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MODERN BRITISH HISTORY TEXTS FOR BAN 2220 

dr. Beretzky Ágnes 

 

1. LIBERALISM 

John Locke. Two Treatises of Government (1689) 

Book II. Chapter VII. Of Political or Civil Society. 

87. Man being born, as has been proved, with a title to perfect freedom, and an uncontrolled enjoyment of 

all the rights and privileges of the law of nature, equally with any other man, or number of men in the world, 

hath by nature a power, not only to preserve his property, that is, his life, liberty and estate, against the 

injuries and attempts of other men; [...] there, and there only is political society, where every one of the 

members hath quitted this natural power, resigned it up into the hands of the community in all cases that 

exclude him not from appealing for protection to the law established by it. And thus all private judgment of 

every particular member being excluded, the community comes to be umpire, by settled standing rules, 

indifferent, and the same to all parties. 

89. Whereever therefore any number of men are so united into one society, as to quit every one his executive 

power of the law of nature, and to resign it to the public, there and there only is a political, or civil society. 

[...] And where-ever there are any number of men, however associated, that have no such decisive power to 

appeal to, there they are still in the state of nature. 

90. Hence it is evident, that absolute monarchy, which by some men is counted the only government in the 

world, is indeed inconsistent with civil society, and so can be no form of civil-government at all: for the end 

of civil society, being to avoid, and remedy those inconveniencies of the state of nature, which necessarily 

follow from every man's being judge in his own case, by setting up a known authority, to which every one of 

that society may appeal upon any injury received, or controversy that may arise, and which every one of the 

society ought to obey; [...] 

Source:en.wikisource.org/wiki/Two_Treatises_of_Government/The_Second_Treatise_of_Government:_An

_Essay_Concerning_the_True_Origin%2C_Extent%2C_and_End_of_Civil_Government 

Explain the nature of the individual and the factors that characterize the 'civil society' according to 

John Locke 

  

http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Two_Treatises_of_Government/The_Second_Treatise_of_Government:_An_Essay_Concerning_the_True_Origin%2C_Extent%2C_and_End_of_Civil_Government
http://en.wikisource.org/wiki/Two_Treatises_of_Government/The_Second_Treatise_of_Government:_An_Essay_Concerning_the_True_Origin%2C_Extent%2C_and_End_of_Civil_Government
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Adam Smith. An Inquiry Into The Nature And Causes Of The Wealth Of Nations (1776) 
PART II.—Of the Unreasonableness of those extraordinary Restraints, upon other Principles. 

 

[…] In every country it always is and must be the interest of the great body of the people to buy whatever 

they want of those who sell it cheapest. The proposition is so very manifest that it seems ridiculous to take 

any pains to prove it; [...]  directly opposite to that of the great body of the people [...]   it is the interest of 

the merchants and manufacturers of every country to secure to themselves the monopoly of the home 

market. Hence in Great Britain, and in most other European countries, the extraordinary duties upon almost 

all goods imported by alien merchants. Hence the high duties and prohibitions upon all those foreign 

manufactures which can come into competition with our own. Hence, too, the extraordinary restraints upon 

the importation of almost all sorts of goods from those countries with which the balance of trade is supposed 

to be disadvantageous.  

 

[...]  The wealth of neighbouring nations, however, though dangerous in war and politics, is certainly 

advantageous in trade. In a state of hostility, it may enable our enemies to maintain fleets and armies 

superior to our own; but in a state of peace and commerce it must likewise enable them to exchange with us 

to a greater value, and to afford a better market, either for the immediate produce of our own industry, or for 

whatever is purchased with that produce. [...] 

It is in consequence of these maxims, that the commerce between France and England has, in both countries, 

been subjected to so many discouragements and restraints. If those two countries, however, were to consider 

their real interest, without either mercantile jealousy or national animosity, the commerce of France might 

be more advantageous to Great Britain than that of any other country, and, for the same reason, that of Great 

Britain to France. [...] 

 

There is no commercial country in Europe, of which the approaching ruin has not frequently been foretold 

by the pretended doctors of this system, from all unfavourably balance of trade. After all the anxiety, 

however, which they have excited about this, after all the vain attempts of almost all trading nations to turn 

that balance in their own favour, and against their neighbours, it does not appear that any one nation in 

Europe has been, in any respect, impoverished by this cause. Every town and country, on the contrary, in 

proportion as they have opened their ports to all nations, instead of being ruined by this free trade, as the 

principles of the commercial system would lead us to expect, have been enriched by it. 

Source: https://www.gutenberg.org/files/3300/3300-h/3300-h.htm 

 

a. Explain the conflicting interest of the merchants and the people. 

b. Discuss the advantages of free trade against protectionalism according to Adam Smith 

  

https://www.gutenberg.org/files/3300/3300-h/3300-h.htm
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Jeremy Bentham. An Introduction to the Principles of Morals and Legislation (1789) 

[...]Chapter I: OF THE PRINCIPLE OF UTILITY 

I. Nature has placed mankind under the governance of two sovereign masters, pain and pleasure. It is for 

them alone to point out what we ought to do, as well as to determine what we shall do. On the one hand the 

standard of right and wrong, on the other the chain of causes and effects, are fastened to their throne. They 

govern us in all we do, in all we say, in all we think: every effort we can make to throw off our subjection, 

will serve but to demonstrate and confirm it. [...] 

III. By utility is meant that property in any object, whereby it tends to produce benefit, advantage, pleasure, 

good, or happiness, (all this in the present case comes to the same thing) or (what comes again to the same 

thing) to prevent the happening of mischief, pain, evil, or unhappiness to the party whose interest is 

considered: if that party be the community in general, then the happiness of the community: if a particular 

individual, then the happiness of that individual. 

Chapter  VII: OF HUMAN ACTIONS IN GENERAL 

I. The business of government is to promote the happiness of the society, by punishing and rewarding. That 

part of its business which consists in punishing, is more particularly the subject of penal law. In proportion 

as an act tends to disturb that happiness, in proportion as the tendency of it is pernicious, will be the demand 

it creates for punishment. What happiness consists of we have already seen: enjoyment of pleasures, security 

from pains. 

Source: www.utilitarianism.com/jerem 

 

a. Discuss what governs our human existence according to Bentham 

b. What is utility? 

c. Explain the role of the government 

  

source:%20http://www.utilitarianism.com/jeremy-bentham/index.html
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John Stuart Mill. On Liberty (1859) 

Chapter I: Introductory 

[...]The object of this Essay is to assert one very simple principle, as entitled to govern absolutely the 

dealings of society with the individual in the way of compulsion and control, whether the means used be 

physical force in the form of legal penalties, or the moral coercion of public opinion. That principle is, that 

the sole end for which mankind are warranted, individually or collectively in interfering with the liberty of 

action of any of their number, is self-protection. That the only purpose for which power can be rightfully 

exercised over any member of a civilized community, against his will, is to prevent harm to others. His own 

good, either physical or moral, is not a sufficient warrant. He cannot rightfully be compelled to do or forbear 

because it will be better for him to do so, because it will make him happier, because, in the opinions of 

others, to do so would be wise, or even right. These are good reasons for remonstrating with him, or 

reasoning with him, or persuading him, or entreating him, but not for compelling him, or visiting him with 

any evil, in case he do otherwise. To justify that, the conduct from which it is desired to deter him must be 

calculated to produce evil to some one else. The only part of the conduct of any one, for which he is 

amenable to society, is that which concerns others. In the part which merely concerns himself, his 

independence is, of right, absolute. Over himself, over his own body and mind, the individual is sovereign. 

Source: www.utilitarianism.com/ol/one. 

 

Explain Mill’s harm principle with your own words. 

  

http://www.utilitarianism.com/ol/one.html
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Edmund Burke. Reflections on the Revolution in France (1790) 

[…]I cannot [...] give praise or blame to anything which relates to human actions, and human concerns, on a 

simple view of the object, as it stands stripped of every relation, in all the nakedness and solitude of 

metaphysical abstraction. Circumstances [...] are what render every civil and political scheme beneficial or 

noxious to mankind. [...] I should, therefore, suspend my congratulations on the new liberty of France until I 

was informed how it had been combined with government, with public force, with the discipline and 

obedience of armies, with the collection of an effective and well-distributed revenue, with morality and 

religion, with the solidity of property, with peace and order, with civil and social manners. 

[…] The Revolution [in England] was made to preserve our antient indisputable laws and liberties, and 

that antient constitution of government which is our only security for law and liberty [...] The very idea of 

the fabrication of a new government, is enough to fill us with disgust and horror. We wished at the period of 

the Revolution, and do now wish, to derive all we possess as an inheritance from our forefathers[...] Our 

oldest reformation is that of Magna Charta. [...] In the famous law […] called the Petition of Right, the 

parliament says to the king, "Your subjects have inherited this freedom", claiming their franchises not on 

abstract principles "as the rights of men", but as the rights of Englishmen, and as a patrimony derived from 

their forefathers.  

 

[…] You might, if you pleased, have profited of our example, and have given to your recovered freedom a 

correspondent dignity. Your privileges, though discontinued, were not lost to memory. Your constitution, it 

is true, whilst you were out of possession, suffered waste and dilapidation; but you possessed in some parts 

the walls, and, in all, the foundations, of a noble and venerable castle. You might have repaired those walls; 

you might have built on those old foundations. […] You had all these advantages in your ancient states; but 

you chose to act as if you had never been moulded into civil society, and had everything to begin anew. You 

began ill, because you began by despising everything that belonged to you. […] Respecting your forefathers, 

you would have been taught to respect yourselves. 

Source: https://archive.org/stream/reflectionsonthe005907mbp/reflectionsonthe005907mbp_djvu.txt 

 

List and explain the two main problems with the French Revolution according to Burke. 

  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Petition_of_Right
https://archive.org/stream/reflectionsonthe005907mbp/reflectionsonthe005907mbp_djvu.txt
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2. VICTORIAN BRITAIN 

Benjamin Disraeli. Sybil, or the Two Nations (novel, 1845)  

"Two Nations Between Whom There Is No Intercourse And No Sympathy; Who Are As Ignorant Of Each 

Other's Habits, Thoughts, And Feelings, As If They Were Dwellers In Different Zones, Or Inhabitants Of 

Different Planets; Who Are Formed By A Different Breeding, Are Fed By Different Food, Are Ordered By 

Different Manners, And Are Not Governed By The Same Laws." 

Source: www.ibiblio.org/disraeli/sybil.pdf 

 

Discuss what is meant by the term ’two nations’ 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Charles Robert Darwin. Origin of Species (1859) 

Introduction [...] 

No one ought to feel surprise at much remaining as yet unexplained in regard to the origin of species and 

varieties, if he make due allowance for our profound ignorance in regard to the mutual relations of the many 

beings which live around us. Who can explain why one species ranges widely and is very numerous, and 

why another allied species has a narrow range and is rare? Yet these relations are of the highest importance, 

for they determine the present welfare, and, as I believe, the future success and modification of every 

inhabitant of this world. Still less do we know of the mutual relations of the innumerable inhabitants of the 

world during the many past geological epochs in its history. Although much remains obscure, and will long 

remain obscure, I can entertain no doubt, after the most deliberate study and dispassionate judgment of 

which I am capable, that the view which most naturalists until recently entertained, and which I formerly 

entertained-namely, that each species has been independently created-is erroneous. I am fully convinced that 

species are not immutable; but that those belonging to what are called the same genera are lineal 

descendants of some other and generally extinct species, in the same manner as the acknowledged varieties 

of any one species are the descendants of that species. Furthermore, I am convinced that Natural Selection 

has been the most important, but not the exclusive, means of modification. 

Source: www.bartleby.com/11/103.html 

 

Discuss what Darwin means by the term ’natural selection’.  

  

http://www.ibiblio.org/disraeli/sybil.pdf
http://www.bartleby.com/11/103.html
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John Henry Newman. Apologia pro Vita Sua (1864) 

On Liberalism 

I HAVE been asked to explain more fully what it is I mean by "Liberalism," because merely to call it the 

Anti-dogmatic Principle is to tell very little about it. 

[...] 

Whenever men are able to act at all, there is the chance of extreme and intemperate action; and therefore, 

when there is exercise of mind, there is the chance of wayward or mistaken exercise. Liberty of thought is in 

itself a good; but it gives an opening to false liberty. Now by Liberalism I mean false liberty of thought, or 

the exercise of thought upon matters, in which, from the constitution of the human mind, thought cannot be 

brought to any successful issue, and therefore is out of place. […]  Liberalism then is the mistake of 

subjecting to human judgment those revealed doctrines which are in their nature beyond and independent of 

it, and of claiming to determine on intrinsic grounds the truth and value of propositions which rest for their 

reception simply on the external authority of the Divine Word. 

Source: www.newmanreader.org/works/apologia65/notea.html 

 

Identify the thesis of the above text and explain it with your own words. 

  

http://www.newmanreader.org/works/apologia65/notea.html
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Florence Nightingale: Cassandra (1854, 1928) 

[...]Now, why is it more ridiculous for a man than for a woman to do worsted work and drive out every day 

in the carriage? Why should we laugh if we were to see a parcel of men sitting round a drawing-room table 

in the morning, and think it all right if they were women? 

Is man's time more valuable than woman's? or is the difference between man and woman this, that woman 

has confessedly nothing to do ? 

Women are never supposed to have any occupation of sufficient importance not to be interrupted, except 

"suckling their fools"; and women themselves have accepted this, have written books to support it, and have 

trained themselves so as to consider whatever they do as not of such value to the world or to others, but that 

they can throw it up at the first "claim of social life." They have accustomed themselves to consider 

intellectual occupation as a merely selfish amusement, which it is their " duty " to give up for every trifler 

more selfish than themselves. 

[...]When shall we see a woman making a study of what she does? Married women cannot; for a man would 

think, if his wife undertook any great work with the intention of carrying it out, of making anything but a 

sham of it--that she would "suckle his fools and chronicle his small beer" less well for it,--that he would not 

have so good a dinner--that she would destroy, as it is called, his domestic life. 

The intercourse of man and woman--how frivolous, how unworthy it is! Can we call that the true vocation of 

woman--her high career? Look round at the marriages which you know. The true marriage--that noble 

union, by which a man and woman become together the one perfect being--probably does not exist at 

present upon earth. 

It is not surprising that husbands and wives seem so little part of one another. It is surprising that there is so 

much love as there is. For there is no food for it. What does it live upon--what nourishes it? Husbands and 

wives never seem to have anything to say to one another. What do they talk about? Not about any great 

religious, social, political questions or feelings. They talk about who shall come to dinner, who is to live in 

this lodge and who in that, about the improvement of the place, or when they shall go to London. If there are 

children, they form a common subject of some nourishment. But, even then, the case is oftenest thus,--the 

husband is to think of how they are to get on in life; the wife of bringing them up at home. 

But any real communion between husband and wife--any descending into the depths of their being, and 

drawing out thence what they find and comparing it--do we ever dream of such a thing? Yes, we may dream 

of it during the season of "passion," but we shall not find it afterwards. We even expect it to go off, and lay 

our account that it will. If the husband has, by chance, gone into the depths of his being, and found there 

anything unorthodox, he, oftenest, conceals it carefully from his wife,--he is afraid of "unsettling her 

opinions." 

[...] The more complete a woman's organisation, the more she will feel it, till at last there shall arise a 

woman, who will resume, in her own soul, all the sufferings of her race, and that woman will be the Saviour 

of her race. 

Source: www.abdn.ac.uk/womens/old_site_files/night.htm 

 

Discuss the problems with the status of women and the nature of an average Victorian marriage 

according to Nightingale. 

http://www.abdn.ac.uk/womens/old_site_files/night.htm


9 
 

  



10 
 

3. BRITAIN AND EUROPE 

MAP 1: Europe After the Napoleonic Wars (1815)   MAP 2: Europe in 1871 

 

List and compare the (five) great powers in 1815 AND   in 1871: 
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”The Polish Question”. A Speech by Lord Palmerston  

Given to the House of Lords on 1 March 1848. 

 

[...]The principle on which I have thought the foreign affairs of this country ought to be conducted is, the 

principle of maintaining peace and friendly understanding with all nations, so long as it was possible to do 

so consistently with a due regard to the interests, the honour, and the dignity of this country. [...] 

I hold with respect to alliances, that England is a Power sufficiently strong, sufficiently powerful, to steer 

her own course, and not to tie herself as an unnecessary appendage to the policy of any other Government. I 

hold that the real policy of England—apart from questions which involve her own particular interests, 

political or commercial--is to be the champion of justice and right; pursuing that course with moderation and 

prudence, not becoming the Quixote of the world, but giving the weight of her moral sanction and support 

wherever she thinks that justice is, and wherever she thinks that wrong has been done. 

Sir, in pursuing that course, and in pursuing the more limited direction of our own particular interests, my 

conviction is, that as long as England keeps herself in the right, as long as she wishes to permit no injustice, 

as long as she wishes to countenance no wrong, as long as she labours at legislative interests of her own, and 

as long as she sympathizes with right and justice, she never will find herself altogether alone. She is sure to 

find some other state, of sufficient power, influence, and weight, to support and aid her in the course she 

may think fit to pursue. Therefore I say that it is a narrow policy to suppose that this country or that is to be 

marked out as the eternal ally or the perpetual enemy of England. We have no eternal allies, and we have no 

perpetual enemies. Our interests are eternal and perpetual, and those interests it is our duty to follow. When 

we find other countries marching in the same course, and pursuing the same objects as ourselves, we 

consider them as our friends, and we think for the moment that we are on the most cordial footing; when we 

find other countries that take a different view, and thwart us in the object we pursue, it is our duty to make 

allowance for the different manner in which they may follow out the same objects. It is our duty not to pass 

too harsh a judgement upon others, because they do not exactly see things in the same light as we see; and it 

is our duty not lightly to engage this country in the frightful responsibilities of war, because from time to 

time we may find this or that Power disinclined to concur with us in matters where their opinion and ours 

may fairly differ. That has been, so far as my faculties have allowed me to act upon it, the guiding principle 

of my conduct. And if I might be allowed to express in one sentence the principle which I think ought to 

guide an English Minister, I would adopt the expression of Canning, and say that with every British Minister 

the interests of England ought to be the shibboleth of his policy. 

Source: en.wikisource.org/wiki/The_Polish_Question 

 

Identify the most significant British foreign political principle in the text. 
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The Entente Cordiale Between the United Kingdom and France (1904) 

[...] ARTICLE 1. His Britannic Majesty's Government declare that they have no intention of altering the 

political status of Egypt. 

The Government of the French Republic, for their part, declare that they will not obstruct the action of Great 

Britain in that country... 

It is agreed that the post of Director-General of Antiquities in Egypt shall continue, as in the past, to be 

entrusted to a French savant. 

The French schools in Egypt shall continue to enjoy the same liberty as in the past. 

ARTICLE 2. The Government of the French Republic declare that they have no intention of altering the 

political status of Morocco. 

His Britannic Majesty's Government, for their part, recognise that it appertains to France, more particularly 

as a Power whose dominions are conterminous for a great distance with those of Morocco, to preserve order 

in that country, and to provide assistance for the purpose of all administrative, economic, financial, and 

military reforms which it may require. 

They declare that they will not obstruct the action taken by France for this purpose, provided that such 

action shall leave intact the rights which Great Britain, in virtue of treaties, conventions, and usage, enjoys 

in Morocco, including the right of coasting trade between the ports of Morocco, enjoyed by British vessels 

since 1901. 

Source: net.lib.byu.edu/~rdh7/wwi/1914m/entecord.html 

 

Paraphrase the two main points of the agreement. 
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Tables Illustrating the Spread of Industrialization 

Table 1 

Percentage Distribution of the World's ManufacturingProduction in 1870 and 1913 

(percentage of world total)  

 
1870 1913 

USA 23.3 35.8 

Germany 13.2 15.7 

U.K. 31.8 14.0 

France 10.3 6.4 

Russia 3.7 5.5 

Italy 2.4 2.7 

Canada 1.0 2.3 

Belgium 2.9 2.1 

Sweden 0.4 1.0 

Japan | 
 

1.2 

India |- 11.0 1.1 

Other Countries | 
 

12.2 

Table 2 

Output of Pig Iron - Selected Countries, Annual Averages 

(in thousand metric tons) 

 
UK France Germany Austria Belgium Russia 

1781-90 69 141 - - - - 

1825-29 669 212 90 85 - 164 

1855-59 3,583 900 422 306 312 254 

1875-79 6,484 1,462 1,770 418 484 424 

1900-14 8,778 2,665 7,925 1,425 1,070 2,773 

Source: www.fordham.edu/halsall/mod/indrevtabs1.html 

Study the charts and explain the tendency of industrialisation at the turn of the century. 

 

  

http://www.fordham.edu/halsall/mod/indrevtabs1.html
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4. THE IRISH QUESTION 

Sketches in the West of Ireland by Mr. James Mahony, The illustrated London News, February 13, 

1847 

 

[...]With the object of ascertaining the accuracy of the frightful statements received from the West, and of 

placing them in unexaggerated fidelity before our readers, a few days since, we commissioned our Artist, 

Mr. James Mahoney, of Cork, to visit a seat of extreme suffering, viz., Skibbereen and its vicinity; and we 

now submit to our readers the graphic results of his journey, accompanied by such descriptive notes as he 

was enabled to collect whilst sketching the fearful incidents and desolate localities; premising merely, that 

our Artist must already have been somewhat familiar with such scenes of suffering in his own locality, 

(Cork), so that he cannot be supposed to have taken an extreme view of the greater misery at Skibbereen. 

"I started from Cork, by the mail (says our informant), for Skibbereen and saw little until we came to 

Clonakilty, where the coach stopped for breakfast; and here, for the first time, the horrors of the poverty 

became visible, in the vast number of famished poor, who flocked around the coach to beg alms: amongst 

them was a woman carrying in her arms the corpse of a fine child, and making the most distressing appeal to 

the passengers for aid to enable her to purchase a coffin and bury her dear little baby. This horrible spectacle 

induced me to make some inquiry about her, when I learned from the people of the hotel that each day 

brings dozens of such applicants into the town.  

"After leaving Clonakilty, each step that we took westward brought fresh evidence of the truth of the reports 

of the misery, as we either met a funeral or a coffin at every hundred yards, until we approached the country 

of the Shepperton Lakes. (See the Sketch .) Here, the distress became more striking, from the decrease of 

numbers at the funerals, none having more than eight or ten attendants, and many only two or three. 

"We next reached Skibbereen, a general view of which I send you from Clover Hill House, the residence of 

J. Macarthy Downing, Esq.; and, it being then late, I rested until Monday, when, with the valuable aid of Dr. 

D. Donovan, and his assistant, Mr. Crowley, I witnessed such scenes of misery and privation as I trust it may 

never be again my lot to look upon. Up to this morning, I, like a large portion, I fear, of the community, 

looked on the diaries of Dr. Donovan, as published in The Cork Southern Reporter, to be highly-coloured 

pictures, doubtless, intended for a good and humane purpose; but I can now, with perfect confidence, say 

that neither pen nor pencil ever could portray the miser and horror, at this moment, to be witnessed in 

Skibbereen. We first proceeded to Bridgetown, a portion of which is shown in the right hand distance of the 

sketch; and there I saw the dying, the living, and the dead, lying indiscriminately upon the same floor, 

without anything between them and the cold earth, save a few miserable rags upon them. To point to any 

particular house as a proof of this would be a waste of time, as all were in the same state; and, not a single 

house out of 500 could boast of being free from death and fever, though several could be pointed out with 

the dead lying close to the living for the space of three or four, even six days, without any effort being made 

to remove the bodies to a last resting place. 

"After leaving this abode of death, we proceeded to High-street, or Old Chapel-lane (See the Sketch ) and 

there found one house, without door or window, filled with destitute people lying on the bare floor; and one, 

fine, tall, stout country lad, who had entered some hours previously to find shelter from the piercing cold, 

lay here dead amongst others likely soon to follow him. The appeals to the feelings and professional skill of 

my kind attendants here became truly heart-rending; and so distressed Dr. Donovan, that he begged me not 

to go into the house, and to avoid coming into contact with the people surrounding the doorway. 

Source: adminstaff.vassar.edu/sttaylor/FAMINE/ILN/West/West.html 
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Descibe South-Western Ireland hit by the famine according to the correspondent 
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Irish Home Rule Speech by William Ewart Gladstone MP, British Prime Minister, to the House of 

Commons on Home Rule for Ireland, given on 7 June 1886 

 

[...]Let my honourable Friend recollect that this is the earliest moment in our Parliamentary history when we 

have the voice of Ireland authentically expressed in our hearing. Majorities of Home Rulers there may have 

been upon other occasions; a practical majority of Irish Members never has been brought together for such a 

purpose. Now, first, we can understand her; now, first, we are able to deal with her; we are able to learn 

authentically what she wants and wishes, what she offers and will do; and as we ourselves enter into the 

strongest moral and honourable obligations by the steps which we take in this House, so we have before us 

practically an Ireland under the representative system able to give us equally authentic information, able 

morally to convey to us an assurance the breach and rupture of which would cover Ireland with disgrace. 

[...]The difference between giving with freedom and dignity on the one side, with acknowledgment and 

gratitude on the other, and giving under compulsion -- giving with disgrace, giving with resentment dogging 

you at every step of your path -- this difference is, in our eyes, fundamental, and this is the main reason not 

only why we have acted, but why we have acted now. This, if I understand it, is one of the golden moments 

of our history -- one of those opportunities which may come and may go, but which rarely return, or, if they 

return, return at long intervals, and under circumstances which no man can forecast. 

Source: en.wikisource.org/wiki/Irish_Home_Rule_Speech 

 

Explain the Prime Minister’s reasons for giving Ireland the home rule in 1886. 
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5. BRITISH COLONIZATION 

The White Man’s Burden by Rudyard Kipling (1899) 

 

TAKE up the White Man’s burden  

Send forth the best ye breed 

Go bind your sons to exile  

To serve your captives’ need;  

To wait in heavy harness,   

On fluttered folk and wild  

Your new-caught, sullen peoples,  

Half-devil and half-child.  

  

Take up the White Man’s Burden  

In patience to abide,          

To veil the threat of terror  

And check the show of pride;  

By open speech and simple,  

An hundred times made plain,  

To seek another’s profit,  

And work another’s gain.  

  

Take up the White Man’s burden  

The savage wars of peace 

Fill full the mouth of Famine  

And bid the sickness cease;          

And when your goal is nearest  

The end for others sought,  

Watch Sloth and heathen Folly  

Bring all your hope to nought.  

  

Take up the White Man’s burden   

No tawdry rule of kings,  

But toil of serf and sweeper 

The tale of common things.  

The ports ye shall not enter,  

The roads ye shall not tread,   

Go make them with your living,  

And mark them with your dead.  

  

[…]Take up the White Man’s burden  

Ye dare not stoop to less 

Nor call too loud on Freedom  

To cloak your weariness;  

By all ye cry or whisper,        

By all ye leave or do,  

The silent, sullen peoples  

Shall weigh your Gods and you. 

[…] 

Source: http://www.online-literature.com/kipling/922/ 

Based on the poem explain what is meant by ’the white man’s burden’ and find traces of white 

supremacy. 

 

http://www.online-literature.com/kipling/922/
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Map of Southern Africa Showing the British Colonies and the Boer Republics 

 

 

 

 

Map: The Scramble for Africa 1885- 
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Identify the British colonies in Africa and the main trends of British colonisation.  
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”On Civil Disobedience”. A Speech by Mohandas K. Gandhi (27 July 1916)  

 

[…]There are two ways of countering injustice. One way is to smash the head of the man who perpetrates 

injustice and to get your own head smashed in the process. All strong people in the world adopt this course. 

Everywhere wars are fought and millions of people are killed. The consequence is not the progress of a 

nation but its decline. […]Pride makes a victorious nation bad-tempered. It falls into luxurious ways of 

living. […] No country has ever become, or will ever become, happy through victory in war. A nation does 

not rise that way; it only falls further. In fact, what comes to it is defeat, not victory. And if, perchance, 

either our act or our purpose was ill-conceived, it brings disaster to both belligerents. 

[…] But through the other method of combating injustice, we alone suffer the consequences of our mistakes, 

and the other side is wholly spared. This other method is satyagraha. One who resorts to it does not have to 

break another’s head; he may merely have his own head broken. […] no State is possible without two 

entities, the rulers and the ruled. You are our sovereign, our Government, only so long as we consider 

ourselves your subjects. When we are not subjects, you are not the sovereign either. So long as it is your 

endeavor to control us with justice and love we will let you do so. But if you wish to strike at us from behind 

we cannot permit it. Whatever you do in other matters, you will have to ask our opinion about the laws that 

concern us. If you make laws to keep us suppressed in a wrongful manner and without taking us into 

confidence, […] we will never obey them. Award us for what punishment you like, we will put up with it. 

Send us to prison and we will live there as in a paradise. Ask us to mount the scaffold and we will do so 

laughing. Shower what sufferings you like upon us; we will calmly endure all and not hurt a hair of your 

body. We will gladly die and will not so much as touch you. But so long as there is yet life in these our 

bones, we will never comply with your arbitrary laws. 

Source: https://jimkristofic.files.wordpress.com/2016/08/7-0-on-civil-disobedience-by-ghandi.pdf 

 

Explain what is meant by the term ’satyagraha’ 
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6. THE GREAT WAR AND ITS AFTERMATH 

 

Emmeline Pankhurst’s My Own Story (1914)  

[...] It was in October, 1903, that I invited a number of women to my house in Nelson street, Manchester, for 

purposes of organisation. We voted to call our new society the Women's Social and Political Union, partly to 

emphasise its democracy, and partly to define its object as political rather than propagandist. We resolved to 

limit our membership exclusively to women, to keep ourselves absolutely free from any party affiliation, 

and to be satisfied with nothing but action on our question. Deeds, not words, was to be our permanent 

motto. 

[...] I had in my speech simply invited women to assemble in Parliament Square on the evening of March 

4th, and they accepted the invitation. Said the Daily Telegraph: 

By six o'clock the neighbourhood Houses of Parliament were in a stage of siege. Shop keepers in almost 

every instance barricaded their premises, removed goods from the windows and prepared for the worst. A 

few minutes before six o'clock a huge force of police, amounting to nearly three thousand constables, was 

posted in Parliament Square, Whitehall, and streets adjoining, and large reserves were gathered in 

Westminster Hall and Scotland Yard. By half past eight Whitehall was packed from end to end with police 

and public. Mounted constables rode up and down Whitehall keeping the people on the move. At no time 

was there any sign of danger.... 

The demonstration had taken place in the morning (4 March 1912), when a hundred or more women walked 

quietly into Knightsbridge and walking singly along the streets demolished nearly every pane of glass they 

passed. Taken by surprise the police arrested as many as they could reach, but most of the women escaped. 

For that two days' work something like two hundred suffragettes were taken to the various police stations, 

and for days the long procession of women streamed through the courts. The dismayed magistrates found 

themselves facing, not only former rebels, but many new ones, in some cases, women whose names, like 

that of Dr. Ethel Smyth, the composer, were famous throughout Europe. These women, when arraigned, 

made clear and lucid statements of their positions and their motives, but magistrates are not schooled to 

examine motives. They are trained to think only of laws and mostly of laws protecting property. Their ears 

are not tuned to listen to words like those spoken by one of the prisoners, who said: "We have tried every 

means processions and meetings which were of no avail. We have tried demonstrations, and now at last we 

have to break windows. I wish I had broken more. I am not in the least repentant. Our women are working in 

far worse condition than the striking miners. I have seen widows struggling to bring up their children. Only 

two out of every five are fit to be soldiers. What is the good of a country like ours? England is absolutely on 

the wane. You only have one point of view, and that is the men's, and while men have done the best they 

could, they cannot go far without the women and the women's views. We believe the whole is in a muddle 

too horrible to think of." 

The coal miners were at that time engaging in a terrible strike, and the Government, instead of arresting the 

leaders, were trying to come to terms of peace with them. I reminded the magistrate of this fact, and I told 

him that what the women had done was but a fleabite by comparison with the miners' violence. I said 

further: "I hope our demonstration will be enough to show the Government that the women's agitation is 
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going on. If not, if you send me to prison, I will go further to show that women who have to help pay the 

salaries of Cabinet Ministers, and your salary too, sir, are going to have some voice in the making of the 

laws they have to obey." 

I was sentenced to two months' imprisonment. Others received sentences ranging from one week to two 

months, while those who were accused of breaking glass above five pounds in value, were committed for 

trial in higher courts. They were sent to prison on remand, and when the last of us were behind the grim 

gates, not only Holloway but three other women's prisons were taxed to provide for so many extra inmates. 

It was a stormy imprisonment for most of us. A great many of the women had received, in addition to their 

sentences, "hard labour," and this meant that the privileges at that time accorded to Suffragettes, as political 

offenders, were withheld. The women adopted the hunger strike as a protest, but as the hint was conveyed to 

me that the privileges would be restored, I advised a cessation of the strike. The remand prisoners demanded 

that I be allowed to exercise with them, and when this was not answered they broke the windows of their 

cells. The other suffrage prisoners, hearing the sound of shattered glass, and the singing of the Marseillaise, 

immediately broke their windows. The time had long gone by when the Suffragettes submitted meekly to 

prison discipline. And so passed the first days of my imprisonment. 

Source: www.gutenberg.org/files/34856/34856-h/34856-h.htm 

 

a. Explain the difference between a suffragist and a suffragette. 

b. Discuss the reasons why suffragettes became militant. 

  

http://www.gutenberg.org/files/34856/34856-h/34856-h.htm
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The Economic Consequences of the Peace by John Maynard Keynes (1919) 

[...] Chapter 4: The Treaty 

The thoughts which I have expressed in the second chapter were not present to the mind of Paris. The future 

life of Europe was not their concern; its means of livelihood was not their anxiety. Their preoccupations, 

good and bad alike, related to frontiers and nationalities, to the balance of power, to imperial 

aggrandisements, to the future enfeeblement of a strong and dangerous enemy, to revenge, and to the 

shifting by the victors of their unbearable financial burdens on to the shoulders of the defeated.  

Two rival schemes for the future polity of the world took the field -- the Fourteen Points of the President, 

and the Carthaginian peace of M. Clemenceau. Yet only one of these was entitled to take the field; for the 

enemy had not surrendered unconditionally, but on agreed terms as to the general character of the peace. 

[...] Chapter 6: Europe After the Treaty 

This chapter must be one of pessimism. The treaty includes no provisions for the economic rehabilitation of 

Europe -- nothing to make the defeated Central empires into good neighbours, nothing to stabilise the new 

states of Europe, nothing to reclaim Russia; nor does it promote in any way a compact of economic 

solidarity amongst the Allies themselves; no arrangement was reached at Paris for restoring the disordered 

finances of France and Italy, or to adjust the systems of the Old World and the New.  

The Council of Four paid no attention to these issues, being preoccupied with others - Clemenceau to crush 

the economic life of his enemy, Lloyd George to do a deal and bring home something which would pass 

muster for a week, the President to do nothing that was not just and right. It is an extraordinary fact that the 

fundamental economic problem of a Europe starving and disintegrating before their eyes, was the one 

question in which it was impossible to arouse the interest of the Four.[...] 

Source: socserv2.socsci.mcmaster.ca/~econ/ugcm/3ll3/keynes/peace.htm 

 

List Keynes’s main reservations about the Versailles Treaty ending WW1. 
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A Speech by Michael Collins in the Irish Parliament (Dail) on the Impending Anglo-Irish Treaty (Dec 

1921) 

 

[…] The whole attitude of Britain towards Ireland in the past was an attitude of intimidation, and we, as 

negotiators, were not in the position of conquerors dictating terms of peace to a vanquished foe. We had not 

beaten the enemy out of our country by force of arms. 

[…]To return to the Treaty, hardly anyone, even those who support it, really understands it, and it is 

necessary to explain it, and the immense powers and liberties it secures. This is my justification for having 

signed it, and for recommending it to the nation. Should the Dail reject it, I am, as I said, no longer 

responsible. But I am responsible for making the nation fully understand what it gains by accepting it, and 

what is involved in its rejection. So long as I have made that clear I am perfectly happy and satisfied. Now 

we must look facts in the face. For our continued national and spiritual existence two things are necessary – 

security and freedom. If the Treaty gives us these or helps us to get at these, then I maintain that it satisfies 

our national aspirations. 

The history of this nation has not been, as is so often said, the history of a military struggle of 750 years; it 

has been much more a history of peaceful penetration of 750 years. […] It has been a story of slow, steady, 

economic encroach by England. It has been a struggle on our part to prevent that, a struggle against 

exploitation, a struggle against the cancer that was eating up our lives, and it was only after discovering that, 

that it was economic penetration. that we discovered that political freedom was necessary in order that that 

should be stopped. Our aspirations, by whatever term they may be symbolised, had one thing in front all the 

time, that was to rid the country of the enemy strength. […] I maintain that the disappearance of that military 

strength gives us the chief proof that our national liberties are established.[…] 

Source: http://www.generalmichaelcollins.com/life-times/treaty/treaty-debate-michael-collins-speech/ 

 

List General Collins’s reasons for signing the treaty. 

  

http://www.generalmichaelcollins.com/life-times/treaty/treaty-debate-michael-collins-speech/
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7. BRITAIN BETWEEN THE WARS AND THE POLICY OF APPEASEMENT 

 

Neville Chamberlain. "Peace for Our Time," September 30, 1938 

The following statement was made by British Prime Minister, Neville Chamberlain, in front of #10 

Downing Street, London, after his arrival home from the notorious Munich Conference of 1938: 

’We, the German Fuhrer and Chancellor, and the British Prime Minister, have had a further meeting today 

and are agreed in recognizing that the question of Anglo-German relations is of the first importance for our 

two countries and for Europe. 

We regard the agreement signed last night and the Anglo-German Naval Agreement as symbolic of the 

desire of our two peoples never to go to war with one another again. 

We are resolved that the method of consultation shall be the method adopted to deal with any other 

questions that may concern our two countries, and we are determined to continue our efforts to remove 

possible sources of difference, and thus to contribute to assure the peace of Europe. 

My good friends, for the second time in our history, a British Prime Minister has returned from Germany 

bringing peace with honor. I believe it is "peace for our time." Go home and get a nice quiet sleep.’ 

Source: www.britannia.com/history/docs/peacetime.html 

 

See aspect below 

  

http://www.britannia.com/history/docs/peacetime.html
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Speech given by Winston Churchill on The Munich Agreement: "A Total and Unmitigated Defeat", 

House of Commons, October 5th, 1938 

[…] We are in the presence of a disaster of the first magnitude which has befallen Great Britain and France. 

Do not let us blind ourselves to that. It must now be accepted that all the countries of Central and Eastern 

Europe will make the best terms they can with the triumphant Nazi Power. The system of alliances in 

Central Europe upon which France has relied for her safety has been swept away, and I can see no means by 

which it can be reconstituted. 

The road down the Danube Valley to the black Sea, the resources of corn and oil, the road which leads as far 

as Turkey, has been opened. In fact, if not in form, it seems to me that all those countries of Middle Europe, 

all those Danubian countries, will, one after another, be drawn into this vast system of power politics - not 

only power military politics but power economic politics -- radiating from Berlin, and I believe this can be 

achieved quite smoothly and swiftly and will not necessarily entail the firing of a single shot... 

I do not grudge our loyal, brave people, who were ready to do their duty no matter what the cost, who never 

flinched under the strain of last week. I do not grudge them the natural, spontaneous outburst of joy and 

relief when they learned that the hard ordeal would no longer be required of them at the moment; but they 

should know the truth. They should know that there has been gross neglect and deficiency in our defences; 

they should know that we have sustained a defeat without a war, the consequences of which will travel far 

with us along our road; they should know that we have passed an awful milestone in our history, when the 

whole equilibrium of Europe has been deranged, and that the terrible words have for the time being been 

pronounced against the Western democracies. 

And do not suppose that this is the end. This is only the beginning of the reckoning.This is only the first sip, 

the first foretaste of a bitter cup which will be proffered to us year by year unless by a supreme recovery of 

moral health and martial vigour, we arise again and take our stand for freedom as in the olden time. 

Source: www.churchill-society-london.org.uk/Munich.html 

Contrast the two rival interpretations of the 1938-Munnich Conference, that of PM Chamberlain with 

Churchill’s Total and Unmitigated Defeat.  

  

http://www.churchill-society-london.org.uk/Munich.html
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8. THE SECOND WORLD WAR AND THE WELFARE STATE 

 

”Blood, Toil, Tears, and Sweat”. A Speech by Winston Churchill int he House of Commons, 13th May 

1940 

On Friday evening last I received His Majesty's Commission to form a new administration. 

[...]To form a new Administration of this scale and complexity is a serious undertaking in itself, but it must 

be remembered that we are at the preliminary stage of one of the greatest battles in history, that we are in 

action at many points in Norway, and in Holland, that we have to be prepared in the Mediterranean, that the 

air battle is continuous and that many, preparations have to be made here at home. In this crisis I hope I may 

be pardoned if I do not address the House at any length today. I hope that any of my friends and colleagues, 

or former colleagues, who are affected by the political reconstruction, will make all allowance for for lack of 

ceremony with which it has been necessary to act. I would say to the House, as I said to those who have 

joined the Government; 'I have nothing to offer but blood toil tears and sweat'. 

We have before us an ordeal of the most grievous kind, We have before us many, many long months of 

struggle and of suffering. You ask, what is our policy? I will say: It is to wage war, by sea, land and air, with 

all our might and with all the strength that God can give us: to wage war against a monstrous tyranny, never 

surpassed in the dark, lamentable catalogue of human crime. That is our policy. You ask, What is our aim? I 

can answer in one word: Victory - victory - at all costs, victory, in spite of all terror, victory, however long 

and hard the road may be; for without victory, there is no survival. Let that be realised; no survival for the 

British Empire; no survival for all that the British Empire has stood for, no survival for the urge and impulse 

of the ages, that mankind will move forward towards its goal. But I take up my task with buoyancy and 

hope. I feel sure that our cause will not be suffered to fail among men. At this time I feel entitled to claim 

the aid of all, and I say, 'Come, then, let us go forward together with our united strength.' 

Source: www.churchill-society-london.org.uk/BdTlTrsS.html 

 

Explain Churchill’s asssessment of the war situation in May 1940 and his main message for the future.

 

  

http://www.churchill-society-london.org.uk/BdTlTrsS.html
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”Social Insurance and Allied Services”. A Report by Sir William Beveridge (November 1942) 

 

The Plan for Social Security is put forward as part of a general programme of social policy. It is one part 

only of an attack upon five giant evils: upon the physical, Want with which it is directly concerned, upon 

Disease which often causes that Want and brings many other troubles in its train, upon Ignorance which no 

democracy can afford among its citizens, upon the Squalor which arises mainly through haphazard 

distribution of industry and population, and upon the Idleness which destroys wealth and corrupts men, 

whether they are well fed or not, when they are idle. In seeking security not merely against physical want, 

but against all these evils in all their forms, and in showing that security can be combined with freedom and 

enterprise and responsibility of the individual for his own life, the British community and those who in other 

lands have inherited the British tradition have a vital service to render to human progress. 

[…]The main feature of the Plan for Social Security is a scheme of social insurance against interruption and 

destruction of earning power and for special expenditure arising at birth, marriage or death. […]All the 

principal cash payments — for unemployment, disability and retirement will continue so long as the need 

lasts, […] and will be paid from a Social Insurance Fund built up by contributions from the insured persons, 

from their employers, if ‘any, and from the State. 

Source: https://archive.org/stream/in.ernet.dli.2015.275849/2015.275849.The-Beveridge_djvu.txt 

List the five giant evils according to Beveridge and explain the planned social security scheme. 

  

https://archive.org/stream/in.ernet.dli.2015.275849/2015.275849.The-Beveridge_djvu.txt
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9. POLARIZATION AND UNIFICATION AFTER WW2 

BRITAIN AND THE EEC 

 

Percentage agreement between Churchill and Stalin (Moscow, Oct 1944) 

Churchill recorded the proceedins in his diary: 

'The moment was apt for business, so I said "Let us settle about our affairs in the Balkans. Your armies are 

in Rumania and Bulgaria. We have interests, missions and agents there. Don't let us get at cross-purposes in 

small ways. So far as Britain and Russia are concerned, how would it do for you to have ninety per cent 

predominance in Rumania, for us to have ninety per cent of the say in Greece, and go fifty-fifty about 

Yugoslavia?" While this was being translated I wrote out on a half a sheet of paper: 

Rumania: Russia 90% The others 10% 

Greece: Great Britain 90%(in accord with USA) Russia 10% 

Yugoslavia: 50-50% 

Hungary: 50-50% 

Bulgaria: Russia 75% The others 25% 

'I pushed this across to Stalin, who had by then heard the translation. There was a slight pause. Then he took 

his blue pencil and made a large tick upon it, and passed it back to us. It was all settled in no more time than 

it takes to set down, ... After this there was a long silence. The pencilled paper lay in the centre of the table. 

At length I said, "might it not be thought rather cynical if it seemed we had disposed of these issues, so 

fateful to millions of people, in such an off-hand manner? Let us burn the paper". "No, you keep it" said 

Stalin'. 

Source: www.marxists.org/glossary/events/p/o.htm 

 

Elaborate on the essence of the agreement between Churchill and Stalin regarding the future of East 

Central Europe. 

 

  

http://www.marxists.org/glossary/events/p/o.htm
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”The Sinews of Power” (Iron curtain) Speech by Winston Churchill. (Fulton, Missouri, March, 1946) 

 

[...]A shadow has fallen upon the scenes so lately lighted by the Allied victory. Nobody knows what Soviet 

Russia and its Communist international organisation intends to do in the immediate future, or what are the 

limits, if any, to their expansive and proselytising tendencies. I have a strong admiration and regard for the 

valiant Russian people and for my wartime comrade, Marshal Stalin. There is deep sympathy and goodwill 

in Britain - and I doubt not here also - towards the peoples of all the Russias and a resolve -lo persevere 

through many differences and rebuffs in establishing lasting friendships. We understand the Russian need to 

be secure on her western frontiers by the removal of all possibility of German aggression. We welcome 

Russia to her rightful place among the leading nations of the world. We welcome her flag upon the seas. 

Above all, we welcome constant, frequent and growing contacts between the Russian people and our own 

people on both sides of the Atlantic. It is my duty, however, for I am sure you would wish me to state the 

facts as I see them to you, to place before you certain facts about the present position in Europe. 

From Stettin in the Baltic to Trieste in the Adriatic, an iron curtain has descended across the Continent. 

Behind that line lie all the capitals of the ancient states of Central and Eastern Europe. Warsaw, Berlin, 

Prague, Vienna, Budapest, Belgrade, Bucharest and Sofia, all these famous cities and the populations around 

them lie in what I must call the Soviet sphere, and all are subject in one form or another, not only to Soviet 

influence but to a very high and, in many cases, increasing measure of control from Moscow. Athens alone 

Greece with its immortal glories is free to decide its future at an election under British American and French 

observation. The Russian-dominated Polish Government has been encouraged to make enormous and 

wrongful inroads upon Germany, and mass expulsions of millions of Germans on a scale grievous and 

undreamed-of are now taking place. The Communist parties, which were very small in all these Eastern 

States of Europe, have been raised to pre-eminence and power far beyond their numbers and are seeking 

everywhere to obtain totalitarian control. Police governments are prevailing in nearly every case, and so far, 

except in Czechoslovakia, there is no true democracy.[...] 

Source: www.churchill-society-london.org.uk/Fulton.html 

 

Explain Churchill's view of postwar (East Central) Europe. 

http://www.churchill-society-london.org.uk/Fulton.html
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”Let Europe Arise!”. A Speech by Winston Churchill. (Zurich, September 1946) 

 

I WISH TO SPEAK TO YOU TODAY about the tragedy of Europe. 

This noble continent, comprising on the whole the fairest and the most cultivated regions of the earth; 

enjoying a temperate and equable climate, is the home of all the great parent races of the western world. It is 

the fountain of Christian faith and Christian ethics. It is the origin of most of the culture, arts, philosophy 

and science both of ancient and modem times. 

[...]And what is the plight to which Europe has been reduced? 

Some of the smaller States have indeed made a good recovery, but over wide areas a vast quivering mass of 

tormented, hungry, care-worn and bewildered human beings gape at the ruins of their cities and homes, and 

scan the dark horizons for the approach of some new peril, tyranny or terror. 

[...]Yet all the while there is a remedy which, if it were generally and spontaneously adopted, would as if by 

a miracle transform the whole scene, and would in a few years make all Europe, or the greater part of it, as 

free and as happy as Switzerland is today. 

What is this sovereign remedy? 

It is to re-create the European Family, or as much of it as we can, and provide it with a structure under which 

it can dwell in peace, in safety and in freedom. 

We must build a kind of United States of Europe. 

In this way only will hundreds of millions of toilers be able to regain the simple joys and hopes which make 

life worth living. 

The process is simple. 

[...]We all know that the two world wars through which we have passed arose out of the vain passion of a 

newly united Germany to play the dominating part in the world. 

In this last struggle crimes and massacres have been committed for which there is no parallel since the 

invasions of the Mongols in the fourteenth century and no equal at any time in human history. 

The guilty must be punished. Germany must be deprived of the power to rearm and make another aggressive 

war. 

But when all this has been done, as it will be done, as it is being done, there must be an end to retribution. 

There must be what Mr Gladstone many years ago called 'a blessed act of oblivion'. 

We must all turn our backs upon the horrors of the past. We must look to the future. We cannot afford to 

drag forward across the years that are to come the hatreds and revenges which have sprung from the injuries 

of the past. 

[...]I am now going to say something that will astonish you. 

The first step in the re-creation of the European family must be a partnership between France and Germany. 

In this way only can France recover the moral leadership of Europe. 
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There can be no revival of Europe without a spiritually great France and a spiritually great Germany. 

[...]Our constant aim must be to build and fortify the strength of the United Nations Organisation. 

Under and within that world concept, we must re-create the European family in a regional structure called, it 

may be, the United States of Europe. 

The first step is to form a Council of Europe. 

If at first all the States of Europe are not willing or able to join the Union, we must nevertheless proceed to 

assemble and combine those who will and those who can. 

The salvation of the common people of every race and of every land from war or servitude must be 

established on solid foundations and must be guarded by the readiness of all men and women to die rather 

than submit to tyranny. 

In all this urgent work, France and Germany must take the lead together. 

Great Britain, the British Commonwealth of Nations, mighty America, and I trust Soviet Russia - for then 

indeed all would be well - must be the friends and sponsors of the new Europe and must champion its right 

to live and shine. 

Source: www.churchill-society-london.org.uk/astonish.html 

 

Explain Churchill's vision of the future of Europe and list its preconditions. 

  

http://www.churchill-society-london.org.uk/astonish.html
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Map: The Suez Canal (1869) 

 

Map: The Suez Crisis (1956) 
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”The end of a thousand years of history”. A Speech by Hugh Gaitskell (October 1962) 

 

[...] But here is another question we have to ask; what exactly is involved in the concept of political union? 

We hear a lot about it; we are told that the Economic Community is not just a customs union, that all who 

framed it saw it as a stepping towards political integration. We ought to be told what is meant by that, for if 

this be true our entry into the Common Market carries with it some very serious political obligations. But 

when you ask it is not easy to get a clear answer. When Mr. Macmillan speaks of belonging to a larger 

political unit what does he mean by 'belonging'? What are we supposed to be joining? 

[...] What does federation mean? It means that powers are taken from national governments and handed over 

to federal governments and to federal parliaments. It means - I repeat it - that if we go into this we are no 

more than a state (as it were) in the United States of Europe, such as Texas and California. They are 

remarkably friendly examples, you do not find every state as rich or having such good weather as those two! 

But I could take others: it would be the same as in Australia, where you have Western Australia, for 

example, and New South Wales. We should be like them. This is what it means; it does mean the end of 

Britain as an independent nation state. It may be a good thing or a bad thing but we must recognise that this 

is so. 

[...]We must be clear about this: it does mean, if this is the idea, the end of Britain as an independent 

European state. I make no apology for repeating it. It means the end of a thousand years of history. You may 

say 'Let it end' but, my goodness, it is a decision that needs a little care and thought. And it does mean the 

end of the Commonwealth. How can one really seriously suppose that if the mother country, the centre of 

the Commonwealth, is a province of Europe (which is what federation means) it could continue to exist as 

the mother country of a series of independent nations? It is sheer nonsense.[...] 

Source: www.ena.lu?lang=2&doc=6494 

 

List Gaitskell's arguments against joining the EEC. 

  

http://www.ena.lu/?lang=2&doc=6494
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10. MULTICULTURAL BRITAIN 

 

Harold Macmillan's "Wind of Change" Speech in the South African Parliament (February 1960) 

[...] As I've travelled around the Union I have found everywhere, as I expected, a deep preoccupation with 

what is happening in the rest of the African continent. I understand and sympathise with your interests in 

these events and your anxiety about them. 

[...] In the twentieth century, and especially since the end of the war, the processes which gave birth to the 

nation states of Europe have been repeated all over the world. We have seen the awakening of national 

consciousness in peoples who have for centuries lived in dependence upon some other power. Fifteen years 

ago this movement spread through Asia. Many countries there, of different races and civilisations, pressed 

their claim to an independent national life. 

Today the same thing is happening in Africa, and the most striking of all the impressions I have formed 

since I left London a month ago is of the strength of this African national consciousness. In different places 

it takes different forms, but it is happening everywhere. 

The wind of change is blowing through this continent, and whether we like it or not, this growth of national 

consciousness is a political fact. We must all accept it as a fact, and our national policies must take account 

of it. 

Well you understand this better than anyone, you are sprung from Europe, the home of nationalism, here in 

Africa you have yourselves created a free nation. A new nation. Indeed in the history of our times yours will 

be recorded as the first of the African nationalists. This tide of national consciousness which is now rising in 

Africa, is a fact, for which both you and we, and the other nations of the western world are ultimately 

responsible. 

For its causes are to be found in the achievements of western civilisation, in the pushing forwards of the 

frontiers of knowledge, the applying of science to the service of human needs, in the expanding of food 

production, in the speeding and multiplying of the means of communication, and perhaps above all and more 

than anything else in the spread of education. 

As I have said, the growth of national consciousness in Africa is a political fact, and we must accept it as 

such. That means, I would judge, that we've got to come to terms with it. I sincerely believe that if we 

cannot do so we may imperil the precarious balance between the East and West on which the peace of the 

world depends. 

Source: www.southafrica.to/history/WindsOfChange.htm 

 

Explain what PM Harold Macmillan means by the term 'wind of change' and the British attitude he 

recommends. 

  

http://www.southafrica.to/history/WindsOfChange.htm
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Enoch Powell’s ”Rivers of Blood” Speech. (April, 1968) 

A week or two ago I fell into conversation with a constituent, a middle-aged, quite ordinary working man 

employed in one of our nationalised industries. After a sentence or two about the weather, he suddenly said: 

"If I had the money to go, I wouldn't stay in this country…I have three children, all of them been through 

grammar school and two of them married now, with family. I shan't be satisfied till I have seen them all 

settled overseas. In this country in 15 or 20 years' time the black man will have the whip hand over the white 

man." 

[...] Here is a decent, ordinary fellow Englishman, who in broad daylight in my own town says to me, his 

Member of Parliament, that his country will not be worth living in for his children. I simply do not have the 

right to shrug my shoulders and think about something else. What he is saying, thousands and hundreds of 

thousands are saying and thinking - not throughout Great Britain, perhaps, but in the areas that are already 

undergoing the total transformation to which there is no parallel in a thousand years of English history. In 15 

or 20 years, on present trends, there will be in this country three and a half million Commonwealth 

immigrants and their descendants. That is not my figure. That is the official figure given to parliament by the 

spokesman of the Registrar General's Office. 

[...] The natural and rational first question with a nation confronted by such a prospect is to ask: "How can 

its dimensions be reduced?"[...] The answers to the simple and rational question are equally simple and 

rational: by stopping, or virtually stopping, further inflow, and by promoting the maximum outflow. Both 

answers are part of the official policy of the Conservative Party. 

[...] I turn to re-emigration. If all immigration ended tomorrow, the rate of growth of the immigrant and 

immigrant-descended population would be substantially reduced, but the prospective size of this element in 

the population would still leave the basic character of the national danger unaffected. [...] Hence the urgency 

of implementing now the second element of the Conservative Party's policy: the encouragement of re-

emigration. 

[...] The third element of the Conservative Party's policy is that all who are in this country as citizens should 

be equal before the law and that there shall be no discrimination or difference made between them by public 

authority. As Mr Heath has put it we will have no "first-class citizens" and "second-class citizens." "Eight 

years ago in a respectable street in Wolverhampton a house was sold to a Negro. Now only one white (a 

woman old-age pensioner) lives there. This is her story. She lost her husband and both her sons in the war. 

So she turned her seven-roomed house, her only asset, into a boarding house. She worked hard and did well, 

paid off her mortgage and began to put something by for her old age. Then the immigrants moved in. With 

growing fear, she saw one house after another taken over. The quiet street became a place of noise and 

confusion. Regretfully, her white tenants moved out [...] Immigrants have offered to buy her house - at a 

price which the prospective landlord would be able to recover from his tenants in weeks, or at most a few 

months. She is becoming afraid to go out. Windows are broken. She finds excreta pushed through her letter 

box. When she goes to the shops, she is followed by children, charming, wide-grinning piccaninnies. They 

cannot speak English, but one word they know. "Racialist," they chant. 

[...] As I look ahead, I am filled with foreboding; like the Roman, I seem to see "the River Tiber foaming 

with much blood." 

Source: www.telegraph.co.uk/comment/3643823/Enoch-Powells-Rivers-of-Blood-speech.html 

 

List the problems caused by immigration and possible solutions according to E.Powell. 

  

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/comment/3643823/Enoch-Powells-Rivers-of-Blood-speech.html
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11. THATCHERISM 

Margaret Thatcher: TV Interview for London Weekend Television Weekend World ("Victorian 

Values") 16 January, 1983 

[...]Brian Walden: All right Prime Minister let me swing away from the economy now, to ask you something 

rather more general but I think very important. Politics isn't all about promises and pledges and rates of 

inflation and percentages. A great deal of it is about vision. [...]Am I wrong when I say that what you seem 

to be looking for is a more self-reliant Britain, a thriftier Britain, a Britain where people are freer to act, 

where they get less assistance from the State, where they're less burdened by the State, is that the sort of 

Britain that you want to bring about at the end of your Premiership? 

Margaret Thatcher: Yes, very much so. And where people are more independent of the State. I think we 

went through a period when too many people began to expect their standard of living to be guaranteed by 

the State, and so great protest movements came that you could, by having sufficient protests, sufficient dem 

onstrations against Government, get somehow a larger share for yourself, and they looked to the protest and 

the demonstrations and the strikes to get a bigger share for them, but it always had to come from the people 

who really strived to do more and to do better. 

Brian Walden: All right, now you know, when you say you agree with those values, those values don't so 

much have a future resonance, there's nothing terribly new about them. They have a resonance of our past. 

Now obviously Britain is a very different country from the one it was in Victorian times when there was 

great p overty, great wealth, etc., but you've really outlined an approval of what I would call Victorian 

values. The sort of values, if you like, that helped to build the country throughout the 19th Century. Now is 

that right? 

Margaret Thatcher: Oh exactly. Very much so. Those were the values when our country became great, but 

not only did our country become great internationally, also so much advance was made in this country. 

Colossal advance, as people prospered themsel ves so they gave great voluntary things to the State. So many 

of the schools we replace now were voluntary schools, so many of the hospitals we replace were hospitals 

given by this great benefaction feeling that we have in Britain, even some of the prisons, the Town Halls. As 

our people prospered, so they used their independence and initiative to prosper others, not compulsion by the 

State. Yes, I want to see one nation, as you go back to Victorian times, but I want everyone to have their 

own personal property stake. Property, every single one in this country, that's why we go so hard for owner-

occupation, this is where we're going to get one nation. I want them to have their own savings w hich retain 

their value, so they can pass things onto their children, so you get again a people, everyone strong and 

independent of Government, as well as a fundamental safety net below which no-one can fall. [Churchill] 

Winston put it best. You want a ladder, upwards, anyone, no matter what their background, can climb, but a 

fundamental safety net below which no-one can fall. That's the British character.[...] 

Source: www.margaretthatcher.org/speeches/displaydocument.asp?docid=105087 

 

List the characteristics of PM Margaret Thatcher's ideal Britain. 

  

http://www.margaretthatcher.org/speeches/displaydocument.asp?docid=105087
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Margaret Thatcher’s Speech to the College of Europe:"The Bruges Speech" (20 September, 1988) 

[...]Mr. Chairman, you have invited me to speak on the subject of Britain and Europe. Perhaps I should 

congratulate you on your courage.If you believe some of the things said and written about my views on 

Europe, it must seem rather like inviting Genghis Khan to speak on the virtues of peaceful coexistence! 

[...]But we British have in a very special way contributed to Europe. Over the centuries we have fought to 

prevent Europe from falling under the dominance of a single power. We have fought and we have died for 

her freedom.Only miles from here, in Belgium, lie the bodies of 120,000 British soldiers who died in the 

First World War. 

[...]The European Community is one manifestation of that European identity, but it is not the only one. We 

must never forget that east of the Iron Curtain, people who once enjoyed a full share of European culture, 

freedom and identity have been cut off from their roots. We shall always look on Warsaw, Prague and 

Budapest as great European cities. 

 [...]Yes, we have looked also to wider horizons-as have others-and thank goodness for that, because Europe 

never would have prospered and never will prosper as a narrow-minded, inward-looking club. The European 

Community belongs to all its members. It must reflect the traditions and aspirations of all its members. 

[...]The Community is not an end in itself. Nor is it an institutional device to be constantly modified 

according to the dictates of some abstract intellectual concept. Nor must it be ossified by endless regulation. 

[...] I want to see us work more closely on the things we can do better together than alone. Europe is stronger 

when we do so, whether it be in trade, in defence or in our relations with the rest of the world. But working 

more closely together does not require power to be centralised in Brussels or decisions to be taken by an 

appointed bureaucracy. Indeed, it is ironic that just when those countries such as the Soviet Union, which 

have tried to run everything from the centre, are learning that success depends on dispersing power and 

decisions away from the centre, there are some in the Community who seem to want to move in the opposite 

direction.We have not successfully rolled back the frontiers of the state in Britain, only to see them re-

imposed at a European level with a European super-state exercising a new dominance from Brussels. 

Certainly we want to see Europe more united and with a greater sense of common purpose.But it must be in 

a way which preserves the different traditions, parliamentary powers and sense of national pride in one's 

own country; for these have been the source of Europe's vitality through the centuries. 

[...]It is the same with frontiers between our countries. Of course, we want to make it easier for goods to 

pass through frontiers.Of course, we must make it easier for people to travel throughout the Community.But 

it is a matter of plain common sense that we cannot totally abolish frontier controls if we are also to protect 

our citizens from crime and stop the movement of drugs, of terrorists and of illegal immigrants. 

My last guiding principle concerns the most fundamental issue-the European countries' role in 

defence.Europe must continue to maintain a sure defence through NATO.There can be no question of 

relaxing our efforts, even though it means taking difficult decisions and meeting heavy costs. 

It is to NATO that we owe the peace that has been maintained over 40 years. [...] 

Source:www.margaretthatcher.org/speeches/displaydocument.asp?docid=107332 

 

http://www.margaretthatcher.org/speeches/displaydocument.asp?docid=107332
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Explain Thatcher's view about the European Community and the role of the NATO in Europe. 
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12. POST-THATCHER YEARS 

BRITAIN TODAY 

Tony Blair’s Speech at the Labour Party Conference (Sept 1999) 

For the last half century, we have been torn between Europe and the United States, searching for our identity 

in the post-Empire world. 

I pose this simple question: is our destiny with Europe or not? 

If the answer is no, then we should leave. But we would leave an economic union in which 50 per cent of 

our trade is done, on which millions of British jobs depend. Our economic future would be uncertain. But 

what is certain is that we would not be a power. 

Britain would no longer play a determining part in the future of the continent to which we belong. That 

would be the real end of one thousand years of history. We can choose this destiny. But we should do it with 

our eyes open and our senses alert, not blindfold and dulled by the incessant propaganda of Europhobes. 

The single currency is, of course, a decision that must be dependent on the economic conditions; and on the 

consent of the British people in a referendum. 

If we believe our destiny is with Europe, then let us leave behind the muddling through, the hesitation, the 

half-heartedness which has characterised British relations with Europe for forty years and play our part with 

confidence and pride giving us the chance to defeat the forces of conservatism, economic and political, that 

hold Europe back too. 

There is no choice between Europe and America. Britain is stronger with the US today because we are 

strong in Europe. Britain has the potential to be the bridge between Europe and America and for the 21st 

century the narrow-minded isolationism of right-wing Tories should not block our path to fulfilling it. 

The nation-state is changing. 

The Tory policy on devolution left them without a single seat anywhere in Scotland and Wales. Delivering 

our promise of a Scottish Parliament and Welsh Assembly has strengthened the UK not weakened it, and 

now having defeated the force of conservatism in granting devolution, let us continue to defeat the 

separatism which is just the forces of conservatism by another name. 

And don't let the forces of conservatism stop devolution in Northern Ireland too. 

Those who are addicted to violence. Those who confuse any progress with selling out. They shouldn't 

determine Northern Ireland's future. Walk through Belfast. No armed soldiers. Drive through it. No road 

blocks. In the last year, the first time in 30 years, not a single member of the security forces killed. 1996, 

8,000 plastic bullets fired. This year 99.Yes, there is violence and any violence is unacceptable. But don't 

throw away all that has been achieved. 

Source: https://www.theguardian.com/politics/1999/sep/28/labourconference.labour14 

 

Discuss PM Blair’s view about the relationship between 

a. Britain and Europe 

b. Britain and the USA 

c. England and Scotland  

d. England and Ireland 

  

https://www.theguardian.com/politics/1999/sep/28/labourconference.labour14
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David Cameron’s Speech on the Impending EU-Referendum (May 2016) 

[…]Next month we will make our choice as a nation. 

I am very clear. Britain is stronger and safer in the EU, as well as better off. And the EU benefits from 

Britain being inside rather than out. 

This is a Europe that Britain has helped to shape. A continent that Britain helped liberate not once in the last 

century, but twice.  

And we always wanted two things from the EU. One: the creation of a vast single market; one we thought 

would benefit our economy enormously and spread prosperity throughout our neighbourhood. And two: a 

Europe in which Britain helped the nations which languished under Communism return to the European 

fold; nations who still look to us as a friend and protector and do not want us to abandon them now. 

We’ve got both of those things. 

Because the truth is that if we were not in it, the European Union would in all likelihood still exist. So we 

would still have to deal with it. 

Now we have the opportunity to have what we have always wanted: to be in the single market, but out of the 

euro. To be at the European Council, with our full voting and veto rights, but specifically exempted from 

ever closer union. To have the opportunity to work, live and travel in other EU countries, but to retain full 

controls at our border. To take part in the home affairs cooperation that benefits our security, but outside 

those measures we don’t like. And to keep our currency. 

That is, frankly, the best of both worlds. No wonder our friends and allies want us to take it. To lead, not to 

quit. It is what the Chinese call a win win. 

[…]No one seriously suggests any more that after forty years in the EU, we have become less British. We’re 

proud. We’re independent. We get things done. So let’s not walk away from the institutions that help us to 

win in the world. Let’s not walk away from the EU, any more than we would walk away from the UN, or 

from NATO. We’re bigger than that. 

So I say – instead, let us remain, let us fight our corner, let us play the part we should, as a great power in 

the world, and a great and growing power in Europe. 

That is the big, bold, and patriotic decision for Britain on 23 June. 

Source: https://www.conservativehome.com/parliament/2016/05/camerons-speech-on-brexit-full-text.html 

Explain PM Cameron’s point of view regarding Britain leaving the European Union. 
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