• Phyllis Deane, The First Industrial Revolution, 1965 
Option 2: Belle (PG, 2014, 104 minutes) 
• Image: painting of Dido Elizabeth Belle and her cousin Elizabeth Murray, attributed to 

Johann Zoffany, 1779 
• J.H. Plumb, The Cosmopolitan Aristocracy, 1963 
Option 3: Amazing Grace (PG, 2006, 118 minutes) 
• Olaudah Equiano, The Interesting Narrative of the Life of Olaudah Equiano written by 

Himself, 1789 
• William Wilberforce, abolition speech delivered in the House of Commons, 1789 

Period 3: c. 1815- c. 1914 
Option 1: The Young Victoria (PG, 2009, 105 minutes) 
• W.J. Reader, Life in Victorian England, 1967 
• Image: Queen Victoria and Prince Albert at Buckingham Palace, 1854 
Option 2: Suffragette (PG-13, 2015, 106 minutes) 
• Emmeline Pankhurst, Why We are Militant, 1913 
• Eleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout, European Women, 1980 
• Image: political cartoon 



Period 4: c. 1914 to the present 
Option 1: All Quiet on the Western Front (1920, 136 minutes) 
• Reportsfrom the Front: The Battle for Verdun, 1916 
• Wilfred Owen, Dulce et Decorum Est: Disillusionment, c. 1918 
• Image: The Paths of Glory, C.R.W. Nevinson, 1917 
Option 2: The Boy in the Striped Pajamas (PG-13, 2008, 94 minutes) 
• essay "How was the Holocaust Possible?," including excerpts from 

Goebbels, 1928 
Hitler's speech to the Reichstag, 1939 
Goebbels, 1941 
Diary of a Polish visitor to the Warsaw Ghetto, 1941 
Himmler's speech to SS officers, 1943 
Evidence provided at postwar trial ofSS guards at Sobibor, 
Rudolf Hoess giving evidence at his postwar trial 

Option 3: Bridge of Spies (PG-13, 2015, 142 minutes) 
• B.N. Ponomaryov, The Cold War: A Soviet Perspective, 1960 
• James L. Gormyl, Origins of the Cold War, 1990 



Name --------------------------------
FILM AND DOCUMENT ANALYSIS 

Be sure to answer ALL questions! If needed, answer the questions on separate paper and 
attach to this sheet. You may type your answers if preferred. 

Title of Film: 
Historical Time Period: 
The Plot- Summarize: 
Who are the main characters and 
what happens to them? 

Film Analysis: 
Summarize the historical events 
In which the movie Is set. In 

which country Is the movie set, 
and what Is the specific time 
period for the events? Are the 

main characters based on real 
historical people, or are they 
fictional characters meant to 

represent types of people 
maneuvering through historical 

events? If they were real 
historical people give some 
specific details about their lives. If 
they were fictional, explain the 
filmmaker's choice In including 
those characters, what point 
he/she was trying to make by 
telling a story that followed the 
lives of these particular people. 
What historical events are 
depleted In the film (battles, 
migrations, laws, etc.)? 

Document Analysis: 
Describe the time period of the 
document. Describe the context 
of the document (or, what were 
the historical circumstances 

under which the document was 
written?). What was the author's 
purpose In writing the 
document? 

Film & Document: 
What was the relationship 

between the document{s) and 
the film 7 (Perhaps Identify one 
similarity and one difference 

between the film and the 
doc:ument.) 
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SIR THOMAS MORE 

UTOPIA 
( 1516) 

Sir Thomas More (1477-1535) began his public career in London. Abril
liant lawyer, he came to the attention of King Henry VIII, who was 

impressed by his intellect and sense of humor. The two became friends, and 
More rose in public service to become Lord Chancellor, the highest legal offi
cer in the land. More was a member of the humanist community in England 
and a close friend of Erasmus. A believer in education for both men and 
women, More raised his daughters according to humanist principles; they 
became internationally renowned for their learning. 

When Henry VIII broke with the Catholic church over the issue of his 
divorce, More re~d to follow the king along the paths of Protestantism. He 
would not lend his support to the divorce or to the declaration of the king's 
supremacy in religious matters. Accused of treason and beheaded in 1535, 
More was subsequently canonized by the Catholic church. 

Utopia is an expression of More's humanist ideals. The first part, known as 
the Book of Counsel, contains a long debate over whether a humanist should 
become advisor to a king, a question which in More's case was to prove 
prophetic. The second part, from which the following excerpts are taken, 
describes the imaginary society of Utopia, which has lent its name to all subse
quent proposals for ideal communities. 

Occupations 

Agriculture is the one pursuit which is common 
to all, both men an.d women, without exception. 
They are all instructed in it from childhood, 
partly by principles taught in school, partly by 
field trips to the fanns closer to the city as if for 
recreation. Here they do not merely look on, 
but, as opportunity arises for bodily exercise, 
they do the actual work. 

Besides agriculture (which is, as I said, com
mon to all), each is taught one particular craft as 
his own. This is generally either wool-working or 
linen-making or masonry or metal-working or car
pentry. There is no other pursuit which occupies 
any number worth mentioning. As for clothes, 
these are of one and the same pattern throughout 
the island and down the centuries, though there 
is a distinction between the sexes and between the 
single and married. The gannents are comely to 



the eye, convenient for bodily movement. and fit 
for wear in heat and cold. Each family, I say, does 
its own tailoring. 

Of the other crafts, one is learned by each 
person, and not the men only, but the women 
too. The latter as the weaker sex have the lighter 
occupations and generally work wool and flax. 
To the men are committed the remaining more 
laborious crafts. For the most part, each is 
brought up in his father's craft, for which most 
have a natural inclination. But if anyone is 
attracted to another occupation, he is trans
ferred by adoption to a family pursuing that 
craft for which he has a liking. 

Social Relations 

But now, it seems, [ must explain the behavior of 
the citizens toward one another, the nature of 
their social relations, and the method of distribu
tion of goods. Since the city consists of house
holds, households as a rule are made up of those 
related by blood. Girls, upon reaching woman
hood and upon being settled in marriage, go to 
their husbands' domiciles. On the other hand, 
male children and then grandchildren remain in 
the family and are subject to the oldest parent, 
unless he has become a dotard with old age. In 
the latter case the next oldest is put in his place. 

Every city is divided into four equal districts. 
In the middle of each quarter is a market of all 
kinds of commodities. To designated market 
buildings the products of each family are con
veyed. Each kind of goods is arranged separately 
in storehouses. From the latter any head of a 
household seeks what he and his require and, 
without money or any kind of compensation, 
carries off what he seeks. Why should anything 
be refused? First. there is a plentiful supply of all 
things, and secondly, there is no underlying fear 
that anyone will demand more than he needs. 
Why should there be any suspicion that some
one may demand an excessive amount when he 
is certain of never being in want? No doubt 
about it, avarice and greed are aroused in every 

kind of living creature by the fear of want, but 
only in man are they motivated by pride alone
pride which counts it a personal glory to excel 
others by superfluous display of possessions. 
The latter vice can have no place at all in the 
Utopian scheme of things. 

Meanwhile, gold and silver, of which money 
is made, are so treated by them that no one val
ues them more highly than their true nature 
deserves. Who does not see that they are far infe
rior to iron in usefulness since without iron mor
tals cannot live any more than without fire and 
water? To gold and silver, however, nature has 
given no use that we cannot dispense with, if the 
folly of men had not made them valuable be
cause they are rare. On the other band, like a 
most kind and indulgent mother, she has ex
posed to view all that is best, like· air and water 
and earth itself, but has removed as far as possi
ble from us all vain and unprofitable things. 

If in Utopia these metals were kept locked up 
in a tower, it might be suspected that the gover
nor and the senate--for such is the foolish imagi
nation of the common folk-were deceiving the 
people by the scheme and they themselves were 
deriving some benefit therefrom. Moreover, if 
they made them into drinking vessels and other 
such skillful handiwork, then if occasion arose for 
them all to be melted down again and applied to 
the pay of soldiers, they realize that people would 
be unwilling to be deprived of what they had 
once begun to treasure. 

In that part of philosophy which deals with 
morals, they carry on the same debates as we do. 
They inquire into the good: of the soul and of 
the body and of external gifts. They ask also 
whether the name of good may be applied to all 
three or simply belongs to the endowments of 
the soul. They discuss virtue and pleasure, but 
their principal and chief debate is in what thing 
or things, one or more, they are to hold that 
happiness consists. In this matter they seem to 
lean more than they should to the school that 
espouses pleasure as the object by which to 
define either the whole or the chief part of 
human happiness. 



"TM Island of Utopia." This illustration was tM 
frontispiece in Sir Thomas Mlm's Utopia, publisMd 
in 1516. 

What is more astonishing is that they seek a 
defense for this soft doctrine from their reli
gion, which is serious and strict, almost solemn 
and hard. They never have a discussion of happi
ness without uniting certain principles taken 
from religion as well as from philosophy, which 
uses rational arguments. Without these princi
ples they think reason insufficient and weak by 
itself for the investigation of true happiness. The 
following are examples of these principles. The 
soul is immortal and by the goodness of God 
born for happiness. Mter this life rewards are 
appointed for our virtues and good deeds, pun
ishment for our crimes. Though these principles 
belong to religion, yet they hold that reason 
leads men to believe and to admit them. 

As it is, they hold happiness rests not in every 
kind of pleasure but only in good and decent 
pleasure. To such, as to the supreme good, our 
nature is drawn by virtue itself, to which the 
opposite school alone attributes happiness. The 
Utopians define virtue as living according to 
nature since to this end we were created by God. 
That individual, they say, is following the guid
ance of nature who, in desiring one thing and 
avoiding another, obeys the dictates of reason. 

Women do not marry till eighteen, men not 
till they are four years older. If before marriage a 
man or woman is convicted of secret inter
course, he or she is severely punished, and they 
are forbidden to marry altogether unless the 
governor's pardon remits their guilt. In addi
tion, both father and mother of the family in 
whose house the offense was committed incur 
great disgrace as having been neglectful in 
doing their duties. The reason why they punish 
this offense so severely is their foreknowledge 
that, unless persons are carefully restrained 
from promiscuous intercourse, few will unite in 
married love, in which state a whole life must be 
spent with one companion and all the troubles 
incidental to it must be patiently borne. 

In choosing mates, they seriously and strictly 
espouse a custom which seemed to us very fool
ish and extremely ridiculous. The woman, 
whether maiden or widow, is shown naked to the 
suitor by.a worthy and respectable matron, and 
similarly the suitor is presented naked before the 
maiden by a discreet man. We laughed at this 
custom and condemned it as foolish. They, on 
the other hand, marvelled at the remarkable 
folly of all other nations. In buying a colt, where 
there is question of only a little money, persons 
are so cautious that though it is almost bare they 
will not buy until they have taken off the saddle 
and removed all the trappings for fear some sore 
lies concealed under these coverings. Yet in the 
choice of a wife, an action which will cause either 
pleasure or disgust to follow them the rest of 
their lives, they are so careless that, while the rest 
of her body is covered with clothes, they estimate 



the value of the whole woman from hardly a sin
gle handbreadth of her, only the face being visi
ble, and clasp her to themselves not without 
great danger of their agreeing ill together if 
something afterwards gives them offense. 

They have very few laws because very few are 
needed for persons so educated. The chief fault 
they find with other peoples is that almost innu
merable books of laws and commentaries are 
not sufficient. They themselves think it most 
unfair that any group of men should be bound 
by laws which are either too numerous to be 
read through or too obscure to be understood 
by anyone. 

Moreover, they absolutely banish from their 
country all lawyers, who cleverly manipulate 
cases and cunningly argue legal points. They 
consider it a good thing that every man should 
plead his own cause and say the same to the 
judge as he would tell his counsel. Thus there is 
less ambiguity and the truth is more easily elicit
ed when a man, uncoached in deception by a 
lawyer, conducts his own case and the judge skill
fully weighs each statement and helps untutored 

minds to defeat the false accusations of the 
crafty. To secure these advantages in other coun
tries is difficult, owing to the immense mass of 
extremely complicated laws. First, they have, as I 
said, very few laws and, secondly, they regard the 
most obvious interpretation of the law as the 
most fair ~terpretation. 

This policy follows from their reasoning 
that, since all laws are promulgated to remind 
every man of his duty, the more recondite inter
pretation reminds only very few (for there are 
few who can arrive at it) whereas the more sim
ple and obvious sense of the laws is open to all. 
Otherwise, what difference would it make for 
the common people, who are the most numer
ous and also most in need of instruction, 
whether you framed no law at all or whether the 
interpretation of the law you framed was such 
that no one could elicit it except by great inge
nuity and long argument? Now, the untrained 
judgment of the common people cannot attain 
to the meaning of such an interpretation nor 
can their lives be long enough, seeing that they 
are wholly taken up with getting a living. 



Albeit the king's majesty firstly and rightfully is and ought to be the supreme head of the Church of 
England, and so is recognized by the clergy of this realm in their Convocations .. . ; be it enacted by authority 
of this present Parliament, that the king our sovereign lord, his heirs and successors, kings of this realm, 
shall be taken, accepted, and reputed the only supreme head in earth of the Church of England ... and shall 
have and enjoy, annexed and united to the imperial crown of this realm, as well the title and style thereof, as 
all honors, dignities, pre-eminences, jurisdictions, privileges, authorities, immunities, profits, and 
commodities to the said dignity of supreme head of the same Church ... ; and that our said sovereign lord, his 
heirs and successors, kings of this realm, shall have full power and authority from time to time to visit, 
repress, redress, reform, order, correct, restrain, and amend all such errors, heresies, abuses, offenses, 
contempts, and enormities, whatsoever they be ... to the pleasure of Almighty God, the increase of virtue in 
Christ's religion, and for the conservation of the peace, unity, and tranquility of this realm .... 

SOURCE: The Supremacy Act (England), 1534. 

If any person or persons, of what estate, dignity, or condition whosoever they be, maliciously, by writing, 
rcrint' deed, or act, procure or do any thing or things to the prejudice, slander, or derogation of the said 
awful matrimony solemnized between your Majesty and the said Queen Anne, or to the peril or slander of 
any of the heirs of your Highness, being limited by this act to inherit the crown of this realm, every such 
person and persons, and their aiders and abettors, shall be adjudged high traitors, and every such offense 
shall be adjudged high treason, and the offenders ... shall suffer pain of death, as in cases of high treason. 

All are to be sworn truly, firmly, and constantly, without fraud or guile, to observe, fulfill, maintain, 
and keep, ... to the utmost of their powers, the whole effects and contents of this present act. 

SOURCE: The Act of Succession (England), 1534. 



What Was the Reformation? 
Euan Cameron 

Historians UStUJlly agree that the Refonnation comprised the general religious trarufonna· 
Hems in Europe during the sixteenth century. However, they often disagree on what ex
actly was at the core of the Refonnation. In the following selection Euan Cameron argues 
that the essence of the Refonnation was a combination of religious reformers' protests and 
laymen's political ambitions. 

Consider: How the protests by churchmen and scholars combined with the ambi
tions of politically active laymen to become the essence of the Refonnation; what 
this interpretation implies about the causes for the Reformation. 

The Reformation, the movement which divided European Christianity into cath
olic and protestant traditions, is unique. No other movement of religious protest 
or reform since antiquity has been so widespread or lasting in its effects, so deep 
and searching in its criticism of received wisdom, so destructive in what it abol
ished or so fertile in what it created. . . . 

The European Reformation was not a simple revolution, a protest movement 
with a single leader, a defined set of objectives, or a coherent organization. Yet 
neither was it a floppy or fragmented mess of anarchic or contradictory ambitions. 
It was a series of parallel movements: within each of which various sorts of people 
with differing perspectives for a crucial period in history combined forces to 
pursue objectives which they only partly understood. 

First of all, the Reformation was a protest by churchmen and scholars, privileged 
classes in medieval society, against their own superiors. Those superiors, the 

Roman papacy and its agents, had attacked the teachings of a few sincere, re
spected academic churchmen which had seemed to threaten the prestige and 
privilege of clergy and papacy. Martin Luther, the first of those protesting clerics, 
had attacked 'the Pope's crown and the monks' bellies', and they had fought back, 
to defend their status. The protesting churchmen-the 'reformers'-responded 
to the Roman counter-attack not by silence or furtive opposition, but by publicly 
denouncing their accusers in print. Not only that: they developed their teachings 
to make their protest more coherent, and to justify their disobedience. 

Then the most surprising thing of all, in the context of medieval lay people's 
usual response to religious dissent, took place. Politically active laymen, not (at 
first) political rulers with axes to grind, but rather ordinary, moderately prosperous 
householders, took up the reformers' protests, identi6ed them {perhaps mistak
enly) as their own, and pressed them upon their governors. This blending and 
coalition-of reformers' protests and laymen's political ambitions-is the essence 
of the Reformation. It turned the reformers' movement into a new form of 
religious dissent: it became not a 'schism', in which a section of the catholic Church 
rose in political revolt against authority, without altering beliefs or practices; nor 
yet a 'heresy', whereby a few people deviated from official belief or worship, but 
without respect, power, or authority. Rather it promoted a new pattern of worship 
and belief, publicly preached and aclmowledged, which also formed the basis of 
new religious institutions for all of society, within the whole community, region, 
or nation concerned. 

SOURCE: From Euan Cameron, The European Reformation, pp. 1-2. C 1991. Reprinted by 
permwion of Oxford University Press. 



Travels in France: 
Signs of Revolution 
Arthur Young 

In one sense, the French Revolution came as a great surprise. One of the last 
places people might have erpected a revolution to occur was in a country so ad
vanced and with such a stable monarchy as France. Yet to some sensitive observers 
of the time, the signs of revolution were at hand during the late 1780s. One of 
these observer! was Arthur Young (1741-1820), a British farmer and diamt, best 
known for his writin&' on agricultural subjects. Between 1787 and 1789 he traveled 
ertens.tvely throughout France, keeping a dwry of•his erperiences. In the following 
select1on from that dwry, Young notes deep dissatisfactions among the French. 

Consider: The problems and dwatisjactions that gave the French a sense of 
impending revolution; the specific problems that seemed most likely to lead to 
a revolutionary crisis and the steps that might have been taken to avoid such a 
crisis; how Young felt about these problems and dissatisjactions, 

PARIS. OCTOBER 17. 1787 

One opinion pervaded the whole company, that they are on the eve of some 
~eat. revolution in the government: that every thing points to it: the confu
sron m the finances great; with a deficit impossible to provide for without 
the states-general of the kingdom, yet no ideas formed of what would be the 
consequence of their meeting: no minister exJsting, or to be looked to in or 
out ?f ~ower, with su~h decisiv~ talents as to promise any other remedy than 
palhatlve ones: a pnnce on the throne, with excellent dispositions, but 

SoURCE: Arthur Young, Arthur Young:r Troueb ln FrtJnce During the YetJn 1787 1788 1789 
Miss Betham-Edwards, ed., 4th ed. (London: Bell, 1892), pp. 97-98, 124, 134. ' ' ' 

without the resources of a mind that could govern in such a moment 
without ministers: a court buried in pleasure and dissipation; and adding to 
the distress, instead of endeavouring to be placed in a more independent 
situation: a great ferment amongs~ all ranks of men, who are eager for some 
change, without knowing what to look to, or to hope for: and a strong 
leaven of liberty, increasing every hour since the American revolution; · 
altogether form a combination of circumstances that promise e'er long to 
ferment into motion, if some master hand, of very superior t~ents, and 
inflexible courage, is not found at the helm to guide events, instead of being 
driven by them. It is very remarkable, that such conversation never occurs, 
but a bankruptcy is a topic: the curious question on which is, would a 
bankruptcy occasion a civil war, ~nd a total overthrow of the governmentP 
These answers that I have received to this question, appear to be just: such a 
measure, conducted by a man of abilities, vigour, and firmness, would cer
tainly not occasion either one or the other. But the same measure, attempted 
by a man of a different character, might possibly do both. All agree, that the 
states of the.ldngdom cannot assemble without more liberty being the conse
quence; but I meet with so few men that have any just ideas of freedom, 
that I question much the species of this new liberty that is to arise. They 
know not how to value the privileges of THE PEOPLE: as to the nobility and 
the clergy, if a revolution added any thing to their scale, I think it would do 
more mischief than good. . . . 

!\ENNES, SEPTEMBER 2, 1788 

The discontents of the people have been double, first on account of the high 
price of bread, and secondly for the banishment of the parliament. The 
former cause is natural enough, but why the people should love their parlia
ment was what I could not understand, since the ~embers,~ well as of the 
states, are all noble, and the distinction between the noblesse and roturiers 
no where stronger, more offensive, or more abominable than in Bretagne. 
They assured me, however, that the populace have been blown up to 
violence by every art of deception, and even by money distributed for that 
purpose. The commotions rose to suc.h a height before the camp was 
established, that the troops here were utterly unable to keep the peace .. . . 

NANTES, SEPTEMBER 22, 1788 

Nantes is as enjlamme in the cause of liberty, as any town in Fr:ance can be; 
the conversations I witnessed here, prove how great a change is effected in 
the minds of the French, nor do I believe it will be possible for the present 
government to last half a century longer, unless the cl~arest and most decided 
talents are at the helm. The American revolution has laid the foundatil:m-t>f
another in France. if ~overnment does not take care of itself. 
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WHY DID THE FRENCH 
REVOLUTION BEGIN? 

BACKCROUND NARRATIVE 

The French Revolution began in May 1789, with the meeting of 
the Estates General. Each group in French public life expected its 
own interests to be served by the meeting, and the fulfilling and 
frustration of those expectations mark the start of the Revolution. 
This Assembly, meeting 175 years after the last, was a measure of 
the desperation of the French government. From his accession in 
1774, Louis XVI had faced a worsening financial situation, com· 
pounded by the money and troops sent to assist the Americans in 
war against Britain. France failed to gain the expected benefits: the 
liberated colonists continued to trade mainly with Britain, and were 
slow to repay the French loans. Turgot had warned that the first shot 
would drive France into bankruptcy, and he was proved right. 

The appointment of Necker as Director of Finances in 1776 
was a popular one, since he financed the war by borrowing, issuing 
five· and seven·year.bonds at rates of 8 per cent or more. In I 781, 
however, the need to find new lenders led to his publication of 
the highly optimistic 'Compte Rendu au Roi'. By the time Calonne 
became Finance Minister in 1783, willing lenders were hard to 
find, so radical action was needed. His first schemes were designed 
to 'create wealth' and might today be called Keynesian: in the eight
eenth century, they were merely extravagant. His other strategy was 
to reform the entire taxation system. The Parlement was most 
unlikely to register these reforms, but his idea that an Assembly of 
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Notables would be more tractable was mistaken. It raised objections 
to these reforms and tried to establish a constitutional role for itself. 
Calonne was replaced by Archbishop Brienne, himself a member 
of the Notables. He, too, failed to persuade the Notables, who 
demanded that the representatives of the whole nation should he 
consulted. The next months were spent in trying to persuade the 
Parlement to accept the reforms, while the financial situation 
worsened and public order was threatened. By August 1788 the King 
was forced to agree to the summoning of an Estates General for the 
next May, and to reappoint the ever-popular Necker. Decisions 
about the precise structure of the Estates General were assigned to 
a second Assembly of Notables, and rules for election were agreed. 
The Assembly which had seemed impossible in J 786 met at 
Versailles in May 1789. 

The question of why the Revolution began has long been a 
matter of historiographical debate. One of the clearest discussions 
of the debate can be found in Rethinlrlna the French Revolution by G. C. 
Comninel. 1 Marxist .historians assert that this was a social revo
lution: a fundamental process of historical development. Barnave, in 
his Introduction a Ia Revolution Franfaise (1792), had written that 
commercial property was totally different from and much more 
valuable than traditional landed property; thus the Revolution aimed 
to align political power with economic wealth. Barnave could be 
said to have predicted Marx. Later Marxist historians concurred. 
Lefebvre, for instance, wrote 'The Revolution is only the crown of a 
long economic and social evolution which has made the bourgeoisie 
the mistress of the world' . l And, for Marxists, the bourgeois 
revolution is the inevitahlc precursor of the proletariat revolution, 
since ' the bourgeoisie, wherever it has got the upper hand, has put 
an end to all feudal, patriarchal, idyllic relations' (Commumst 

Manifesto) . J 

Historians who reject the determinist view prefer to argue that 
this was a revolution led by ideas: concepts like egalitarianism, 
justice, organisational rationalism and anticlericalism led to a 
search for a better society. R. R. Palmer, Jacques Godechot and 
Claude Manceron have put forward a conservative/ liberal view 
that Revolution was needed to restore justice. They agree that 
a wider movement can be traced, linking the American and Dutch 
experiences to that of the French. J. M. Thompson provides a 
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theoretical link between the Marxists and these historians, 
suggesting that the bourgeois and liberal nobles used their wealth 
in a creditable way to improve society. Among those who argue for 
a less clear cut Yiew are Cobban and Doyle. Historians such as 
Souboul and Rude add the dimension of the popular revolution, 
and the involvement of the menu peuple: the peasants in 1789, for 
example, and the sansculoues. 

The two analyses in this section consider two aspects of these 
many arguments: Were the privileged classes responsible for the 
outbreak of the French Revolution? Is it possible to say that the 
Revolution was a middle-class phenomenon? 

ANALYSIS (1): WERE THE PRIVILEGED CLASSES RESPONSIBLE 
FOR THE OUTBREAK OF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION? 

The privileged classes could be held responsible in three ways: they 
helped cause the problems since their wealth was not subject to 
serious taxation; they provoked the hatred of the groups below them in 
society; and they used the strength of their position to resist attempts 
at change, while finally demanding, for their own ends, the meeting of 
the Estates General which gave voice to the Third Estate and ensured 
their own downfall. 

Privilege was a complex concept in ancien regime France. The word 
lacked the modem connotation of injustice, since privilege was a form 
of property. The first two estates were identified as privileged. 
Manceron has this to say about the First Estate, the Church: 

The clergy is the first order of France, even richer in land and 
money than the nobility. The bishops, all of whom in the past 
century have come from the nobility, as well as the powerful 
abbots of the great monasteries, hold almost half the real estate of 
France. Property is presumed to be the product of accumulated 
centuries of endowments and is regarded as sacred, untouchable 
by any form of taxation. Every year, thanks to the tithe system .. . it 
grows'.-4 

Of course the Church did make its 'free gift' to the government every 
year, but it decided the amount itself, and was often in arrears. 

The Second Estate, the nobility, for long had exemption from many 
taxes. Capitation, or tax per head, was paid by the nobility, but was 
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divided into only four grades, and so did not hurt the rich. Nobles in the 
pays d'etat paid the taille, but calculated their own contribution. The 
vingtu!me was the only proportional tax which the nobility paid. They 
resisted Calonne's planned single land tax precisely because it would 
have been collected according to size and value of holdings, regardless 

of the social status of the land holder. 
Members of the nobility, and of the clergy, were also involved in 

capitalist enterprises. France was potentially a very rich country. As 
well as the range of climate and crops whicll should have ensured its 
wealth, it had a growing population, rich mineral resources, colonial 
possessions abroad and harbours on both the Mediterranean and 
Atlantic coasts. But the French government could not tap this wealth in 
taxation, since the tax systems dated from the Middle Ages, using land 
as the measure of wealth: even the vingtieme, collected in peacetime 
since 1749, was assessed on 'real property'. Thus, either directly or 
indirectly, it was the common people who bore the weight of taxation; 
and not all of them: many towns had purchased exemption from 
tail/e. These villas (ranches did not pay the most oppressive taxes. 
Those who did were the paysans of France, the country folk. The King's 
government faced the thankless task of taking as much as it could from 
the very poor, while taking little from the wealthy. The failure of these 
sums to add up brought about the crisis which began the Revolution. 
Members of the prosperous classes collected certain taxes 'en ferme': 
that is, they paid in advance for the right to collect the tax from a certain 
area. While this benefited the government, who got their money 'up 
front', it naturally meant that the taxpayer paid more, in order to cover 
their investment. And the system became less than adequate when 
the fermiers generaux took to 'paying' in IOUs rather than in actual 

money. 
The rentiers, who invested in government slacks, were also, of 

course, the rich. They received their dividends and their repayments 
from those liable to tax, imposing a further burden on the poor. 

The privileged classes also alienated the rest of society. The 
seigneurs, the land holders, whether clergy, noble, bourgeois or 
corporation, most directly oppressed the paysans. The peasants paid 
to the King the tailles, vingtiemes, capitation and the gabe/le (salt tax}; 
they also paid the dime or tithe to the Church, but, above all, they 
paid their landlords. The luckiest, those who paid a fixed money rent, 
had actually .benefited from the inflation of the 1770s. Others were 
mtHayers, share croppers, who gave between 40 per cent and 60 per 
cent of their produce to the landlord in return for the land and tools. In 
many areas, peasants still held their land according to the medieval 
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rules of feudalism. They paid both in money and in kind for use of the 
land, and were liable to other obligations as well: the banalites of mill, 
oven, wine press and cider press were almost as hated as the hunting 
laws, which prevented them killing game animals, including pigeons 
and rabbits, building stone walls or harvesting crops t~l birds had 
finished nesting in them. There was little that peasants could do to 
resist their seigneurs: but, when events in Paris set the example, they 
liberated themselves in their own way, seizing the land and burning the 
infamous terriers, where their many obligations were set down. Many 
nobles had alienated their tenants still further, by employing feodistes, 
lawyers who specialised in discovering and enforcing forgotten feudal 
dues. 

Some historians suggest that a further aspect of this 'feudal 
reaction' had been the attempt to close the ranks of the nobility to new 
entrants. In the past there had been various routes to attaining all the 
privileges of nobility: inheritance: purchase; direct grant from the King; 
or securing appointment to a position which carried with it nobility. 
'Robe' nobles were resented by the nobles of the sword, although 
'robe' nobles were accepted as 'sword' nobles after three generations, 
or 'four quarterings'. During the eighteenth century, formal decrees 
were made, limiting the officer ranks of the army and the senior jobs in 
Church and State to those with four quarterings. It may be that the 
wealthy bourgeoisie in their turn resented this closing of the doors to 
privilege and tax exemption. 

Above all, it was the privileged classes who turned a financial crisis 
into a constitutional and political revolution. The Assembly of Notables 
refused to accept Calonne's reforms, or even Brienne's much less 
radical reworking of them. They, like the members of the Parlement, 
were reluctant to lose inHuence over future tax raising, and so refused 
to accept Calonne's permanent tax; the privileged classes attempted to 
retain some control over amounts, by demanding that his planned 
regional councils met 'par ordre' and not simply according to size 
of land holding. When the Parlement rejected the decrees, and the 
King registered them by lit de justice, the parlementaires depicted 
themselves as protectors of the traditional rights of the French against 
the encroachment of the King, and, for a few months at least, convinced 
the people that they were defending liberty. When it became clear, in 
the autumn of 1 788, that they were simply defending their own 
privileges, the reaction was all the stronger. 

The arrogance of the privileged groups can be seen in their intention 

to use the Estates General for their own ends. If the meeting had been 
in the form of 1614, the three estates would have had equal numbers. 
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The domination of the privileged would have been further assured by 
meeting and voting 'par ordre' so that there would always be a two to 
one majority against radical change. When Louis concluded that there 
should be double representation for the Tiers, the privileged hoped that 
this was to be the only change. The members of the Third Estate knew 
that the change in representation would be pointless without voting 
'par tete'. The refusal to meet separately was their first act of defiance. 

Thus the privileged classes both prevented the Crown from solving 
its financial problems and escalated these problems into a full·scafe 
revolution. On the other hand, the vocal and belligerent response of the 
prosperous and educated members of the Third Estate, and the pro· 
reform attitudes of some of the nobles are also significant factors. 
Nobles had resisted the king in every century of French history, without 
the far·reaching repercussions experienced in the 1790s and 1790s. 

ANALYSIS (2): WAS THE REVOLUTION A 'MtDDLE CLASS' 
AFFAIR? 

For the purposes of this section, a pragmatic approach has been taken 
to the term 'middle class'. It designates the people who were not the 
very poor, and who were not members of the two privileged orders. The 
term bourgeoisie is often used, but the implication of an urban class 
is not always appropriate. In the context of the fate eighteenth century 
it is possible to identify a group of people who were educated, had 
income available for the purchase of books and papers, and had leisure 
to follow current affairs. While many of these would be from the com· 
mercia! and professional classes, some would also be members of the 
wealthier peasantry. The educated classes played a major part in the 
actual summoning of the Assembly: in the period between November 
1798 and the meeting of the Estates General, over 2,500 leaflets were 
published, including Dr Guillotin's 'Petition des citoyens domicilies 
a Paris', Marat's 'Offrande A Ia Patrie', and several by Desmoulins, 
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Brissol and Robespierre. The privileged classes also participated: 
Condorcet wrote seven pamphlets between November and Februaty; 
Sieyes produced three during the same period. Their readership was 
predominantly in the salons and discussion clubs which the middle 
classes shared with the liberal nobles. 

These groups were interested in the Enlightenment and its 
publications. Raymond Bim's essay5 demonstrates that, by 1780, 40 
per cent of servants and 30 per cent of salaried workers in Paris had 
one or more books according to their wills or death inventories. 
Amongst royal officials in the provinces, this rose to 7 4 per cent. Books 
which were banned in France were smuggled in from Switzer1and and 
the Netherlands. The Philosophes of the Enlightenment were by no 
means in favour of equality for all. But they were vehemently anti· 
clerical (Voltaire and Halbach); they demanded the equalisation of 
justice (Condorcet and Diderot), fairer taxation (Ouesnay) and the 
opportunity for all citizens to participate in government (Rousseau). 
These and other ideas had become part of the conversational currency 
of the educated classes by the 1790s, as never before. Discussion 
now focused on what was possible and desirable rather than what 
was traditional. The government had been influenced by Enlighten· 
ment ideas to some extent, not always usefully. The Eden Treaty of 
1786, providing partial physiocratic free trade with Britain, did not 
help France's developing industries. It could be argued that the 
King's desire for reform were a measure of his interest in the new ways: 
certainly few kings before him had consulted as many groups as he and 
his ministers did in 1797-9. The publication of accounts by Necker, 
and subsequent demands for public scrutiny, also demonstrate the 
questioning mood of the Enlightenment. 

Historians including Jacques Godechot and Claude Manceron have 
associated the French Revolution with similar developments in north 
Italy, in the Netherlands and in America, where the commercial classes 
tried to enhance their power at the expense of the traditional ruling 
classes. Events in America had a particular influence. The most obvious 
connection is that between Necker's borrowing (on five· to-seven·year 
terms starting in 1778-91) and the urgent need to sort out the French 
public debt in 1 786-9. Historians such as Macdonald have argued that 
the influence on the educated classes of the war was even more 
important. He cites the Revolutionary mood in areas such as the lie 
de France, which sent more troops to America than others. There 
may, of course, be other explanations for the uneven spread across 

France of Revolutionary fervour, and it is easy to point out prominent 
Revolutionaries who had never been farther from their homes in Arras 
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(Robespierre} and Champagne (Danton) than Paris. It can be said with 
some certainty, however, that the middle classes were interested in the 
American Revolution; they lionised the Marquis of Lafayette as some
one with practical experience of liberty, and drew parallels between the 
tyranny of King George Ill and the ministerial despotism they perceived 
in their own country. Louis may well have regretted the freedom 
allowed to authors writing about the injustice of taxation without 
representation. 

The impact of the educated classes was bound to be substantial 
once the system of government was questioned in any way at all. 
Decades of discussion and criticism by the Philosophes and their 
readers, together with close contact with the various British reform 
groups of the 1 770s and 1 780s, had introduced and made current the 
vocabulary and concepts necessary for constitutional and political 
change. The recalcitrance of the privileged chtsses provided the plat
form from which the middle classes could address their own agenda. 

SOURCES 

The first group of sources offers insights into the privileged classes 
and the part they played in events leading to the outbreak of the French 
Revolution. The second group looks at various perceptions and 
theories held at the time about the issues and events. In the Questions 
following the Sources, the number of marks that might be allocated by 
examiners is shown in square brackets. 

1. THE PRIVILEGED CLASSES AND THE REVOLUTION 

Source A: Controller-General Calonne speaks at the opening of the 
Assembly of Notables, 22 February 1787. 

A general survey has led His Majesty to consider. lirst. the different forms ol 
administration which exist In the diflerent provinces ol the kingdom where there 
Is ~o meeting olthe estates. To ensure that the levying ol public laxes Is no 
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longer unequal and arbitrary In these areas. he has resolved to put the problem 
Into the hands of the land owners themselves .. _ 

Alter considering lnequaiiUes and Inadequacies In taxation, His Majesty has 
decided that the best mathod of remedying these Inconveniences • _ • would be to 
replace the vingtiemes by a general levy, which would apply to the whole realm 
.. . there would be no permitted exceptions. even Including the royal domain. nor 
any variations other than those arising from the different qualities of soli and 
variety of crops. The property ol the Church must necessarily be Included In this 
general roorganisatlon •.. 

Source 8: the President of the Parlement's speech at the Ut de 
Justice, 6 August 1787. 

Your Parlement. alflicted by the thought that It has. for twelve years. o•ven Its 
approval to the accumulated levies (and the suggested reforms would raise them 
to an Increase of two hundrad millions since Your Majesty's accession .. , ) did 
not feel It had sufficient power to orter Itself as a guarantee lor the execution ol 
these edicts before your people. who know no bounds to their love and their 
zaal, but who view aghast the mischievous conduct of an administration whose 
excessive depredations do not even appear to them to be possible _ •. 

Given the fact. Sire, that your Parlement finds It Impossible to vote for such 
crushing taxes, II can only repeat Its most eager reasons lor supplicating Your 
Majesty .. . . that II wll! please you to agree to the summoning or tho Estates 
General .. • 
II, despite the supplications, arguments and representations or your Parlement, 
Your Majesty were still to feel obliged to make use of your absolute power. your 
Parlement would not cease to employ all Its zeal and to raise Its voice with as 
much firmness as respect, against Impositions whose practice would be as 
disastrous as their concept Is illegal _ . • 

Source C: extract from British Embassy despatches. 

Hailes to lord Carmartflen. 17 April 1188. 
. .. The IIUie success ol the Minister who Is at the head or the Finances, ... 
owing chiefly to the persevering opposition or the Parlements, makes 11 believed 
that the Epoch ol the Assembly ol the States is near at hand ... 

let It be even supposed (a thing scarcely possible) that tho Nobility and 
Clergy should make a voluntary surrender of those privileges which make them 
... so much the objects ol envy ... : there must still. should a constitution be 
attempted to be formed. remain a party to defend the Authority of the Sovereign, 
and another to attack and Invade II. To draw tho line between the prerogatives of 
the Prince and the Rights of the people Is a work of such magnitude as could 
with difficulty be perfected by the most enlightened and disinterested Men. all 
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concurring to the same end. To elfect It wllh opposlle and jarring Interests Is a 
task that appears nex I to Impossible. 

Source 0: memorandum ofthe Princes of the Blood, 
12. December 1788. 

The writings which have appeared during this Assembly of Notables ... all 
announce .. . an organised system of lnsubordlna!lon:· and a distrust of the laws 
of the State ... . Such Is the unhappy progress of this effervescence. that 
opinions which some lime ago would have seemed the most reprehensible seem 
today reasonable and jusl; and what men of property are Indignant about 
nowadays will perhaps, In a Utile while, seem regular and legitimate. Who can 
say where the temerity of opinions will stop? The rights of the throne have been 
brought Into question .. . ; soon the rights of property will be attacked; Inequality 
of fortunes will be presented as a suitable subject for reform: already the 
suppression of the feudal dues has been suggested as If II were the abolition of 
a system of oppression. left over from barbarism. 

It was made clear to Your Majesty how important It is to keep the single 
form of the convocation of the Estates General which Is conslllutlonally 
correct . . No one has tried to hide from Your Majesty the fact that to change 
the form of the summoning letters for the Third Estate alone and to call to the 
Estates General two deputies for this order, even U they are only given one 
vole as in the past. would be an Indirect and oblique way of welcoming the 
pretensions of the Third Estate who .. . would not be Inclined to be content 
with a concession which Is pointless and without real Interest. In that the 
number of deputies would be Increased Without the number of votes being 
changed. 

(Artois. Gonda, Gontl. Bourbon, Enghlen) 

Source E: Council of S\ate of the King, 2.7 December 1788. 

The King havlllg heard lhe report which was made In the council by the Minister 
of His finances ... has ordered the following: 

1. that lhe Deputies at the next Estates General shall be at least a thousand In 
number; 

2. that the number shall be made up, as far as possible, according to the 
composition of both populallon and contribullons of each ball/age; 

3. that the number of deputies In the Third Estate shall be equal to the number · 
ol the two other orders put together. and that lh1s proportion shall be 
established by the letters of convocation. 
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The Making of Economic 
Society: England, the First to 
Industrialize 
Robert H eilbroner 

Although it is clear that industrialization occurr~ first in England, it is not ap
parent why this should be so. During the eighteenth century France was prosper
ous and economically advanced. Other countries such as Belgium and the 
Netherlands po.ssessed certain economic adoantages over England and might have 
industrialized earlier but did not. In the following selection Robert Heilbroner, an 
economist and economic historian, addresses the question oj why England was fir!t 
and points out the differences between England and most other Europeon nations 
in the eighteenth century. 

Consider: Why Heilbroner stresses the role oj the "New Men" over the other 
factors he lists· any disadvantage:~ England had to ooercome; whether It was 
simply the cir::Umstances that gave rise to the "New Men" or whether it w~ 
the "New Men" who took advantage of the circumstances when most men an 
most other nations would not have. 

Why did the Industrial Revolution originally take place in England and not 
on the continent? To answer the question we must look at the background 
factors which distinguish~d England from most other European nations in 
the eighteenth century. . 

The first of these factors was simply that England was relatively wealthy. 
In fact, a century of successful exploration,. slave-trading, piracy, w~r, and 
commerce had made her the richest nation m the world. Even more impor
tant, her riches had accrued not merely to a few nobles, but to a large 
upper-middle stratum of commercial bourgeoisie. England was thus one of 
the first nations to develop, albeit on a small scale, a prime requisite of an 
industrial economy: a "mass" consumer market. As a result, a rising pressure 
of demand inspired a search for new techniques. 

Second, England was the scene of the most successful and thorough:going 
transformation of feudal society into commercial society. A success1on of 
strong kings had effectively broken the power of the ~ocal nobility and had 
made England into a single unified state. As part of thlS process, we also find 
in England the strongest encouragement to the rising mercantile classes. 
Then too, as w~ have seen, the enclosure movement, which gained in tempo 
in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, expelled an army of laborers to 
man her new industrial establishments. 

SouRCE: Robert L. Heilbroner, The Making oj Economic SoCiety. Reprinted by permission or 
Prentice- Hall, Inc. (Englewood Cliffs, N.J., 1980), pp. 76-77, 80-81. 

Thir-d, England was the locus of a unique enthusiasm for science and 
engineering. The famous Royal Academy, of which Newton was an early 
president, was founded in 1660 and was the immediate source of much in
tellectual excitement. Indeed, a popular interest in gadgets, machines, and 
devices of all sorts soon became a mild national obsession: Gentlemen's 
Magazine, a kind of New Yorker of the pe.riod, announced in 1729 that it 
would henceforth keep its readers "abreast of every invention"- a task 
which the mounting Bow of inventions soon rendered quite impossible. No 
less important was an enthusiasm of the British landed aristocracy for scien
tific farming: English landlords displayed an interest in matters of crop 
rotation and fertilizer which their French counterparts would have found 
quite beneath their dignity. 

Then there were a host of other background causes, some as fortuitous as 
the immense resources of coal and iron ore on which the British sat; others 
as purposeful as the development of a national patent system which deliber
ately sought to stimulate and protect the act of invention itself. In many 
ways, England was "ready" for an Industrial Revolution. But perhaps what 
ftnally translated the potentiality into an actuality was the emergence of a 
group of new men who seized upon the latent opportunities of history as a 
vehicle for their own rise to fame and fortune. . . . 

Pleasant or unpleasant, the personal characteristics fade beside one over~ 
riding quality. These were all men interested in expansion, in growth, in 
investment for invesbnent's sake. All of them were identified with techno
logical progress, and none of them disdained the productive process. An 
employee of Maudslay's once remarked, "It was a pleasure to see him handle 
a tool of any kind, but he was quite splendid with an 18-inch IDe." Watt was 
tireless in experimenting with his machines; Wedgwood stomped about his 
factory on his wooden leg scrawling, "This won't do for Jos. Wedgwood," 
wherever he saw evidence of careless work. Richard Arkwright was a bun
dle of ceaseless energy in promoting his interests, jouncing about England 
over execrable roads in a post chaise driven by four horses, pursuing his cor
respondence as he traveled. 

"With us," wrote a French visitor to a calico works in 1788, "a man rich 
enough to set up and run a factory like this would not care to remain in a 
position which he would deem unworthy of his wealth." This was an atti
tude entirely foreign to the rising English industrial capitalist. His work was 
its own dignity and reward; the wealth it brought was quite aside. Boswell, 
on being shown Watt and Boulton's great engine works at Soho, declared 
that he never forgot Boulton's expression as the latter declared, "I sell here, 
sir, what all the world desires to have-Power." 

The New Men were first and 'last entrepreneurs-enterprisers. They 
brought with them a new energy, as restless as it proved to be inexhaustible. 
In an economic, if not a political, sense, they deserve the epithet "revolu
tionaries," for the change they ushered in was nothing short of total, sweep
ing, and irreversible. 



poraries did not know how to escape. For if the employer had it in his power 
to reform the workers if he but tried hard enough, whose fault was it that 
most of them remained immoral, idle and rebellious? And if the workers 
could really be taught their employers' virtues, would they not all save and 
borrow and become entrepreneurs themselves, and who would then man 
the factories? · 

The Industrial RevoluUon .happened too rapidly for these dilemmas, 
which involved the re-orientation of a whole class, to be solved, as it were, 
en passant. The assimilation of the formerly independent worker to the 
needs of factory routine took at least a further generation, and was accom· 
panied by the help of tradition, by a sharply differentiated educational 
system, and new ideologies which were themselves the results of clashes of 
earlier systems of values, besides the forces operating before 1830. The 
search of a more scientific approach which would collaborat~ with and use, 
instead of seeking to destroy, the workers' own values, began la~er still , and 
may hardly be said to have advanced very far even to-day. · 



The First Industrial 
Revolution 
Phyllis Deane 

One of the most persistent debates over the early stages of the Industrial Revolu
tion is whether a higher standard of living re.mlted for factory workers. A number 
of "optimistic" historians, relying primarily on statistical evidence such as wage 
rates, prices, and mortality rate~, have argued thDt even during the early period 
f~~~o"! workers experienced a rising standard of living. A group of more .. pessimis
tic hastorians, emphaming qualitative data such as descriptions of the psycho· 
logical, socia~, .and cultural impact of the factory on workers' lives, argues that the 
standord of lavang declined for these workers during the first half oj the nineteenth 
century. In the following selection Phyllis Deane, a Cambridge scholar and author 
of The First Industrial Revolution (1965), focuses on this debate. Although she is 
generally associated wUh the optimistic historians, the conclusion she presents here 
is a more balanced one thDt recognizes the validity of points from both sides of the 
debate. 

~onsider: The aspects of this selection thDt opti!flistic historians would empha
saze and how pessimistic historians would respond; whether increased wage 
rates are meaningful without a consideration of the psychological and social 
costs of that extra money. 

SouRCE: Phyllis Deane, The Fint Ind!J8triDI Reuolutlon. Reprinted by permission of Cambridge 
University Press (Cambridge, England, 1965), pp. 268-269. 

It seems then that if the working classes earned more and spent more in 1850 
than the labouring poor of the pre-industrial times, they paid for it in hard 
toil. The industrial revolution gave them a chance to better themselves by 
working harder. It had not yet given them anything for nothing by 1850. If 
we were to set against the welfare represented by higher money incomes and 
lower prices for manufactures (though not for food) the disutility of longer, 
harder working hours, it is doubtful whether the balance would be tipped in 
their favour. For many of them life on these terms was only acceptable if 
heavily laced with strong liquor; and drunkenness, together with the de
gradation and cruel~y to which it gives rise, was one of the characteristic 
features of the English scene in the mid-nineteenth century-as it had been 
of course a hundred years or so before, in the gin age. Strong drink caused 
endless trouble to the employers of labour, as the railway builders frequently 
complained, and it had an important influence on the outcome of parlia
mentary elections. It drew a firm line between the classes of society, be
tween the respectable and the disreputable, between the two nations of rich 
and poor, in a way that was not nearly so evident in the eighteenth century. 

Compared with what it had been a century before then, the standard of 
living of the British people in 1850 was higher on the average and a great 
deal more varied. It was also, for a larger number of people (if a smaller 
proportion of the population) more vulnerable and more squalid. For many 
more still, it was achieved at the cost of more labouring effort. The workers 
in a pre-industrial society have their hours of work dictated by the seasons, 
by the weather, by the hours of daylight and darkness and by the limited 
number of opportunities for gainful employment open to the weaker mem
bers of the community (the women and children for example). Their leisure 
is not always of their own choosing, though it is not therefore valueless. In 
an industrial society work can go on throughout the year and through the 
night, so long as the output can find a market, and there are many gainful 
tasks for unskilled and relatively feeble hands. 





The Cosmopolitan 
Aristocracy 
]. H. Plumb 

The cosmopolitan character of the eighteenth-century aristocracy distinguished it 
from other classes as well as from the aristocracy of the seventeenth century. 
Whereas the sevent~enth-century aristocracy was educated at home, the 

SouRCE: ]. H. Plumb, Men and Centuria (Boston: Houghton Miffiln, 1963), pp. 54-57. 
Reprinted by permission of J. H. Plumb. CopyJight 0 1963 by J. H. Plumb. 

eighteenth-century aristocracy was largely educated abroad. In the following selt:c· 
tion, }. H. Plumb of Cambridge University describes the significance of the Grand 
Tour for the aristocracy. 

Consider: The ways in which the Grand Tour made this class more homage· 
neous; why this change in education might have helped the aristocracy to 
reassert itself as Krieger argues; haw this image oj the aristocracy differs from 
that presented by Dom. 

Before the end of the seventeenth century. education in England, a: 
elsewhere in Europe. was confined to a narrow compass. At a very tendeJ 
age gentlemen's sons were boarded out with a country parson to learn theil 
letters. their numbers and the rudiments of Latin grammar-like Rober1 
Walpole, the future Prime Minister of England, who was sent away frorr 
home at the age of four. Holidays were sparse- a few days at Christmas anc 
a month at harvest time. At nine or ten the children left the vicarage for tht 
grammar school in the neighbouring county town where they boarded wit~ 
the master. There they rubbed shoulders with local tradesmen's sons. The) 
dressed alike and spoke the same dialect; in those days a difference in socia 
rank did not inhibit close social intercourse. At adolescence their ways tendee 
to part: the shopkeeper's son went to his apprenticeship, the gentleman's sor 
left for the university or the Inns of Court to acquire that extra knowledgl 
of religion and law that his station required. After two or three years at Ox· 
ford and Cambridge (and if his home were distant. there he stayed without 
a holiday), he returned to help his father with his estate. Apart from a rart 
visit to London and a more frequent one to the local metropolis- 'Xork, 
Bristol, Norwich, Exeter-his travelling days were over. He lived and diet 
in his neighbourhood. And this, with few variations. was the pattern oJ 
education throughout North-Western Europe~ it differed only for a fe\\ 
aristocrats attached to courts. . . . 

By 1700 all this had changed. The grammar schools and universities wen 
no longer crowded with gentlemen's sons; indeed they were emptying fast 
(Christ's College, Cambridge, had only three freshmen in 1733, and many 
of its rooms were deserted). Shopkeepers preferred the new education pro· 
vided by private enterprise, the schools and academies which taught book
keeping, languages. geography, navigation- the arts necessary for commer
ciallife; gentlemen sent their sons abroad on a Grand Tour. By 1720, no 
Englishman or German pretending to a place in society could expect to be 
regarded as anything but a country bumpkin unless he had spent two or 
three years in France or Italy. The aristocracy of Scandinavia and Russia 
quickly followed suit. The effect was to give a remarkable homogeneity of 
manners and taste to the nobili~..;pf eighteenth-century Europe .... 

To learn manners, to learn the only trades open to an aristocrat - war and 
diplomacy- to learn the culture of his class made a Grand Tour a necessity 
for the young English or German peer. Fortunately the new wealth that was 

seeping into Europe enabled him to afford what was the most expensive 
form of education ever devised by European society. The young nobleman 
resided abroad usually for three, but often for four, and at times even five 
years. More often than not he was accompanied by two tutors: one for book
i~h ~huiv thP nth~r fnr rirUnn f.,n,i nff th ,. artr n f n •o r 



Olaudah Equiano, The Interesting Narrative of the Life 
· of Dlaudah Equiano Written by Himself (1789) 

The autobiography ofOiaudah Equiano (c. 1745- 1797) puts a human face on the 
eighteenth-century Atlantic slave trade and its human consequences. As he describes, he 
was born in what is now Nigeria and was captured by local raiders and sold into slav
ery in his early teens. He gained his freedom in 1766 and soon thereafter became a vocal 
supporter of the English abolitionist movement. He published his autobiography in 1789, 

a best seller in its day. with numerous editions published in Britain and America. In 
the following excerpt, Equiano recounts his journey on the slave ship that took him 
away from his homeland, his freedom, and his very identity. Millions of others shared 
this same fate. Scholars have recently challenged this account, pointing to new evi
dence that suggests Equiano was born a slave in South Carolina, so probably early 
parts of his autobiography drew on the oral history of other slaves rather than on 
Equiano's personal experience. Regardless of where the truth lies, his book is invaluable 
as one of the very few texts written in English during the eighteenth century by a p~
son of African descent. 
The first object which saluted my eyes when I arrived on the coast was the sea, and 
a slave ship which was then riding at anchor and waiting for its cargo. These filled 
me with astonishment, which was soon converted into terror when I was carried on 
board. I was immediately handled and tossed up to see if I were sound by some of 
the crew, and I was now persuaded that I had gotten into a world of bad spirits and 
tha~ they wer: going to kill me. Their complexions too differing so much from ours, 
the1r long halJ' and the language they spoke (which was very different from any I 
had ever heard) united to confirm me in this belief. Indeed such were the horrors 
of my views and fears at the moment that, if ten thousand worlds had been my 
own, I would have freely parted with them all to have exchanged my condition with 
that of the meanest slave in my own country. When I looked round the ship too and 
sa~ a ~arge fu~nace or copper boiling and a multitude of black people of every de
scnption chamed together, every one of their countenances expressing dejection 
and sorrow, I no longer doubted of my fate; and quite overpowl!ri!d with horror 
and anguish, I fell motionless on the deck and fainted. When I recovered a little I 
found some black people about me, who I believed were some of those who had 
brought me on board and had been receiving their pay; they talked to me in order 
to chee.r me, b~t all in vain. I asked them if we were not to be eaten by those white 
men With hornble looks, red faces, and loose hair. They told me I was not, and one 
of.the ere~ bro~ght me a small portion of spirituous liquor in a wine glass, but 
bemg afra1d of h1m I would not take it out of his hand. One of the blacks therefore 
took it from him and gave it to me, and I took a little down my palate, which in
stead of reviving me, as they thought it would, threw me into the greatest conster
nation at the strange feeling it produced, having never tasted such any liquor before. 
Soon after this the blacks who brought me on board went off, and left me aban
doned to despair. 

I now saw myself deprived of all chance of returning to my native country or 
even the least glimpse of hope of gaining the shore, which I now considered as 
~iendly;. and I even wis?ed for my former slavery in preference to my present situa
tion, which was filled With horrors of everv kind, still heightened by my ignorance of 

From Paul Edwards, ed., Equiana's Travels: His Autobiography, abridged (London: Heine-
- 'n.c?\ .,c;_ ~., 

what I was to undergo. I was not long suffered to indulge my grief; I was soon put 
down under the decks, and there I received such a salutation in my nostrils as I had 
never experienced in my life: so that with the loathsomeness of the stench and cry
ing together, I became so sick and low that I was not able to eat, nor had I the least 
desire to taste anything. I now wished for the last friend, death, to relieve me; but 
soon, to my grief, two of the white men offered me eatables, and on my refusing to 
eat, one of them held me fast by the hands and laid me across I think the windlass, 
and tied my feet while the other flogged me severely. I had never experienced anything 
of this kind before, and although, not being used to the water, I naturally feared that 
element the first time I saw it, yet nevertheless could I have got over the nettings I 
would have jumped over the side, but I could not; and besides, the crew used to watch 
us very closely who were not chained down to the decks, lest we should leap into the 
water: and I have seen some of these poor African prisoners most severely cut for at
tempting to do so, and hourly whipped for not eating. This indeed was often the case 
with myself. In a little time after, amongst the poor chained men I found some of my 
own nation, which in a small degree gave ease to my mind I inquired of these what 
was to be done with us; they gave me to understand we were to be carried to these 
white people's country to work for them. I then was a little revived, and thought if it 
were no worse than working, my situation was not so desperate: but still I feared I 
should be put to death, the white people looked and acted, as I thought, in so savage 
a manner; for I had never seen among my people such instances of brutal cruelty, 
and this not only shewn towards us blacks but also to some of the whites themselves. 
One white man in particular I saw, when we were permitted to be on deck, flogged 
so unmercifully with a large rope near the foremast that he died in consequence of it; 
and they tossed him over the side as they would have done a brute. This made me fear 
these people the more, and I expected nothing less than to be treated in the same 
manner . ... At last, when the ship we were in had got in all her cargo, they made ready 
with many fearful noises, and we were all put under deck so that we could not see how 
they managed the vessel. But this disappointment was the last of my sorrow. The 
stench of the hold while we were on the coast was so intolerably loathsome that it 
was dangerous to remain there for any time, and some of us had been permitted to 
stay on the deck for the fresh air; but now that the whole ship's cargo were confined 
together it became absolutely pestilential. The closeness of the place and the heat of 
the climate, added to the number in the ship, which was so crowded that each had 
scarcely room to turn himself, almost suffocated us. This produced copious perspi
rations, so that the air soon became unfit for respiration from a variety ofloathsome 
smells, and brought on a sickness among the slaves, of which many died, thus falling 
victims to the improvident avarice, as I may call it, of their purchasers. This wretched 
situation was again aggravated by the galling of the chains, now become insupport
able, and the filth of the necessary tubs, into which the children often fell and were 
almost suffocated. The shrieks of the women and the groans of the dying rendered the 
whole a scene of horror almost inconceivable. Happily perhaps for myself I was soon 
reduced so low here that it was thought necessary to keep me almost always on deck, 
and from my extreme youth I was not put in fetters. In this situation I expected every 
hour to share the fate of my companions, some of whom were almost daily brought 



upon deck at the point of death, which I began to hope would soon put an end to my 
miseries ..•. At last we came in sight of the island of Barbados, at which the whites 
on board gave a great shout and made many signs of joy to us. We did not know what 
to think of this, but as the vessd drew nearer we plainly saw the harbor and other 
ships of different kinds and sizes, and we soon anchored amongst them off 
Bridgetown. Many merchants and planters now came on board, though it was in the 
evening. They put us in separate parcels and examined us attentivdy. They also made 
us jump, and pointed to the land, signifying we were to go there .... We were not 
many days in the merchant's custody before we were sold after their usual manner, 
which is this: On a signal given, (as the beat of a drum) the buyers rush at once into 
the yard where the slaves are confined, and make choice of that parcel they like besL 
The noise and clamor with which this is attended and the eagerness visible in the 
countenances of the buyers serve not a little to increase the apprehensions of the ter
rified Africans, who may well be supposed to consider them as the ministers of that 
destruction to which they think themselves devoted. In this manner, without scruple, 
arc relations and friends separated, most of them never to see each other again. I re
member in the vessel in which I was brought over, in the men's apartment there were 
several brothers who, in the sale, were sold in different lots; and it was very moving 
on this occasion to see and hear their cries at parting. 0, yc nominal Christians! might 
not an African ask you, Learned you this from your God who says unto you, Do untQ 
all men as you would men should do unto you? 



William Wilberforce's 1789 Abolition Speech 

This page contrasts extracts from two accounts of William Wilberforce's famous abol<tion speech, delivered in the House of Commons on Tuesday 12 May 1789. In the 
eighteenth century, unlike today, there was no Offical Record of speeches made to Parliament. Instead, newspapers recorded their own versions of speeches - and In 
many cases altered what they had heard to serve their own political agenda. The extracts here show just how dilferent those accounts could be, but also show that the 
reporters were dearly Ustening to the same speech. They also give us some idea - an imperfect idea perhaps - but some idea of the power of VVilberforce's rhetoric. 

These extracts are discussed at length in my article 'WiUiam Wilberforce's Sentimental Rhetoric: Pamamenlaly Reportage and the Abolition Speech of 1789'. The Age 
of Johnson. A Scholarly Annual, 14 (2003), 281-305, ICI ck here to read this art•cle! and in my book British Abolitionism and the Rhetoric of Sensibility· Writing, 
Sentiment, and Slavery. 176().1807 (Basingstoke· Palgrave Macmillan, 2005). !CI ck here for more mformatjon about thts book! 

Wilham W•lberforce B oaraohy and B bhography 

---- -- --------
1. From 'Debate on Mr. Wilberforce's Resolutions respecting the Slave Trade' in William Cobbett. The Parliamentary History of England. From the Norman Conquest in 
10661o the year 1803, 36 vols (london: T. Corson Hansard, 1806·1820), 28 (1789-91), cots 42-68 

(Cols 41-42) 

Mr Wilberforce now rose and said--When I consider the magMude of the subject whk:h I am to bring before the House-a subject. in which the 1nterests, not of this 
country, nor of Europe alone, but of the whole world, and of posterity, are involved: and when !think, at the same time, on the weakness of the advocate who has 
undertaken this great cause-when these reflections press upon my mind, it is impossible for me not to feet both terrified and concerned at my own Inadequacy to such 
a task. But when I reflect, however, on the encouragement which I have had, through the whole course of a long and laborious examination of th1s question. and how 
much candour I have experienced, and how conviction has increased within my own mind, in proportion as I have advanced in my labours;-when I reflect. especially. 
that however averse any gentleman may now be, yet we shall all be of one opinion in the end;-when !tum myself to these thoughts, I take courage-! determine to 
forget all my other fears, and I march forward with a firmer step In the full assurance that my cause will bear me out, and that I shall be able to justify upon the clearest 
principles, every resolution in my hand, the avowed end of which is, the total abolition of the slave trade I WISh exceedingly, in the outset, to guard both mysetr and the 
House from entering into the subject with any sort of passion. It is not their passions I shall appeal to-1 ask only for their cool and impartial reason and! wish not to 
take them by surprise, but to deliberate, point by point, upon every part of this question I mean not to accuse any one, but to take the shame upon myself, in common. 
indeed, with the whole pamament of Great Britain, for having suffered this horrid trade to be carried on under their authority Vl/e are all guilty-we ought all to plead 
guilty, and not to exculpate ourselves by throwing the blame on others, and I therefore deprecate every k1nd of reflection against the various descriptiOns of people who 
are more immediately involved in this wretched business. 

(Cols 45-481 

Having now disposed of the first part of this subject, I must speak of the transit of the slaves in the West Indies. This I confess, in my own opinion. is the most wretched 
part of the whole subject. So much misery condensed in so little room, is more than the human imagination had ever before conceived. I will not accuse the Liverpool 
merchants. I will allow them. nay, I will believe them to be men of humanity; and I will therefore believe, if it were not for the enormous magnitude and extent of the evil 
which distracts their attention from individual cases, and makes them think generat.y, and therefore less feetingly on the subject, they would never have persisted in the 
trade I verily bel:eve therefore. if the wretchedness of any one of the many hundred Negroes stowed in each ship could be brought before their view, and remain within 
the sight of the African ~chant, that there is no one among them whose heart would bear it. Let any one imagine to himself 6 or 700 of these wretches chained two 
and two, surrounded with every object that is nauseous and disgusting, diseased, and struggling under every kind of wretchedness! How can we bear to think of such a 
scene as this? One would think it had been determined to heap upon them a:l the vaneties of bodily pain, for the purpose of blunting the feelings of the mind; and yet, in 
this very point (to show the power of human prejudice) the Situation of the slaves has been described by Mr Norris, one of the Liverpool delegates, in a manner which, I 
am sure will convince the House how interest can draw a film across the eyes, so thick, that total blindness could do no more; and how it is our duty therefore to trust not 
to the reasonings of interested men. or to their way of co"ouring a transaction. "Their apartments,' says Mr. Norris. ·are fitted up as much for their advantage as 
circumstances will admit. The right ancle of one, indeed is connected with the left ancle of another by a small iron fetter, and If they are turbulent, by another on their 
wrists. They have several meals a day; some of their own country provisions, with the best sauces of African cookery; and by way of variety, another meal of pulse. &c. 
according to European taste. After breakfast they have water to wash themselves. while their apartments are perfumed with frankincense and lime-juice. Before dinner. 
they are amused after the manner of their country The song and dance are promoted,· and, as if the whole was really a scene of pleasure and dissipation it is added, 
that games of chance are furnished. ' The men play and sing, while the women and girls make fanciful ornaments With beads, which they are plentifully supplied with.' 
SUch is the sort of strain in which the Uverpool delegates, and particularly Mr Norris, gave evidence before the privy council. W"lat wiA the House think when, by the 
concurring testimony of other witnesses, the true history is laid open. The slaves who are sometimes descnbed as rejoicing at !heir captivity, are so wrung with misery al 
leaving their country, that it is the constant practice to set sa: I at night, lest they should be sensible of their departure. The pulse which Mr Norris talks of are horse 
beans; and the scantiness, both of water and provision, was suggested by the very legislature of Jamaica in the report of theEr committee, to be a subject that called for 
the interference of parliament. Mr Norris talks of frankincense and lime juice, when surgeons tell you the slaves are stowed so close, that there is not room to tread 
among them: and when you have it in evidence from sir George Yonge, that even in a ship which wanted 200 of her complement, the stench was intolerable. The song 
and the dance, says Mr. Norris, are promoted. It had been more fair. perhaps, 1f he had explained that word promoted. The truth is. that for the sake of exercise, these 
miserable wretches. loaded with chains, oppressed with disease and wretchedness, are forced to dance by the terror of the lash, and sometimes by the actual use of it. 
"I,' says one of the other evidences, ·was employed to dance the men, while another person danced the women.' Such, then is the meaning of the word promoted; and 
it may be observed too, w.th respect to food, that an instrument is sometimes carried out, in order to force them to eat which is the same sort of proof how much they 
enjoy themselves in that instance also. As to their sing1ng. what shall we say Wilen we are told that the"r songs are songs of lamentation upon their departure which, 
while they sing, are always rn tears insomuch that one captain (more humane as I should conceive him. therefore, than the rest) threatened one of the women with a 
flogging, because the mournfulness of her song was too painful for his feelings. In order, however, not to trust too much to any sort of description, I will call the attention 
of the House to one species of evidence which is absolutely infaUible Death, at feast, •s a sure ground of evidence, and the proportion of deaths will not only confirm, but 
if possible will even aggravate our suspic1on of their misery in the transit. It will be found. upon an average of all the ships of which evidence has been given at the privy 
council, that exclusive of those who perish before they sail, not less than 12Yz per cent perish in the passage Besides these, the Jamaica report tells you, that not less 
than 4Yz per cent die on shore before the day of sale, which is only a week or two from the time of landing. One third more die in the seasoning, and this in a country 
exactly like their own, where they are healthy and happy as some of the evidences would pretend. The diseases, however. which they contract on shipboard, the 
astringent washes which are to hide their wounds, and the mischievous tricks used to make them up for sale are, as the Jama.ca report says, (a most precious and 
valuable report, which I shall often have to advert to) one principle cause of this mortality. Upon the whole, however, here is a mortality of about 50 per cent. and this 
among negroes who are not bought un'ess (as the phrase is with cattle) they are sound in wind and ~mb. How then can the House refuse t1S be.ief to the multiplied 
testimonies before the privy council. of the savage treatment of the negroes in the m:ddle passage? Nay, indeed, What need is there of any evidence? The number of 
deaths speaks for itself, and makes aQ such enquiry superfluous. As soon as ever I had arrived thus far tn my investigation of the slave trade, I confess to you sir, so 
enonnous so dreadful, so irremediable did its wickedness appear that my own mind was completely made up for the abolition. A trade founded in iniquity, and carried on 
as this was, must be abolished, let the policy be what it might,-let the consequences be what they would, I from this time determined that I would never rest till I had 
effected its abol.tion 

·--------·----- -----
2. From The Morning Star, 78 (Wednesday 13 May 1789) 



Mr WILBERFORCE then called the attention of the House to what he was about to propose. He said that he rose with a confession of what operated in his mind relative 
to the abo~tion of the S:ave Trade 'Mlen I consider. says he, how long this has been suggested by many, and of what importance it IS to a race of men. possessing 
quaUties equally c:cmmendab'e with our own-how many miltions are at present involved in the decision of the quesbon--it is 1m posSible for me to object in being 
instrumental to the business. He then rema..Xed, that he was convinced, whatever should be the deCision, that in bring:ng forward the discussion, he perfonned nothing 
more than hiS duty; and he was so fully persuaded of I he rectitude of his conduct, that no consideration whatever would make him swerve from his honour so far. as to 
dissuade him from marching boldly forward on the occasion. It was no party question, and he flattered himself that the voice of reason and truth would be heard. He was 
resolved to be regulated by temper and coo.ness, and challenged a fair discussion.-lt was not a proposition grounded upon particular motives of poliCY, but founded in 
principles of ph~anthropy It was no idle expedient or speculation of the moment, but derived from the most mature deliberation He came not to accuse the Merchants. 
but to appeal to their feebngs and humanity He confessed, that in the weak state of health in which he now appeared, and precarious as it might seem to many, he 
would stand against every personal idea. and bear the burthen destined for a person who stood in his situation The subject had already undergone many discussions, 
and he apprehended that previous to a final deCision, It would undergo many more. What must make every man of feeling shudder was. that, after examimng the annals 
of Africa, numbers had been carried every year from their native country, 1n order to satiate the avarice of a certain descnpt1on of men whose whole thoughts were bent 
upon tyranny and oppression. 

[ ... ) 
Mr 'Mlberforce then noticed that he had carefully examined the histories of the West lnd.es, and had attended to the limes, when forgetting every Idea of humanity, they 
were tom from the protection of their friends. To delude them particularly from their native country, they generally set sa I from Africa in the night trme. and thus evaded 
reflections, which might be roused concerning their friends and relations ashore. Th;s was a dreadful expedient; and li~ now, he could not believe that so much misery 
could be condensed in so little room He cou~d wish to rouse the feelings of every man on the occasion, and convince the people that their intention and aid were the 
were the result of consideration, which did awaken him. With regard to the genUemen of Uverpool, he could do them the justice to believe, that they would not seriously 
interrupt the abolition of the Slave Trade, especially when they understood that the characters of the people of this country were sull.ed by the outrages aPuded to 
Nothing, certa nly, cou!d excite them sooner to an acquiescence, than the sight of 600 r111ked two and two; oonsequenUy to hear the gentlemen of Liverpool affirm, that 
the situation of these of these poor unhappy mortals, was comfortable, rather appeared strange and ridiculous. He then adverted to what had been adduced by Mr 
Norris, in his evidence, who had made a comparison between an African Monarch, and an European, and declared that was called a Pa!ace, was nothing more than a 
house of mud, where. however, every attention was made for that tenor of tranqu~, ity which was so very desireable-The manner of treating negroes, during a rong 
voyage, was to the following effe<;t-the space between the decks Is appointed entirely for their lodging; every attention is paid to keep that as clean as possible; the 
negroes are kept on deck all day, if the weather be fine; they are fed with two meals of comfortable victuals; they are supp~ed with the luxuries of pipe and tobacco, and 
a dram occasionally. when the coldness of the weather requires it; they are supplied with the musical instruments of their country, they are encouraged to be cheerful, to 
s1ng and to dance, and they do both, the women are supplied with beads to ornament themselves, they are kept clean shaved; and every attention paid to their heads 
that there be no vermin lodged there they are secured with fetters on their legs, two and two together; and 1f a turbulent d.sposltion appears, With another on the wrist; 
their apartments are clean washed, and fumigated with the fumes of tar and frankincense, and sprinkled With vinegar, &c. As an extenuation of the crimes laid to the 
charge of the Agents for the Merchants, who are accustomed to this traffic, it has been mentioned with some degree of triumph, that they were treated on board with all 
manner of !uxunous indulgence. The luxury a~uded to was this-the song and the dance were promoted; the women were employed in weaving ornaments for the hair, 
and the utmost attention was observed to keep up their spirits. The truth of this observation was evidently the very reverse, and if It were possible to cast a film over the 
eyes of mankind. so as to deprive them of sight by a total blindness. the prevaricating mode of mentioning the transactions, could not be depicted in a more absurd pOint 
of view The poor wretches were 10 such a deplorable state and unparalleled torment, and suffering such torture, that the surgeon who vls"ted them, when bound two 
and two, could not pass without having his legs bitten by the slaves. Sir George Yonge affirms. that the stench was so intolerable as to be past a:l sufferance; and that in 
the arttde of water there was a miserable a:lowance. It was extremely worthy of observation ID explain how the songs and dances were promoted. It was not a scene of 
freedom or spontaneous joy; for one man was employed to dance the m~tn, and another to dance the women If they found themselves indfned not to undergo the 
fatigue certain persons were ordered to whip them into a compliance. To hear a recital of these facts would make people shudder; and the tear of sympathy wou~d 
communicate from one man to another with congenial celenty. There was one Captain who declared that his feelings revolted at such measures. He applauded h~gh!y 
the sensations of this man, who had made such a concession in defi.ance of the barbarous practises already described. But DEATH, whiCh on every occaSIOn levels a~ 
disbnctions, gave the unhappy victims that freedom from persecution and torture which other Wise they could not have received When first I heard. Sit, of these 
1niqu~ties, I considered them.as exaggerations, and could not believe it possible, that men had determined to live by exerting themselves for the torture and misery of 
their fe"ow-creatures. I have taken great pains to make myself master of the subject, and can declare, that such scenes of barbanty are enough to rouse the indignation 
and horror of the most callous of mankind Upon making an average of the loss sustained in the cargo of the Guinea ships, it appears, that one-eighth of the whole 
generally suffered. Upon examining the Jamaica Report, another essential f¢SS was discovered, numbers died by the attempt of seasoning the slaves, that is, changing 
them from one dlmate to another-sometimes the loss appeared by death to be 4 1-half per cent. -at other times 17 per cent. the last of which calculation is generally 
admitted by the best writers. In every common cargo, it has been observed, that about 50 or 60 perish. From the windward coast about Sierra Leona, the general 
average of morta~ty was not found more than three per cent. From Bonny. the number of slaves was not recollected that died on the voyage. From Ben:n, nine were 
buried out of 300 in the course of three months. But the general average of mortality from Benin, Bonny, New Calabar, Old Calabar, Cameroon. and Gaboon, was much 
greater. That the slaves are subject to the following disorders: the sma~ pox, measles, dysentery, fluxes, and fevers. They are rendered more sickly by laying up in land 
rivers They generally lie longer on the coast than a slave ship does. An epidemical disorder on the coast prevails sometimes to a very great degree - Mr Jones had a 
ship, in which a fever broke out before she had purchased twenty slaves This distemper carried off a great number of the crew in the course of a month. From every 
consideration I shall deal frankly with the House, by declanng, that no act of po~cy whatever w1ll make me swerve from my duty and obhge me to abandon a measure 
which I think will be an honour to humanity Mr. Wilberforce then mentioned, that he intended to subm:t to the consideration of the House, several resolutions, upon 
which a General Motion should be found for the TOTAL ABOLITION of the SlAVE TRADE. When, says he, I was persuaded of the frequent commission of the crimes 
mentioned, I found myself impelled to go boldly forward. and had before I had time to reflect, proceeded so far that I could not recede; but had I deserted the great and 
important undertaking, I should have considered myself wanting m that necessary portion of duty wh ell I owed to my constituents and to my country. There is no 
accusation made against the gentlemen of the West India trade: but. by bringing forward the consideration of such a mighty object, we unite With the person of 
sensibility, that the measure is necessary, as founded in rectitude and unlversal benevolence. The great cause, it has been stated, of mortality in the West Indies is, that 
the slaves are very profligate and dissolute in their manners; but the pnncipal cause, however, IS their Ill treatment; for the agents squeeze as much as poss1ble from 
their exertions. Here the Divine Doctrine is contradicted by the reverse act~on-That sympathy is the great source of humanity. 

--·-·----



Life in Victorian England 
W. ]. Reader 

Being middle clas! in the nineteenth century meant carrying out a certain style of life. 
Any short description of this style of life requir~ nwking generalizations that in each 
particular ctJSe are violated. Yet there is something useful In even a stereotypical pic
ture of how middle-class families lived. In the following selection W. 1. Reader, while 
quite aware of distinctions between different elements of the middle class, describes 
the home and some eupects of the life of the Victorian middle-class family. Here he 
empho.slze3 changes occurring over the course of the century. 

Consider: The values embodied in this style of life; the principal ways in 
which this style of life changed by the ltJSt decad~ of the century and why 
these changes occurred; how this description might differ from a description of 
working-class or aristocratic life styles. 

Towards the end of the century, one can picture the well-to-do Victorian 
middle-class. family in its solid suburban house, with a semi-circular car
riage drive running &om the gate past the shrubbery up to the front door 
and out again on the other side. The carriage drive was likely to symbolize 
aspiration rather than fact, unless the family was really wealthy, for it needed 
a great deal of money to run a carriage, and most middle-class families had 
to wait for the motor car before they could have their own private 
transport. But at least there would be ample money to staff the house, to 
take the whole family to the seaside every year (with appropriate servants), 
or perhaps abroad, to educate the boys and launch them into professional 
life, and to provide for the girls adequately. 

In the family's general way of life, it was likely that there would be little 
enough of puritan austerity. Drink might still be suspect, but on the other 
hand there might be an excellent cellar of wines. The head of the family, 
whose father might have gone to work at nine in the morning and stayed till 
nine at night, would be likely now to leave at five; work was not quite the 
all-consuming necessity it once had been. For amusement, it was unlikely 
that theatres or dancing would be barred. Certainly relations between the 
sexes would be somewhat easier than thirty or forty years before, partly 
because new amusements-croquet, lawn tennis, roller-skating, cycling-

had brought young men and young women much more informally into each 
other's presence .. .. 

By the seventies, that is to say, the force of the middle-class attack on the 
privileged position of the upper classes had carried them well within it. They 
had impressed their own notions on many aspects of upper-class life; in 
return, they were allowing upper-class notions to modify some of their own. 
In the process, some of the grimness of middle-class lUe rubbed off; some of 
the wilder excesses of aristocratic self-indulgence were tamed. A kind of life 
emerged which, if it had a good deal of snobbery, purse-pride and smugness 
about it, was nevertheless a good deal more humane and civilized than 
either aristocratic or middle-class life in the not very distant past. 

Souaa:: W. J. Reader, Lije In Vfctorlon England. Reprinted by permission of Capricorn Boolcs 
(New York, 1967), and B. T. Batsford Ltd. (London, 1967), pp. 15.2-154. Copyright o 1967 by 
Capricorn Boolcs (U.S. Rights), and B. T. Batsford Ltd. (Canadian Rights) . 





Why We Are Militant 
Emmeline Pankhurst 
The movement for female suffrage had deep roots in the 
nineteenth century, but gained force toward the end of the 
century. Various women's organizations in the West circu~ 
laced petitions, led marches, and held demonstrations to 
support their demands for the right to vote. In the -years be~ 
fore World War l, women's groups became more militant in 
the face of refusals b-y governmental officials to act. In 
Britain, Emmeline Pankhurst ( 1858-1928) helped orga~ 
nize the Women's Social and Political Union, which con~ 
ducted assaults on private propercy and hunger strikes to 
promote the cause of women's suffrage. In the following ex~ 
cerpt from a 1913 speech, Pankhurst explains wh1 her 
group is so militant. 

CONSIDER: The problems facing women who wanted to 
gain the right to vote; how Pankhurst explains why it became 
necessary for women co revolt; what arguments government 
officials might use to oppose Pankhurst. 

I know that in your minds there are questions like these; 
you are saying, "Woman Suffrage is sure to come; the 
emancipation of humanity is an evolutionary process, 
and how is it that some women, instead of trusting to that 
evolution, instead of educating the masses of people of 
their country, instead of educating their own sex to pre~ 
pare them for citizenship, how is it that these militant 
women are using violence and upsetting the business 
arrangements of the country in their undue impatience 
to attain their end?" ... 

Meanwhile, during the '80's, women, like men, were 
asking for the franchise. Appeals, larger and more nu~ 
merous than for any other reform, were presented in 
support of Woman's Suffrage. Meetings of the great 
corporations, great town councils, and city councils, 
passed resolutions asking that women should have the 
vote. More meetings were held, and larger, for Woman 
Suffrage than were held for votes for men, and yet the 
women did not get it. Men got the vote because they 
were and would be violent. The women did not get it 
because they were constitutional and law~abiding. 
Why, is it not evident to everyone that people who are 
patient where mis~govemment is concerned may go on 
being patient! Why should anyone trouble to help 
them? I take to myself some shame that through all 
those years, at any rate from the early '80's, when I first 
came into the Suffrage movement, I did not learn my 
political lessons. 

SoURce: Jane Marcus, ed., Suffrage and the Pankhursts (New Yorlc 
Routledge and Kegan Paul, 1987), pp. 153-156. 

I believed, as many women still in England believe, 
that women could get their way in some mysterious 
manner, by purely peaceful methods. We have been so 
accustomed, we women, to accept one standard for men 
and another standard for women, that we have even 
applied that variation of standard to the injury of our 
political welfare. 

Having had better opportunities of education, and 
having had some training in politics, having in political 
life come so near to the "superior" being as to see that he 
was not altogether such a fount of wisdom as they had 
supposed, that he had his human weaknesses as we had, 
the twentieth century women began to say to themselves. 
"Is it not time, since our methods have failed and the 
men's have succeeded, that we should take a leaf out of 
their political book?" ... 

Well, I say the time is long past when it became neces~ 
sary for women to revolt in order to maintain their self re~ 
spect in Great Britain. The women who are waging this 
war are women who would fight, if it were only for the 
idea of liberty-if it were only that they might be free cit~ 
izens of a free country-l myself would fight for that idea 
alone. But we have, in addition to this love of freedom, 
intolerable grievances to redress .... 

Well, in Great Britain, we have tried persuasion, we 
have tried the plan of showing (by going upon public 
bodies, where they allowed us to do work they hadn't 
much time to do themselves) that we are capable peo~ 
pie. We did it in the hope that we should convince 
them and persuade them to do the right and proper 
thing. But we had all our labour for our pains, and now 
we are fighting for our rights, and we are growing 
stronger and better women in the process. We are get~ 
ting more fit to use our rights because we have such dif~. 
ficulty in getting them. 



AJ ,,u. vpc:cU.t vv Ulllt!ll 

Eleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout 
In recent years many historians have pointed out the limita- I 
tions facing middle -class women between 1850 and 1914. As ' 
investigations into women's history have multiplied and deep
ened, new interpretations have been made. In the following 
selection the historians Eleanor S. Riemer and John C. Fout 
argue that middle-clas~ women during this period increasingly 
questioned their roles and often expanded their activities into 
new, important areas. 

CoNSIDER: How middle-class women's maternal and 
fwusewifel1 roles were justified; ways in which middle-class 
women expanded their roles; how middle-class women's new . 
roles affected their attitudes. 

Middle-class women, too, faced new situations and 
challenges in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. 
Although some lower-middle-class women continued 
to work alongside their shopkeeper husbands as they 
had in the past, most married middle-class women did 
not, and never expected to have to work for wages. 
Their lives were centered on caring for their children 
and homes. But most middle-class women did not lead 
leisured existences. Indeed, they found that the de
mands on their time and energy increased as modem· 
ization progressed, and middle-class famili~s' standards 
for cleanliness, food preparation, and physical comfort 
were upgraded. 

Middle-class women's maternal and housewifely 
roles were justified in the nineteenth century by a 
twofold conception of women's nature and capabilities. 
On the one hand, women were considered passive crea
tures who were physically and intellectually inferior to 
men. Thus, women needed protection and direction 
from their fathers and husbands. On the other hand, 
women, because they were nonaggressive and sexually 
passive and were removed from the contamination of 
the competitive workaday world, were deemed morally 
superior to men and were to be respected for that. A 
woman's unique capability and greatest responsibility in 
life was caring for the moral and spiritual needs of her 
family. 

The contradictions within this ideal and women's at· 
tempts to reconcile or dispel them are recurring and ma· 
jor themes in the documents. From the middle of the 
nineteenth century large numbers of middle-class 
women consciously and methodically expanded their 
maternal and moral roles- and thus their sphere of 
competence-outside their homes to society at large. 
One way they accomplished this was by transforming 
middle#and upper-class women's traditional, and often 
haphazard, charitable work into organized movements 
for social reform. These women became increasingly in
terested in the problems of poor women and children. 
They believed they understood and shared many of the 
concerns of working#class mothers and considered these 
women and their children the primary victims of the eco# 
nomic and social dislocations caused by urbanization and 
the new industrial order. 

1 nrough their social welfare and reform work, middle
class women gained a sense of both their own compe· 
tence and their limitations in a world controlled by 
men. Many also realized that although women of their 
class expected to be dependent wives, economic and 

grievance and impotence before the machine, his em# 
player, and the state which stands behind the employer, 
are assumed by Marx to be typical of the general reac
tions of the worker to industrialization. What does 
change in the.process of the development of industry is 
that the worker's feeling of impotence gives way to 
class consciousness, which in tum leads him to class 
struggle and socialism. Marx's worker is the historical 
worker, but he is the historical worker' of a specific pe· 
riod of industrial and political development. 

Even in interpreting the psychology of the worker of 
the transitional period, Marx exhibited a rationalistic 
bias. The worker's opposition to the capitalist order is a 
total opposition to its laws, its factories, and its govern· 
ment. But this revolutionary consciousness of the r 
worker is to take him next to Marxist socialism, where 
he will accept the factory system and the state, the only 
difference being the abolition of capitalism. Why 
shouldn't the revolutionary protest of the worker flow 
into other channels: into rejection of industrialism as 
well as capitalism, into rejection of the socialist as well 
as the capitalist state7lt is here that Marx is most defi· 
nitely the child of his age, the child of rationalistic opti# 
mism: the workers will undoubtedly translate their 
anarchistic protests and grievances into a sophisticated 
philosophy of history. They will undoubtedly realize 
that the forces of industrialism and modem life, which 
strip them of property, status, and economic security, 
are in themselves benevolent in their ultimate effects 
and that it is only capitalism and the capitalists which 
make them into instruments of oppression. The chains 
felt by the proletariat are the chains of the industrial 
system. The chains Marx urges them to throw off are 1 

those of capitalism. Will the workers understand the 
difference? And if they do, will they still feel that in de-
stroying capitalism they have a "world to win"? j 

social realities were such that there was no guarante.e 
would be supported by men throughout theu 

women 1' · d d 
lives. Many came to believe that their own lmlte e • 
ucations and the restrictions placed on the~ by t~e law 
and the ideals ofladylike conduct left women ill-equlpp~d 
for the roles they might have to-or want to-play m 
life. Thus, the reform of society and reforms for wome~ 
became closely identified and often were confronted Sl· 
multaneously by organized women all over Europe. 

SouRcE: From European Women: A Documentary History, 1789-1945, 
edlted by Eleanor s. Riemer and John c. Foul Copyright e 1980 by 
Schocken Books, Inc. Reprinted by permission of Schocken Books, 
published by Pantheon Books, a division of Random House, Inc. 
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Reports from the Front: The Battle 
for Verdun, 1916 
The widel-y anticipated short war typified by heroic offensive 
thrusts failed to materialize. lnstead. it turned into a long, ex
traordinaril'J brutal struggle. On the Western front, opposing 
armies slaughtered each other from their trenches. There are nu
merous ~ports of life at the front, such as the following account 
by a French Anny officer of rhe battle far Verdun in 191 6. 

CONSIDER: Wh'J the defense was at such an advantage; 
wh'J there was a willingness to sacrifice so much for such 
small advances. 

The Germans attacked in massed formation, by big 
columns of five or six hundred men, preceded by two 
waves of sharpshooters. We had only our rifles and our 
machine guns, because the 75's could not get to work. 

Fortunately the flank batteries succeeded in catching 
the Boches on the right. It is absolutely impossible to 
convey what losst!s the Germans must suffer in these 
attacks. Nothing can give the idea of it. Whole ranks 
are mowed down, and those that follow them suffered 
the same fate. Under the storm of machine gun, rifle and 
75 fire, the German columns were plowed into furrows of 
death. Imagine if you can what it would be like to rake 
water. Those gaps filled up again at once. That is enough 
to show with what disdain of human life the German 
attacks are planned and carried out. 

In these circumstances German advances are sure. They 
startle the public, but at the front nobody attaches any im
portance to them. As a matter of fact, our trenches are so 

SouRcE: From Source Records of the Great War, vol. IV, ed. Charles F. 
Home (New York: National Alumni, 1923), pp. 222-223. 

near those of the Germans that once the barbed wire is 
destroyed the distance between them can be covered in a 
few minutes. Thus, if one is willing to suffer a loss of life cor
responding to the number of men necessary to cover the 
space between the lines, the other trench can always 
be reached. By sacrificing thousands of men, after a formi
dable bombardment, an enemy trench can always be taken. 

There are slopes on Hill 304 where the level of the 
ground is raised several meters by mounds of Gerrnan 
corpses. Sometimes it happens that the third German 
wave uses the dead of the second wave as ramparts and 
shelters. It was behind ramparts of the dead left by the 
first five attacks, on May 24th, that we saw the Boches 
take shelter while they organized their next rush. 

We make prisoners among these dead during our 
counterattacks. They are men who have received no 
hurt, but have been knocked down by the falling of the 
human wall of their killed and wounded neighbors. They 
say very litde. They are for the most· part dazed with fear 
and alcohol, and it is several days before they recover. 



Dulce et Decorum Est: 
Disillusionment 
Wilfred Owen 

I 
I 

The experience ofWorld War I was profoundly dis1Uusioning to / 
those who believed in nineteenth-century ideals. After ~rld 
War I, Europe was no longer characterked fry the sense of op
timism, progress, and glory that had typified Europe for most of 
the period between the eighteenth century and 1914. This is 

evidenced in war poems that no longer glorified the scruggle but 
instead conveyed a sense of the horror and fur:i.Uty about it. 

One of the best of these antiwar poets was Wdfred Owen, born 
in England ~ 189 3 and killed in action in 1918, one week be
fore the armistice. The following poem has the ironic ending, 
"It is sweet and proper to die for one's country." 

CONSIDER: The PS'Jchological consequences of war far the 
soldiers; other WtrJS this same disillusionment might be shown in 
novels, plays, paintings, or euen historical analyses of the time. 

DULCE ET DECORUM Esr 
Bent double, like old beggars under sacks, 
Knock-kneed, coughing like hags, we cursed through 

sludge, 
Till on the haunting flares we turned our backs 
And towards our distant rest began to trudge. 
Men marched asleep. Many had lost their boots 
But limped on, blood-shod. All went lame; all blind; 
Drunk with fatigue; deaf even to the hoots 
Of tired, outstripped Five-Nines that dropped behind. 

Gas! Gas! Quick, boys!-An Ecstasy of fumbling, 
Fitting the clumsy helmets just in time; 
But someone still was yelling out and stumbling 
And flound'ring like a man in fire or lime ... 
Dim, through the misty panes and thick green light, 
As under a green sea, I saw him drowning. 
In all my dreams, before my helpless sight, 
He plunges at me, guttering, choking, drowning. 

If in some smothering dreams you too .could pace 
Behind the wagon that we flung him in, 
And watch the white eyes writhing in his face, 
His hanging face, like a devil's sick of sin; 
If you could hear, at every jolt, the blood 
Come gargling from the froth-corrupted lungs, 
Obscene as cancer, bitter as the cud 
Of vile, incurable sores on innocent tongues,
My friend, you would not tell with such high zest 
To children ardent for some desperate glory, 
The old Lie: Dulce et decorum est 
Pro patria mori. 

SouRcE: C. Day lewis, Collected Poems of Wilfred Owen. Reprinted by 
pennlsslon of New Directions and Ghatta & Wlndus, p. 55. Copyright 
C Ghatta & Wlndus, ltd., 1946, 1963, and The Owen Estate. 





ANALYSIS 2: HOW WAS THE HOLOCAUST POSSIBLE? 

No historical topic is immune to controversy. Even the Holocaust, per· 
haps the most cataclysmic event in history, has produced polarised 
views. One of these can be dismissed quickly. Irving's view that there 
was no gas-chamber based extermination has been discredited by the 
vast majority of historians who accept that the evidence for the 
Holocaust is overwhelming. There are, however, three genuine contra· 
versies. First, was it the logical outcome of Hitler's hatred of the Jews, 
implemented when circumstances were propitious? Or is there more 
in the argument that the Holocaust was the result not of careful planning 
but rather of the failure of alternative strategies? The second debate 
concerns the extent of complicity: how far was the German population 
aware of and involved in the Holocaust? And, third, how was it possi
ble for individuals to come to terms with the evil intrinsic to their actions? 
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The debate on origins 

The first debate concerns the nature of the events leading to the imple· 
mentation of the Holocaust. Briefly, these occurred during the context of 
the war against Russia, which started in June 1941, although their 
antecedents were in the filling of ghettoes after the conquest of Poland 
in 1939. The mass killings were undertaken initially by mobile units of 
the SS (the Einsatzgruppen) and police detachments of the Wehrmacht. 
The decision to introduce gas chambers was conformed at the Wannsee 
Conference in January 1942, and the necessary equipment was built 
into extermination camps established at Auschwitz-Birkenau, Maidenek, 
Sobibor, Treblinka, Balzac and Chelmo. Jews were transported to these 
by rail from all parts of Nazi-occupied Europe, with the cooperation of 
authorities at every level in the bureaucracy. The process was under the 
control of the SS and implemented by Himmler, Heydricll (until his assas· 
sination in 1942) and Eichmann. But it remains open to discussion as to 
whether the instructions for the genocide came directly from Hitler him· 
self and whether it emerged as a planned and orderly scheme. 

One school of thought, often called the 'intentionalists', attributes the 
policy of genocide to the FOhrer state as a function of a personalised 
totalitarian regime. Historians who follow this line include Aeming, Jackel 
and Hillgruber. Although no document has ever been found linking this 
order directly to Hitler, it makes no logical sense to deny his ultimate 
authorship. According to Aeming, for example, the line leading from the 
early manifestations of Hitler's anti·Semitism 'to the liquidation orders that 
Hitler personally issued during the war' is a 'direct one~ (See Source 2.1 
below.) Dawidowicz, too, maintains that there was a gradual escalation of 
persecution from the nineteenth century, through to Hitler's ideas in the 
1920s, then to implementation in the 1 930s, and ultimately to extermi· 
nation in the 1940s. This approach has been reaffirmed by more recent 
historians. OOJffer argued in 1 992 that the Holocaust was 'inconceivable 
without Hitler's firm will and dictatorial authority'. 15 In 1996 Goldhagen 
presented a f~cefully argued case that there were clear precursors for 
the Holocaust in. Hitler's ideas and speeches: these are set out in Source 
2.2 below. Goldhagen concludes that the genocide was the result not of 
structural factors but of Hitler's aim to 'eliminate all Jewish power'.18 

There is, alternatively, a 'functionalist' or 'structuralist' argument that 
the extermination was a process which was arrived at as a logical 
sequence of administrative actions rather than as a preconceived plan. 
This view was pioneered by Hilberg as early as 1961.'7 It was subse· 
quently continued - and refined - by Mommsen and Broszat. The basis 
of their argument is that the 'Final Solution' was not the outcome 

OUTSIDE THE VOLKSGEMEINSCHAFT 145 



originally intended but rather that arrived at because of the failure of all 
other possibilities. It was also the result of growing incompetence, not 
increased efficiency. The original intention had been to resettle Jews, 
first in Madagascar, then in Siberia. The former had been made imprac
tical by the outbreak of war, which had focused Germany's priorities on 
Europe itself. The latter was impeded by the nature of the war against 
Russia Proposals to transport all Jews over the· Urals were set in motion 
but were then blocked by the revival of Russian resistance to the German 
advance. This meant an accumulation of peoples in eastern Europe with 
no obvious long-term destination in view. The result was the search for 
a swift solution, first through the SS Einsatzgruppen killings, then through 
the use of extermination camps. The actual process involved decisions 
taken by bureaucrats at different levels rather than through a single 
centralised order. Mommsen, for example, maintains that: 

The Holocaust was not based upon a programme that had been 
developed over a long period. It was founded upon improvised 
measures that were rooted in earlier stages of planning and also 
escalated them. OF)ce it had been set in motion, the extermination 
of those people who were declared unfit for work developed a 
dynamic of its own.18 

Further extracts from Mommsen and Broszat are in Sources 2.3 and 2.4. 
This debate fits into the broader one of the nature of the Nazi state. 

It is no coincidence that the 'intentionalists' also argue that the structure 
of dictatorship in Germany depended on the personality of Hitler him
self and that he deliberately exploited any weaknesses and contradic
tions within it to his own advantage; this has already been discussed in 
Chapter 3. He would therefore have chosen the time, the method and 
the institutions for the implementation of a scheme of extermination 
which had always existed in his mind. The 'functionalists', by contrast, 
see consistency in the weakness of Hitler's response to institutional 
chaos and the disorganised way in which the Holocaust was finally 
implemented. This makes ir possible to conclude that the Holocaust 
was the administrative response to the failure of earlier policies. As we 
have seen in Chapter 3, 'intentionalism' and 'structuralism' are not nec
essarily mutually exclusive. A possible synthesis may be that, while he 
was·out of power, Hitler initially thought in terms of genocide- but then 
moderated this in order to broaden his support once he was in power. 
This explains why he limited early measures to the Nuremberg Laws and 
ordered the removal of discriminatory public notices at the time of the 
1 936 Berlin Olympics. It is true that there was a violent acceleration on 
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Kristallnacht (1 938). Nevertheless, there was no inexorable move 
towards extermination. Furthermore, during the first two years of the 
war, Hitler hoped for a possible peace with Britain and did not at this 
stage wish to antagonise the United States. The reaction of public opin
ion in these countries to genocide would have been one of horror, com
pared to the apparent indifference which had previously prevailed over 
earlier anti-Semitic policies.111 

But the onset of 'total war' (see Chapter 1 0) changed the whole sit
uation for several reasons. First, in invading the Soviet Union, Hitler was 
signalling that he considered that Britain was no longer capable of exert
ing any real threat: that Britain was now marginalised and therefore irrel
evant. Germany could now focus on the racial struggle which Hitler had 
always foreseen. The defeat of the Soviet Union could now be accom
panied by the removal of Jewry - by whatever method. This point is 
stressed by Browning, who considers himself a 'moderate functionalist'. 
(See Source 3.2.) But, with the failure to inflict permanent defeat on 
Russia in 1941, the struggle for racial conquest became one for racial 
survival - in which Hitler's ideas of extermination, already strongly hinted 
at, were crucial. The pursuit of total war against the Soviet Union 
required the complete removal of the perceived racial enemy within. 
(See Chapter 1 0, Analysis 2.) The belief that this internal enemy had 
always had strong connections with Soviet Marxism made the 'Final 
Solution' the more obvious. So far the impetus for genocide must be 
considered Hitler's. But the means by which this would be carried out 
resided with the SS, which alone could provide the degree of organi
sation and commitment that was needed. This anticipates one of the 
debates considered in Chapter 1 0: whether during the war the Nazi 
State had finally been superseded by the SS State. 

The debate on •complicity' 

The controversy over the origins of the Holocaust also raises that over 
the 'complicity' 9f the German people. 

The original interpretation placed the responsibility firmly on Hitler 
and his immediate henchmen, largely within the SS. In support of this, 
it can be argued that much of the population were held in the grip of 
a dictatorship which had two key advantages. One was its absolute 
control over information, the other the capacity to terrorise. It is highly 
significant that both processes were under the control of one institu
tion - the SS. Himmler gave explicit instructions for secrecy: he said of 
the extermination to an assembly of SS officials in Posen in 1 943, 
'Among ourselves, we can talk openly about it, though we can never 
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speak a word of it in public'. He added, 'That is a page of glory in our his
tory that never has been and never can be wriHen'. {See Source 1.5.) 
There was therefore a huge barrier of credibility: the idea of genocide 
was to most people unimaginable. And, if it was denied by the regime, 
why should rumours to the contrary be believed? Besides, if rumour
mongers were disposed of by the SS, this did not necessarily mean 
that the rumours were true: the use of terror-had long been institution
alised for any form of dissent. How, therefore, could the majority of 
German people reasonably have been expected to know what was 
going on? It was one thing for offteials in key positions to deny know!· 
edge of what was happening around them - but there is perhaps more 
credibility to similar claims made by ordinary civilians. 

A more recent argument strongly contests these points, spreading 
more widely both involvement and responsibility. DUiffer's view is typi
cal. He argues that, although the Holocaust was above all due to Hitler, 
nevertheless 'to recognize this is not to exculpate the hundreds of thou
sands of others who were involved in carrying out the Final Solution'.20 

Goldhagen goes further- much further. Hitler's ideal, he maintains, was 
'broadly shared in Germany'.21 This can be seen in several ways. The 
bureaucracy was involved on a huge scale (and with numerous partici· 
pants) and there was massive collaboration between the SS, the civil 
service and business corporations. This deprived Jews of their rights and 
assets, isolated them, deported them and killed them. The army, too, was 
heavily implicated. In many cases the Wehrmacht actively cooperated 
with the SS. The true extent of knowledge about and acceptance of the 
Holocaust will probably never now be known. But it is undoubtedly much 
wider than was once believed. The motive was anti·Semitism on a mas· 
sive scale, which affected the entire German population. This was 'the 
central causal agent of the Holocaust' which 'moved many thousands 
of "ordinary" Germans' and 'would have moved m~lions more, had they 
been appropriately positioned' to 'slaughter Jews'. (See Source 3.1.) 

Has the pendulum swung too far in the opposite direction? 
Goldhagen's blanket condemnations have come in for some criticism, 
especially from Rosenfeld, who maintains that the method of extermi
nation was intended to 'minimise contact between victim and perpe· 
trator'; as such, the gas chambers 'should not have been necessary 
for a people thirsting to kill Jews en masse'.22 Browning, too, stops 
short of associating the Holocaust with the eliminationist anti-Semitism 
of the German people. While acknowledging that anti-Semitism 
undoubtedly existed, he emphasises the pull of allegiance felt by most 
Germans to their country in circumstances which became more and 
more extreme. (See Source 3.2.) This type of reasoning goes beyond 
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the original exculpation of ordinary Germans on the grounds that they 
were terrorised by the institutions of a totalitarian state. Instead, it 
acknowledges German complicity. At the same time, it avoids the blan
ket generalisation that the German people were willing participants, 
driven by their historic anti-Semitism. Instead, it sees the sweeping 
away of earlier restraints by the military and ideological threat posed by 
the Soviet Union. This is a different type of accusation - unwilling com· 
plicity through an acknowledgement that 'national survival' was a cause 
that was 'higher' than the survival of the Jewish people and an accept· 
ance that extermination might for this reason be justified. An underly
ing anti-Semitism therefore made it possible to accept an extreme 
version of 'my country - right or wrong'. 

A final consideration is the involvement of other peoples in the 
Holocaust. Here, too, views have been modified. The traditional argument 
is that the Nazis imposed the Holocaust on the countries conquered by 
or allied to Germany, and that the indigenous population suffered as well. 
Although some coHaborationist regimes assisted with the organisation of 
the Holocaust beyond the borders of the Reich, the impetus came entirely 
from Germany, either as the occupying power or, as in the case of 
Hungary and Romania, under the direct threat of invasion. Recent 
research has, however, emphasised the importance of indigenous vari
ants of anti-Semitism, especially in those countries which experienced 
dictatorship in the inter·war period. This meant that there was an element 
of complicity with Nazi policies, even if this varied from country to coun· 
try. Poland was the worst affected by Nazi brutality: its statehood was 
obliterated and the Poles despised as an 'inferior race'. Yet even here 
there were spontaneous outbreaks of civilian violence against Jews and 
collaboration with the Nazi authorities from the Polish or Blue Police. Poles 
were therefore both 'victimizers and victims'.23 Under the Szalasi regime, 
from October 1944, Hungarian officials coHaborated on a large scale with 
Eichmann's deportation of Hungarian Jews to the death camps in Poland. 
Another independent regime, Antonescu's Romania also applied Nazi 
measures against its own Jewish population. Without losing sight of the 
primary initiative of Germans in the Holocaust, it could therefore be 
argued that there were also 'willing executioners' elsewhere. 

The debate on motivation 

Useful as they are, the debates on 'intention' and 'complicity' have 
sometimes been accused of drawing attention away from the sheer 

horror and inhumanity of the Holocaust. Certainly the human dimen· 
sion needs to be considered - in terms of the suffering of the victims 
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and the mentality of the perpetrators. Although his interpretations have 
been open to criticism in terms of balance, Goldhagen has performed 
an important service in reminding us of the collective scale of evil in 
the actions of the enforcers, whether SS officers, soldiers or bureau
crats. Yet the question remains as to how so many people could have 
allowed themselves to be involved - individually and collectively - in 
~cts of such monstrous evil. Many explanation's have been given for the 
distortion of normal human feelings that must have been involved. 

The most basic self-defence was a 'lack of awareness' of the full impli· 
cations of actions contributing to the Holocaust. This applied especially 
to bureaucrats and organisers who were one step removed from the 
actual process of killing; it has also been used as an argument to deny 
the complicity of the broader German population. It could not, of course, 
apply to the executioners in the Einsatzgruppen or the police units, nor 
to the SS guards at the death camps. For them the defence was 'obe
dience to orders' defined by others, and the fulfilment of the 'duty' which 
was part of the job; after all, a soldier could not select the 'front' on 
which he fought. Such an argument could, of course, go right up the 
chain of command. Eichmann, for example, said after organising the 
Wannsee Conference: 'I felt something of the satisfaction of Pilate, 
because I felt entirely innocent of any guilt:24 Indeed, he could have been 
speaking for many others when he said at his trial in Jerusalem in 1961 : 
'I never did anything, great or small, without obtaining in advance 
express instructions from Adolf Hitler or any of my superiors: But, 
although doubtless genuine in many cases, for most these were 
_excuses or 'legal defences', especially at the Nuremberg tribunal 
in 1946. They do not fully explain why civilians, military men and SS 
officials participated so readily in mass murder. 

Another possibility might be a taste for sadistic behaviour and wan· 
ton cruelty. Goldhagen makes constant reference to 'brutality', 'torture' 
and sadistic 'games', all carried out with 'evident gusto'. He adds: 

Small wonder that to the eyes of the victims - but not in the self
serving testimony of the perpetrators - these ordinary Germans 
appeared not as mere murderers, certainly not as reluctant killers 
dragged to their task against their inner opposition to genocide, 
but as 'two·legged beasts' filled with 'bloodthirstiness'.25 

Here evil would have shown through as an active force, released by 
psychopathic behaviour. The main example would be the influence of 
Streicher, who derived sexual gratification from the persecution and 
torture of helpless people. There is no doubt that many thousands of 
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similar characters were attracted to membership of the SS by similar 
prospects. Of course, ~othing could be further from the official view 
of the SS that those involved in genocide remained 'decent' human 
beings while carrying out difficult tasks on behalf of the Vo/k. (See 
Sources 1.6 and 1. 7.) Hannah Arendt, too, maintains that the process 
of extermination was dealt with 'neither by fanatics nor by natural mur
derers nor by sadists'.28 Far from being sadistic, Himmler, the 
Reichs/iJhrer SS, was actually squeamish about the details of mass 
murder and issued official instructions that SS officials were not to 
torment the inmates of the camps. In 1943 an SS officer was even 
sentenced to death for succumbing to the temptation to 'commit 
atrocities unworthy of a German or an SS commander'. 27 There must, 
therefore, be an explanation which goes beyond the assumption that 
all members of the SS were psychopaths. 

Perhaps those who implemented the Holocaust had experienced a 
total change of 'conscience'. There are two possibilities here. One is 
the disintegration of previous norms. According to G6tz Aly, 'Far beyond 
the level reached in the first six years of Nazi dictatorship, the war pro
moted a non-public atmosphere, atomizing individuals and destroying 
any ties they still had with religious and legal traditions~28 The other pos
sibility is that the moral·based conscience had been replaced by a new 
racial one. Claudia Koonz argues that 'Because they believed that con· 
cepts of virtue and vice had evolved according to the needs of particu· 
Jar ethnic communities, they denied the existence of universal moral 
values and instead promoted moral maxims they saw as appropriate to 
their . . . community~ Those with this new 'morality' would conceive the 
Holocaust not in 'savage hatreds' but 'lofty ideals'.2" This line of rea
soning would explain the quotation attributed by Prosecutor Hausner 
to Eichmann at the latter's trial: 'I will leap into my grave laughing 
because the feeling that I have five million human beings on my con
science is for me a source of extraordinary satisfaction: 

Underpinning these changes to the moral consciousness would have 
been the const~nt and cumulative impact of indoctrination. Again, this 
would have worked in two ways. First, it desensitised, dulling the capac
ity of the conscience to 'prick'. People were reassured by the views of 
those in authority. Koonz maintains that 'Like citizens in other modern 
societies, residents of the Reich believed the facts conveyed by experts, 
documentary films, popular science, educational materials, and exhibi
tions~30 Popular desensitisation to anti-Semitic actions occurred through 
gradations; first came the acceptance of new legislation, then - with 
Kristallnacht - a resignation to worse to come. Alternatively, of course, 
indoctrination had the capacity to fanaticise, creating a conscience as 
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a driving force for certain directed atlitudes and actions. Extreme anti· 
Semitic attitudes were created by Streicher's Der StUrmer and the SS 
publication, Das Schwarze Korps, both of which incited revulsion 
against the victims of their hatred. Bartov emphasises the enormous 
power of Nazi indoctrination, initially during the 1930s, then as part of 
training - not only in the SS, but also in the Wehrmacht. It was, he 
argues, sufficient to tum ordinary workers into fanatical soldiers capa· 
ble of killing civilians to order; far from being forced, their participation 
was willing and enthusiastic. Indoctrination was also regularly rein· 
forced. Himmler's instructions were that the police battalions should 
receive weekly ideological instruction for 'shaping the political 
consciousness of the martial combatant'.31 

Some authorities-have stressed that 'modernisation' facilitated the 
participation in the Holocaust. According to Mommsen, modernity 
produced 'a purely technocratic and bureaucratic mentality'. This 
helped to distance the participant from the result of his or her actions, 
whether this applied to the bureaucrat organising Jhe transport that 
would lead to the certain deaths of thousands or to the impersonal 
use of gas rather than the multiple individual shootings initi~lly carried 
out by the Einsatzgruppen and the police battalions. By contrast, 
'modernity' offered others the opportunity for personal advancement. 
Men like Heydrich and Hans Frank took full advantage of the short 
cuts to unprecedented levels of power over others. Housden rejects 

· the notion of Frank thinking of himself as 'a cog in a much wider 
machine'. Instead, 'He was thrilled and seduced into expecting much 
more than this for himself. He wanted more in terms of intellectual 
prestige, national respect, financial wealth, historical importance, 
even sexual delight'.32 The comfort of anonymity within a larger 
process or the thrill _ of controlling that process - modernisation 
offered both possibilities. 

The willingness to commit appalling crimes was caused by a combi· 
nation of all these factors, although in different proportions in accor· 
dance with the nature of each personality involved. Some participants 
were more heavily indoctrinated than others; some were driven by 
sadism; others responded to the call of 'duty'; others, again, had been 
desensitised by indoctrination - perhaps reinforced at the moment of 
action· by alcohol. All responded to orders - with or without the faun· 
dation of a new 'conscience'. Yet one problem remains. The vast major· 
ity of those involved in acts of genocide had normal family lives 
themselves and convinced themselves that they were no different to 
organisers or workers in an animal abattoir - carrying out a task which 
was unpleasant but necessary for the community. How could one side 
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of the human conscience remain intact while the other became so per· 
verted? Hoess, for exB!'lple, always maintained that he was doing to 
the best of his ability the job allocated to him as Commandant of 
Auschwitz and that, at the same time, he remained 'completely normal': 
'Even while I was carrying out the task of extermination I led a normal 
family life. I never grew indifferent to human suffering:33 

Despite the criticism it has recently received from many historians, 
there may still be much to say for Arendt's view that evil was essen
tially 'banal'. Among the sadists handling the extermination programme 
were 'normal' family men, who presided over them and tried to do their 
duty like 'decent' German citizens. The extermination programme was 
seen as an arduous duty to be carried out. It actually involved the 
denial of the preferences of the participant, not their sublimation. But 
this was the clue. Denial of preference was initially directed by exter· 
nat discipline. External discipline led to internal self-discipline as the 
participant adapted to a new routine. Routine brought familiarity with 
the task which, in turn, reduced the chance of rejecting it. Yet in all 
this, some absolute values could remain. These were parallel to and 
yet entirely cut off from the genocidal tasks being carried out. Hence 
men like Hoess, who remained a practising Catholic, literally led dou· 
ble lives, neither of which intruded on the other. In its ordinariness evil 
can therefore affect any group of people at any time. This is a far more 
frightening concept than a system dominated by psychopaths. Yet, for 
all that, evil can operate as banality only in the most extraordinary 
situations. This brings us full circle back to trying to understand 
the nature of the ideology and regime which managed to capture a 
cultured and civilised people. 



Source 1.2: From Hitler's speech to the Reichstag, 
30 January 1939 

In the course of my life I have very often been a prophet and have 
usually been ridiculed for it ... Today I will once more be a prophet: if 
the international Jewish financiers in and outside Europe should 
succeed in plunging the nations once more !nto a world war, then the 
result will not be the Bolshevizing of the .earth and thus the victory of 
Jewry, but the annihilation of the Jewish race in Europe! 

Source 1.3: From an article by Goebbels, 
16 November 1941 

So, superfluous though it might be, let me say once more: 

1. The Jews are our destruction. They provoked and brought about 
this war. What they mean to achieve by it is to destroy the German 
state and nation. This plan must be frustrated ... 

3. Every German soldier's death in this war is the Jews' responsibility. 
They have it on their conscience: hence they must pay for it ... 

9. A decent enemy, after his defeat, deserves our generosity. But the 
Jew is no decent enemy. He only pretends to be one. 

1 0. The Jews are to be blamed for this war. The treatment we give 
them does them no wrong. They have more than deserved it 

Source 1.4: From the diary of a Polish visitor to the Warsaw 
ghetto, Stanlslav Rozycki, 1941 

The majority are nightmare figures, ghosts of former beings, miserable 
destitute, pathetic remnants of former humanity ..• 

On the streets children are crying in vain, children who are dying of 
hunger. They howl, beg. sing, moan, shiver with cold, without underwear, 
without clothing, without shoes, in rags, sacks, flannel which are bound 
in strips round the emaciated skeletons, children swollen with hunger, 
disfigured, half conscious, already completely grown up at the age of 
five, gloomy and weary of life. They are like old people and are only 
conscious of one thing: 'I'm cold~ 'I'm hungry: ... 

I no longer look at people: when I hear groaning and sobbing I go 
over to the other side of the road: when I see something wrapped in 
rags shivering with cold, stretched out on the ground. I turn away and 
do not want to look. I can't It's become too much for me. And yet only 
an hour has passed. 
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Source 1.5: From Himmler's speech toSS 
officers in Posen, 4 October 1943 

I also want to talk to you quite frankly about a very grave matter. We 
can talk about it quite frankly among ourselves and yet we will never 
speak of it publicly. Just as we did not hesitate on 30 June 1934 to do 
our duty as we were bidden, and to stand comrades who had lapsed up 
against the wall and shoot them, so we have never spoken about it and 
will never speak of it 

I am referring to the Jewish evacuation programme, the 
extermination of the Jewish people. It is one of those things which 
are easy to talk about 'The Jewish people will be exterminated' says 
every party comrade. It's clear, it's in our programme. Elimination of 
the Jews, extermination and we'll do it . .• To have stuck it out and -
apart from a few exceptions due to human weakness - to have 
remained decen~ that is what has made us tough. This is a glorious 
page in our history and one that has never been written and can 
never be written. 

Source 1.6: From evidence provided at a postwar 
trial of former SS guards at Sobibor 

The Jewish workers were at the complete mercy of the German camp 
guards who were the lords of the camp. Most of them had a very 
limited education, were completely under the influence of the major 
Nazi figures and their anti-Semitic ideology and in most cases their 
moral sense had been totally blunted by their activity in the euthanasia 
centres. Their relations with the prisoners who - as they knew - were 
nothing but work slaves, who were living on borrowed time, but who 
were often far more highly educated than themselves, generated 
among a number of them a sense of superiority and primitive cravings 
for power and domination. 

Source 1.7: Rudolf Hoess giving evidence at his trial 
after the war 

I am completely normal. Even while I was carrying out the task of 
extermination I led a normal family life. I never grew indifferent to 
human suffering. I have always seen and felt for it •.. From our entire 
training the thought of refusing an order just didn't enter one's head, 
regardless of what kind of order it was. 
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The Cold War: 
The Communist Perspective 
B. N. Ponomaryov 

The Cold War and indeed modern history are interpreted differently in the Soviet 
Union. While it i.s sometimes tempting for Americans to 'P<J3' off wch interpreta· 

tions as pure propaganda, it must be recognized that perceptions differ greatly in 
the communi.st and capitalist worlth; indeed, Communists argue that most 
American historians are tainted by capitalist ideology and propaganda. The joUow. 
ing excerpt is taken from History of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 
(1960), an official publication of the Sooiet government. Here the focus is on the 
end of World War II and the early Cold War period. 

Consider: The elements of thu interpretation most likely to be accepted by 
Western non-Marxist hutorlans; how this interpretation differs from the 
perceptions of Truman, Marshall, and Schlesinger, and how these differences 
help explain the existence of the Cold War. 

The Soviet Union played the decisive role in the victorious conclusion of the 
second world war, and above all in the annihilation of the most dangerous 
hotbed of fascism and aggression-Hitler's Germany. The Soviet people 
bore the brunt of the most terrible war against fascist Germany and her ac
complices. 

In grim battles against their enemies, the Soviet people victoriously de
fended their Socialist achievements, the most progressive social and political 
system, and the freedom and independence of the U.S.S.R., and strength
ened the security of their State frontiers. 

By their heroic war effort the Soviet people saved the peoples of Europe 
from the yoke of German imperialism. The Red Army, assisted by the 
peoples of Europe, expelled the German fascist invaders from Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, Yugoslavia, Bulgaria, Rumania, Hungary, Austria, Den· 
mark and northern Norway, fulfilling with honour its liberating mission. 

The second world war aggravated the general crisis of capitalism. This 
was most strikingly manifested in the weakening of the world capitalist 
system, which suffered a serious blow from the break-away of Czechoslo
vakia, Poland, Bulgaria, Rumania, Albania, Hungary and Yugoslavia. 

By smashing German fascism, which represented the interests of the most 
reactionary and aggressive imperialism, the Red Army helped the German 
people as well. The foundation was laid for the establishment of a peace
loving German Democratic Republic. The defeat of the Japanese imperi· 
alists and the liberation of China from the Japanese invaders paved the way 
for the victory of the people's revolution and people's democratic system in 
China, North Kore3 and Vietnam . ... 

The main foreign policy aim of the Party was to secure a stable and 
lasting peace, to strengthen Socialism's positions in the world arena, to help 
the nations that had broken away from capitalism to build a new life. One 
of the most significant features of the international situation was the radical 
change that had taken place in the balance of forces in the world arena, in 
favour of Socialism and to the detriment of capitalism . ... 

As a result of the war the capitalist system sustained enormous losses and 
became weaker. The second stage of the general crisis of capitalism .~et in, 



manifesting itself chiefly in a new wave of revolutions. Albania, Bulgaria, 
Eastern Germany, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Poland, Rumania and Yugo
slavia broke away from the system of capitalism. The revolutions in these 
countries were governed by the general laws of development, yet they had 
their specific features, engendered by different social and economic condi
tions. The people's governments established in these countries carried out a 
number of important democratic reforms: the people acquired extensive 
democratic rights and liberties, an agrarian reform was carried out in 
the countryside, landlord property rights, where they existed, were abolished, 
and the peasants were given land. 

As democratic measures were pushed to their conclusion, the working 
class in these countries passed to Socialist changes in political and economic 
life. The new people's governments everywhere confiscated the property of 
the German and Italian imperialists and of the people who had collaborated 
with the enemy. The bourgeois elements- were smashed in a bitter class 
struggle. The question of power was thus settled. The dictatorship of the 
proletariat, in the form of people's democratic republic, triumphed in the 
countries of Central and South-East Europe. Industry, the banks and 
transport were nationalised. The economy hegan to develop along the 
Socialist path. . . . 

In their relations with t}le People's Democracies the Communist P~rty 
and the Soviet Government strictly adhered to the principle of non
interference in their iJlternal affairs. The U.S.S.R. recognised the people's 
governments in these States and supported them politically. True to its in
ternationalist duty, the U.S.S.R. came to the aid of the People's Democra
cies with grain, seed and raw materials, although its own stocks had been 
badly depleted during the war. This helped to provide the population with 
foodstuffs and also to speed up the recommissioning of many industrial 
enterprises. The presence of the Soviet armed forces in the People's Democ
racies prevented domestic counter-revolution from unleashing a civil war and 
averted intervention. The Soviet Union paralysed the attempts of the for
eign imperialists to interfere in the internal affairs of the democratic States. 

Major breaches were made in the imperialist chain in Asia too. After 
years of armed struggle against the landlords, the compradore bourgeoisie 
and foreign imperialists, the Chinese people, headed by the working class 
and under the leadership of the Communist Party, overthrew the Kuomin
tang government and took power into their hands. The People's Republic 
of China ·was established in October, 1949, on the basis of the alliance of 
the workers and peasants with the working class playing the leading role. The 
bourgeois democratic revolution developed into a Socialist revolution. The es
tablishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat opened the way to the So-
cialist development of China. . . . · 

The U.S.A. decided to take advantage of the economic and political dif
ficulties in the other leading capitalist countries and bring them under its 
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their economy and interfere in their internal affairs. Such big capitalist 
countries as Japan, West Germany, Italy, France and Britain all became 
dependent on the U.S.A. to a greater or lesser degree. The people of 
Western Europe were confronted with the task of defending their national 
sovereignty against the encroachments of American imperialism .... 

The capitalist world headed by the U.S.A. turned with all its strength to 
the task of reinforcing its weakened links and retaining them in the system 
of imperialism. To suppress the revolutionary movement it resorted to armed 1 

force, economic .pressure and direct interference in the internal affairs of 
other countries. In 1947-1949, the combined forces of international reac
tion crushed the popular movement in Greece and dealt heavy blows to the 
liberation struggle waged by the working people of Italy, France and other 
countries. The monopoly capitalists of the U.S.A., France, Italy and Britain 
embarked on a large-scale political offensive, with the object of destroying 
democracy and crushing the working-class movement in' their countries. A 
crusade was organised against the forces of democracy, fascist tendencies in j 
political life became more pronounced and there began the unbridled 
persecution of Communists. The attacks of the fascist and semi-fascist ; 
forces, however, were in the main beaten off and the proletariat retained its 
most important positions. In some countries the Communists preserved their 
inBuence among the masses, in others they even extended it. The strike 
movement grew in scope and became more militant. The proletariat 
became better organised and politically more conscious. 

The radical changes that took place after the second world war substan
tially altered the political map of the world. There emerged two main world 
social and political camps: the Socialist and democratic camp, and the im-
perialist and anti-democratic camp. . . . · 

The ruling circles of the U.S.A., striving for world supremacy, openly de
clared that they could achieve their aims only from .. positions of strength." 
The American imperialists unleashed the so-called cold war, and sought to 
lcindle the flames of a third world war. In 1949, the U.S.A. set up an aggres- · 
sive military bloc known as the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO). 
& early as 1946, the Western States began to pursue a policy of splitting Ger
many, which was essentially completed in 1949 with the creation of a West 
German State. Subsequently they set out to militarise West Germany. This 
further deepened the division of Germany and made her reunification excep
tionally difficult. A dangerous hotbed of war began to form in Europe. In the 
Far East the United States strove to create a hotbed of war in Japan, station
ing its armed forces and building military bases on her territory. 

In 1950, the United States resorted to open aggression in the Far East. It 
occupied the Chinese island of Taiwan, provoked an armed clash between 
the Korean People's Democratic Republic and South Korea and began an 
aggressive war against the Korean people. The war in Korea was a threat to 

the People's Republic of China, and Chinese people's volunteers came to the 
assistance of the Korean people. 

The military adventure of the U.S.A. in Korea sharply aggravated inter
national tension. The U.S.A. started a frantic arms drive and stepped up the 
production of atomic, thermonuclear, bacteriological and other types of 
weapons of mass annihilation. American military bas~, spearheaded pri
marily against the U.S.S.R., China and the other Socialist countries, were 
hastily built at various points of the capitalist world. Military blocs were 
rapidly knocked together. The threat of a third world war with the use of 
mass destruction weapons increased considerably. 
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Origins of the Cold War 
James L. Gonnly 

The period between the end of World War II and the mid-1960s was marked by the Cold 
War between the two superpowers emerglngfrom World War II, the United States and 
the U.S.S.R. lnitiaUy American historians analyzed the Cold War with assumptioru not 
too different from policymakers': The United States was only responding defensively to an 
aggressive Soviet Union intent on spreading its control and Communist ideology over the 
world. But by the 1960s other Interpretations were being offered, most notably a revision
ist position holding the Cold War to be at least in part a result of an aggressive, provoca
tive American foreign policy. In the folwwing selection James Gormly describes the com
peting interpretations and suggests how the controversy might be anal1J%ed. 

Consider: Whether the Cold War was inevitable or COtJld have been avotded; how 
the speeches by Truman and Marshall support one side or the other, which view 
makes the most sense to you. 

Those who place the major responsibility for the Cold War on the Soviet Unio~ 
argue that Stalin, as dictator and leader of a totalitarian system, easily could ha 
moderated the nation's interests to meet U.S. objections and ensure peace. A 

cording to this view, if the generalissimo was not an expansionist wanting to 
overrun central and Western Europe, he should have articulated the defensive 
and limited nature of his goals to the Truman administration and the American 
public. Instead, the Russians would not accept the U.S. vision for a stable and 
prosperous world or trust that Washington accepted the legitimacy of the Soviet 
Union and recognized its need fgr some degree of influence over regions along 
its borders. Moscow needed "a hostile international environment" to maintain 
control and the integrity of the Soviet state. Thus, Stalin was either an expansionist 
or unwilling to communicate his aims, and the United States, supported by Britain, 
had no other option than to react aggressively .. .. 

Other analysts place a large amount of the blame on the United States and its 
unwillingness to accept expressed Soviet needs and to articulate to the Russians 
and Stalin that Washington trusted them and recognized the legitimacy of their 
system and state. Some explain U.S. behavior as an outgrowth of the American 
Open Door ideology, which sought to ensure for the nation's businesses access to 
world markets. Still others credit U.S. actions to a general arrogance of power 
that translated the country's tremendous economic and military strength and 
accomplishments into a moral, ideological superiority. According to this theory, 
many Soviets feared that the West still hoped to destroy their state. To convince 
them that America intended to be a friend and thereby avoid the Cold War, the 
United States should have shelved its presumptuousness and global goals and 
demonstrated an affirmation of the Soviet Union·s right to rule and enjoy the 
fruits of its victory. To ease fears and mistrust, Washington needed to recognize 
Russia's new borders, its diplomatic equality, and its spheres of influence in 
Eastern Europe. Instead, the U.S. government continued to follow the path sug
gested by Ambassador Harriman, who stated that the administration should supply 
assistance to the Soviets only if they "played the international game with us in 
accordance with our standards." ... 

Given the situation, the belief that U.S. actions divided the world into two 
camps and necessitated a rapid Sovietization of Eastern Europe seems as logical 
as the view that Russian expansionism forced the United States to institute its 
containment policy. To evaluate and assess either theory fully and to detennine if 
the Cold War international system could have been avoided requires an exami· 
nation of Soviet records, but, even without such information, and using existing 
American and British documents, one can conclude that U.S. policymakers made 
few efforts after the Potsdam Conference to reassure Moscow that mutual coop
eration was possible and that Washington had no intention of seeking the destruc
tion of the Soviet state. 
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