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A Brief Note
Dear Sophomores,

We very much miss the time we get to spend studying these things together in class. We were so
looking forward to discussing nationalism, communism, capitalism, and all the other good stuff
you will study in this unit. You now have a special opportunity to grow as an independent learner
and we have no doubt this will help you wherever you go in life. This is fascinating stuff! Enjoy
getting to study it at your pace in the comfort of your home. Look further into any subject that
interests you. If you have any questions or want more resources, please email us. We are still
your teachers. Think of sending an email as virtually raising your hand. When you are old and
gray, like us, you will look back on these weeks and tell stories about that time the whole world
shut down in 2020.

All the best,
Mr. Smith and Miss Linz
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Packet Overview

Date Objective(s) Page Number

Monday, March 23 1. Contrast the political outlooks of nineteenth 3
century nationalism and liberalism.

Tuesday, March 24 1. Evaluate the ways in which nineteenth century 8
conservatism opposed reform both domestically and
internationally.

Wednesday, March 25 | 1. Explain how industrialization in the nineteenth 12
century changed the labor force and the family in
Europe.

Thursday, March 26 | 1. Analyze how classical economics justified 16
industrialism and how socialism reacted against
industrialism.

Friday, March 27 1. Summarize the political causes and effects of the 22
various revolutions that took place in 1848.

Additional Directions: This packet is designed to complete without printing out the full packet.
Simply type or write your answers on separate sheet. Start a new page for each day. Label each
day with your name, “Humane Letters”, and the date. Write the name of the bolded section
heading you are working on and put the number next to each answer you write. Please write
clearly and in complete sentences. When you submit your packet simply turn in your answers.
You do not need to turn in the whole packet. Happy Learning!

Academic Honesty

| certify that | completed this assignment | certify that my student completed this
independently in accordance with the GHNO  assignment independently in accordance with
Academy Honor Code. the GHNO Academy Honor Code.
Student signature: Parent signature:
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Monday, March 23

History Unit: Nineteenth Century
Lesson 1: The Challenges of Nationalism and Liberalism to European Order 1815-1830

Unit Overview: Nineteenth Century

In our next unit of history, we will study nineteenth century Europe starting from the end of the
Napoleonic Wars in 1815. We will discover how several new ideologies were born both from
Enlightenment thought and from increasing industrialization that caused serious challenges for European
society. Sometimes the nineteenth century is regarded as the century of isms. Secular ideologies, as
opposed to religious beliefs, took hold both in academic and popular imaginations. These included
nationalism, liberalism, conservatism, socialism, and communism. Sometimes there was overlap between
these ideologies. Sometimes they violently opposed each other. They would all have profound effects on
the way modern people viewed politics, society, religion, and reality itself.

It is important to remember that these ideologies developed against a backdrop of increasing
industrialization in Europe. As the industrial revolution spread from Great Britain across the continent,
people from all social classes experienced significant change in almost every facet of their life. For
industrial workers specifically, unemployment and low standards of living became an ever-present
danger. The tensions and fears caused by Europe’s rapid industrial transformation would lead to several
revolutions across the continent in 1848. People’s daily economic concerns were being joined with the
new secular ideologies to form powerful movements that shook the foundations of European social and
political power.

Finally, the new ideologies, increased wealth, and a strong push for economic efficiency led to significant
movements for unification in nations that had long resisted centralization of power. New nation-states
were formed that joined economic liberalism, conservative leadership, and nationalistic identities. By the
end of the century, Europe had a drastically changed political and ideological makeup that would set the
stage for the greatest global conflicts in world history.

Socratic Guiding Question: Keep these questions in mind as you study this lesson!
What defines a nation? What is the relationship between an individual and his government?

Objective: Be able to do this by the end of this lesson.
1. Contrast the political outlooks of nineteenth century nationalism and liberalism.

Introduction to Lesson 1

The French Revolution and the Napoleonic Wars had threatened Europe’s political and social institutions
with destruction. After the defeat of Napoleon and the restoration of the monarchy in France, leaders from
across Europe continued to fear that the political ideals that inspired French republicanism along with a
growing sense of national identities would lead to revolutions in their own countries.

The French Revolution championed three ideals: Liberty, Equality, and Fraternity! These ideals did not
die with the defeat of Napoleon. The seeds of revolution had been sown. The nineteenth century was in
many ways a struggle to define, accomplish, or suppress those ideals. After the Congress of Vienna
restored the status quo in Europe in 1815, the ruling classes were confronted with two main ideological
enemies: nationalism and liberalism. Today we will examine the ideologies of nationalism and liberalism
and how they threatened the established order in Europe.
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Nationalism

One reform movement that threatened the status quo was nationalism. Read and annotate this excerpt by
Italian nationalist Giuseppe Mazzini where he seeks to define what nationality means and what the goals
of nationalism are.

Mazzini Defines Nationality (1835)

The essential characteristics of a nationality are common ideas, common principles and a
common purpose. A nation is an association of those who are brought together by language, by given
geographical conditions or by the role assigned them by history, who acknowledge the same
principles and who march together to the conquest of a single definite goal under the rule of a uniform
body of law.

The life of a nation consists in harmonious activity (that is, the employment of all individual
capabilities and energies comprised within the association) towards this single goal...

But nationality means even more than this. Nationality also consists in the share of
mankind’s labors which God assigns to a people. This mission is the task which a people must
perform to the end that the Divine Idea shall be realized in this world,; it is the work which gives a
people its rights as a member of Mankind; it is the baptismal rite which endows a people with its own
character and its rank in the brotherhood of nations...

Nationality depends for its very existence upon its sacredness within and beyond its borders.

If nationality is to be inviolable for all, friends and foes alike, it must be regarded inside a
country as holy, like a religion, and outside a country as a grave mission. It is necessary too that the
ideas arising from within a country grow steadily, as part of the general law of Humanity which is the
source of all nationality. It is necessary that these ideas be shown to other lands in their beauty and
purity, free from any alien mixture, from any slavish fears, from any skeptical hesitancy, strong and
active, embracing in their evolution every aspect and manifestation of the life of the nation. These
ideas a necessary component in the order of universal destiny, must retain their originality even as
they enter harmoniously into mankind’s general progress.

The people must be the basis of nationality; its logically derived and vigorously applied
principles its means; the strength of all its strength; the improvement of the life of all and the
happiness of the greatest possible number its results; and the accomplishment of the task assigned to it
by God its goal. This is what we mean by nationality.

1. What are the specific qualities of a people that Mazzini associates with nationalism? How and why
does Mazzini relate nationalism to divine purposes?
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Memorize this definition of nationalism: A political outlook that sees a nation as composed of people
who are joined together by the bonds of a common language, as well as common customs, culture, and
history, and because of those bonds, should be administered by the same government

2. Thinking back to last chapter, what was the primary goal of the Congress of Vienna? Was this goal
consistent with the goals of nationalism? Why or why not?

There were six areas in Europe where nationalism seriously threatened the status quo:
Ireland and England
Prussia and Austria
Italy and Austria
Poland and Russia
Hungarians/Czechs/Slovenes in Austria
Serbs/Greeks/Albanians/Romanians/Bulgarians in Balkan peninsula

Liberalism

A separate reform movement that threatened the status quo in Europe was liberalism. It is important to
remember that nineteenth century European liberalism is not the same as 21% century American
liberalism. In fact, both American conservativism and American liberalism for the most part accept the
tenets of nineteenth century liberalism. Please keep this distinction in mind. Here are some of the basics
of European liberalism in the nineteenth century:

I. Political Goals of Liberalism
A. What were the foundations of liberalism?
1. Enlightenment Philosophy
2. Traditional English Liberties (as found in Magna Carta and Bill of Rights)
3. “Principles of 1789 (as found in Declaration of the Rights of Man and Citizen)
B. What were the values of liberalism?
1. Legal Equality (as opposed to equality of condition)
2. Religious toleration
3. Freedom of the press
C. What was the political framework liberalism sought to achieve?
1. Limit arbitrary power to protect individual and his property
2. Legitimacy of government derived from consent of governed
3. Power primarily held by representative bodies like Parliament
4. Written constitutions as safeguard to liberties
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I1. Economic Goals of liberalism
A. Who were the proponents of economic liberalism?
1. Manufacturers in Great Britain
2. Middle class property owners in France
3. Traders in Germany and Italy
B. Supported the economic ideas of Adam Smith in opposition to mercantilism
1.Wanted to eliminate tariffs and barriers to trade
2. Viewed labor as a commodity to be bought and sold — opposed wage laws and guilds
C. Believed people should have liberty to use their own talent and property to enrich themselves

1. Write 2-3 sentences summarizing the political and economic goals of nineteenth century liberalism.

Read and annotate this excerpt from Benjamin Constant, a proponent of liberalism in the nineteenth
century. Here he seeks to distinguish what he calls “modern liberty” from “ancient liberty.”

Benjamin Constant Discusses Modern Liberty (1819)

[Modern liberty] is, for each individual, the right not to be subjected to anything but the law,
not to be arrested, or detained, or put to death, or mistreated in any manner, as a result of the arbitrary
will of one or several individuals. It is each man’s right to express his opinions, to chose and exercise
his profession, to dispose of his property and even abuse it, to come and go without obtaining
permission and without having to give account of either his motives or his itinerary. It is his right to
associate with other individuals, either to confer about mutual interests or profess the cult that he and
his associates prefer or simply to fill his days and hours in the manner most conforming to his
inclinations and fantasies. Finally, it is each man’s right to exert influence on the administration of
government, either through the election of some or all of its public functionaries, or through
remonstrances, petitions, and demands which authorities are more or less obliged to take into
account...

Just as the liberty we now require is distinct from that of the ancients, so this new liberty itself
requires an organization different from that suitable for ancient liberty. For the latter, the more time
and energy a man consecrated to the exercise of his political rights, the more free he believed himself
to be. Given the type of liberty to which we are now susceptible, the more the exercise of our political
rights leaves us time for our private interests, the more precious we find our liberty to be. From
this...stems the necessity of the representative system. The representative system is nothing else than
the organization through which a nation unloads on several individuals what it cannot and will not do
for itself. Poor men handle their own affairs; rich men hire managers. This is the story of ancient and
modern nations. The representative system is the power of attorney given to certain men by the mass
of the people who want their interests defended but who nevertheless do not always have the time to
defend those interests themselves.
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2. What are the specific ways in which a modern citizen should be free from government control?

3. What is Constant’s defense of representative government?

Closing: Check your understanding of the lesson by answering the following question in 5-7 sentences.

1. Contrast the political outlooks of nineteenth century nationalism and liberalism.
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Tuesday, March 24

History Unit: Nineteenth Century
Lesson 2: The Conservative Order 1815-1830

Socratic Guiding Question: Keep this question in mind as you study!
What is the proper relationship between individual liberty and political stability?

Objective: Be able to do this by the end of this lesson.
1. Evaluate the ways in which nineteenth century conservatism opposed reform both domestically and
internationally.

Introduction to Lesson 2

Yesterday, we learned about the two main ideological threats to the established order in Europe between
1815 and 1830. Today, we will learn about the ideology that formed in reaction to these threats. This
ideology is often referred to as conservatism and it represented a remarkable alliance formed between
Europe’s traditional institutions of power: the monarchy, the landed aristocracy and established churches.
Historically, these institutions had fought amongst themselves. However, confronted with the radicalism
of the French Revolution, they came to fear popular movements of change more than each other. By
working to protect their interests and preserve the status quo both domestically and internationally, this
alliance buried virtually all pushes for reform in Europe for fifteen years after the Congress of Vienna.
However, by 1830 they would be unable to quietly push these movements aside. Different countries took
different approaches in their confrontations with reform movements. Their approaches would have
serious long-term effects on the ruling classes in each country.

The Conservative Domestic Order

First we will examine how European governments preserved the established political and social orders
domestically. When we talk about domestic order we mean how the governments enforced the status quo
in their individual nations.

Read “The Conservative Governments; The Domestic Political Order” on pp. 711-716 of your textbook
(attached). Then answer the questions below.

1. How did European governments respond to liberalism and nationalism between 1815 and 1830? Give
two specific examples.
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The Conservative International Order

Now we will see how European governments preserved the established order internationally. When we
talk about international order we mean how governments preserved the status quo in their relationships
with other countries.

After the Congress of Vienna, the major powers of Europe (Great Britain, Austria, Russia, France) set up
regular and informal meetings to discuss their relationships with one another and to find peaceful
resolutions to disputes. This system of informal meetings to preserve international order became known
as the Concert of Europe or the Congress System. Just as all the musicians in an orchestra work together
and play their part to create harmony, the Concert of Europe sought to preserve peace by creating
dialogue. This approach to foreign affairs was a major change from the past. In the centuries before,
European countries had quickly engaged in wars with each other to advance their own interests. The
powers of Europe saw the growing danger of liberalism and nationalism. They hoped they could preserve
their own power by avoiding war with each other.

The Congress System, besides preserving international peace, also sought to crush revolutions by
threatening international interference. If a revolution broke out in one country, other countries often
threatened to interfere to bring peace. The governments of Europe feared that instability in one country
would lead to revolution in other nations. From 1815 to 1830, governments were largely successful at
ending international revolutions, or at least using them to preserve the balance of power. Here are some of
the revolutions that broke out in this time period:
I. The Spanish Revolution (1820)
A. The king of Spain was returned to the throne after the fall of Napoleon.
B. In 1820 a group of military leaders rebelled and forced the king to submit to a constitution.
C. Austria pushed France to use military intervention to suppress the revolution and restore the
monarchies powers in 1823.
D. Once France defeated the revolution, it withdrew and did not seek territorial gain.
Il. The Greek Revolution (1821)
A. The Greeks launched revolution to achieve independence from Ottoman Empire
B. European liberals celebrated the revolution because they thought as Ancient Greece as the
birthplace of political freedom.
C. European powers were conflicted between protecting commercial interests and ensuring
stability, while sympathizing with Greeks.
D. Britain decided that an independent Greece would benefit them economically and would not
disrupt the balance of power in Europe, so European nations joined the cause for Greek
independence.
E. Greece was declared an independent kingdom in 1830.
I11. Serbian Independence
A. After years of guerilla war, Serbians won limited independence from Ottoman Empire in 1830.
B. Many Serbs lived in Austrian territory which led to international tensions.
C. Minority Muslims in Serbian territory led to domestic tensions.
D. Russia became the international protector of Serbia.
1. Why would European powers support the revolutions in Greece and Serbia but not in Spain?
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There was one area in which the powers of Europe were not able to preserve the status quo between 1815
and 1830. That was in the Spanish and Portuguese colonies in Latin America (Mexico and South
America). Portugal had taken the lead in overseas exploration in the fifteenth century. Since Columbus’
first voyage in 1492, Spain had enjoyed a massive empire in the Americas. However, by 1830 that empire
disappeared. There were three main reasons for the collapse of the Portuguese and Spanish empires in the
Americas. First, both Portugal and Spain had been decreasing in power and influence in Europe for
centuries. Secondly, the United States of America was increasingly asserting her growing influence in the
Americas. Finally, Great Britain actively sought to dismantle the Spanish empire so it could open new
markets for British manufacturers.

By 1821, ultraroyalist military officials had led a successful and very violent independence movement in
Mexico to protect the social status quo against the liberal revolution in Spain. By 1820, General Jose de
San Martin had achieved independence for the southern portion of South America and for Peru. By 1821,
General Simon Bolivar had achieved independence for Venezuela, Columbia, and Bolivia. The violent
revolutions in these former Spanish colonies led to political instability, social confusion, and economic
vulnerability in Mexico and South America. By 1822, Brazil alone had peacefully secured independence
from Portugal and ensured the stability and prosperity of their country.

The Conservative Order Threatened (1830)

By 1830, The liberal and nationalistic reform movements were growing in Europe. They could not be
ignored. Each country faced these reform movements differently. Read “The Conservative Order Shaken
in Europe” on pages 724-731 of your textbook (attached). Then summarize the response of these three
countries to the calls for reform in 1830.

1. How did Russia respond to the Decemberist Revolt of 1825? What was the result?

2. How did France respond to the July Revolution of 1830? What was the result?

3. How did Great Britain respond to calls for reform in the 1830s? What was the result?

10
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Closing: Check your understanding of the lesson by answering the following question in 5-7 sentences.

1. Which country had the best response to reform movements? Why was their response best? Be sure to
contrast the county you choose with two other countries and explain why their response was better.

11
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Wednesday, March 25

History Unit: Nineteenth Century
Lesson 3: Industrialization and Societal Change

Socratic Guiding Question: Keep this question in mind as you study this lesson!
Economic advancement sometimes threatens the stability and health of traditional social structures, such
as the family. How should societies balance these two?

Objective: Be able to do this by the end of this lesson.
1. Explain how industrialization in the nineteenth century changed the labor force and the family in
Europe.

Introduction to Lesson 3

Great Britain began its “industrial revolution” in the textile industry in the latter part of the eighteenth
century. Technological innovations made it easier and cheaper for British manufacturers to produce large
amounts of textiles that they could sell all over the world. Technological advancement and reduction in
barriers to trade brought wealth to manufacturers that they reinvested in building factories that further
increased their wealth and provided cheaper goods for consumption. The profit that factories brought
caused them to spread into other areas of the economy. This process of mechanization and mass
production of consumer goods is known as industrialization. The transformation of society and the
economy that resulted from this process during the nineteenth century is known as the Industrial
Revolution. So far, we have learned about the ideological and political challenges to the established order
that occurred between 1815 and 1830. Today, we will learn about the economic changes that swept across
Europe between 1830 and 1850 and the far-reaching societal transformation that these changes caused.

1. Define industrialization:

Industrial Migration
As mentioned in the introduction to this lesson, the Industrial Revolution began in Great Britain in the
latter part of the 1700s. Britain’s leadership in this revolution was the result of three main factors:
1. Adequate capital (Britain had plenty of machines, tools, labor, and money.)
2. Social mobility (The political and social structure allowed people to gain wealth and influence
through education and hard work.)
3. Foreign and domestic demand for goods (Britain had low barriers to trade and plenty of
markets to sell its goods in)
But by 1830, the mechanization of production in factories had spread to other parts of the European
continent, such as France, Belgium, and Germany. Over the next twenty years, these nations would all
undergo the process of industrialization. However, for the remainder of the nineteenth century Britain
would remain the leader.

Industrialization caused the migration to cities, which had been happening for centuries, to grow
exponentially. By 1850, 50% of the population of England and Wales lived in cities, and 25% of the
population of France and Germany lived in cities. The agricultural revolution of the eighteenth century
had caused many peasant farmers to lose their land due to increased efficiency. These displaced farmers

12
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moved to cities to find jobs in new factories. The population shift towards cities is one major effect of the
industrial revolution

The growth in cities, along with population growth in Europe, led to several challenges. The
infrastructures of cities (housing, sewers, roads, water, food supplies) were not built for the vast number
of people moving to urban centers. Uncleanliness, disease, and crime became serious problems that
reform movements tried to address.

One change was the creation of professional police departments in cities. In order to promote order and
discourage crime, governments began to pay trained police forces to enforce the law in the cities. Before
the nineteenth century, police forces, as we know them did not exist. In many ways, they were
necessitated by the migration to cities caused by the Industrial Revolution.

The increase in crime and the creation of police forces, led to an increase in the number of prisoners. As a
result, another reform movement was prison reform. Before the nineteenth century, the goal of prisons
was simply to remove criminals from society and to punish them. By the 1840s, however, imprisonment
began to be viewed as a vehicle for rehabilitation and changing the character of criminals. While this led
to better sanitization and less crowding in prisons, it also led to some unhealthy practices that experts at
the time thought would rehabilitate criminals. One of these unhealthy practices was increased isolation.
Many prisoners spent most if not all their time in a single cell. Some hoped this would force criminals to
think about their actions and change their ways. However, extreme isolation led to mental collapse.

Finally, one important aspect of increased migration were railways. Railways were both a result of and a
contributing factor in industrialization. Increased consumption of goods led to the need for more efficient
transportation. Increased manufacturing and technological innovation made trains cheaper to build and
operate. Railways helped factories to grow and expand because they made the transportation of goods
cheaper and quicker, which increased profits. Railways also made it easier for people to move to cities or
to commute to factories. The Industrial Revolution caused more railways to be built all over Europe, and
as they were built, they increased industrialization.

1. What were three reasons why Britain led the way in the Industrial Revolution?

2. Why did more people move to European cities during the Industrial Revolution?

3. What were two reforms that resulted from the increase in the urban population?

13
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Changes in the Labor Force

Not only did changes in the population and management of cities happen. Industrialization caused major
shifts in the composition and experience of the labor force — the people who produced goods. In fact,
many of the assumptions we have today about work arise from the transformation that the Industrial
Revolution brought about in labor.

Read “The Labor Force” on pages 745-750 in your textbook (attached). Then answer the questions below.

1. Define proletarianization:

2. Why did many workers choose to work under conditions that were less than ideal?

3. While industrialization led to serious challenges for many workers, some laborers prospered as a result.
Who were some of the workers who initially benefitted from industrialization?

4. How did some artisans and guilds try to respond to increased competition of industrialized labor? Were
their efforts successful?

Changes in the Family

The transformation of labor that resulted from industrialization also dramatically changed the lives of
families. Again, many of our assumptions but family life and education result from the Industrial
Revolution.

Before industrialization, the main unit of production was the family itself. In the eighteenth century,
goods were produced under what is sometimes called the “domestic system.” That means families would
work in the home to produce goods they would sell. Families owned their own tools and even machines.
Parents would train their children in the skills they needed. Goods were produced at home by families.

However, as factories grew and produced cheaper goods, family production was unable to compete. Men
were forced to leave the home to work in factories. As time went on, machines required less skill to
operate, so women and even children were able to produce gods with little training. Since women and

14
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children would often accept lower wages and could perform the work as well as anyone else, they often
took jobs away from fathers who required higher wages to support families. While some very skilled men
were able to find better higher paying jobs and send their children to school, low skilled men were forced
to take low paying jobs and send their wives and children to work as well to support the family.

This led to serious concerns about child labor. In the early nineteenth century, a typical workday was
twelve hours. For the sake of comparison, a typical workday today is eight hours. Our school day seven
and a half hours. Children were being forced to work twelve hours days and received no education. Often
these children operated dangerous machinery or worked in dirty and dangerous mines.

As a result, the English Factory Act of 1833 implemented limits on child labor. Children under nine were
prohibited from working Children ages nine to thirteen were only allowed to work nine hours a day, and
in addition they had to receive two hours of education paid for by the factory owners.

Fathers and mother, however, had to work a full twelve hour day. This meant families were unable to be
together, and children were often left unsupervised and received little discipline. So in 1847, Parliament
limited the workday for all adults to ten hours.

Before the Industrial Revolution, a family’s economic life was inextricably tied to its home life. Children
were raised by, taught, and disciplined by their parents who worked at home. By 1850, families were
increasingly split up, and multiple members of families were forced to support their families

However, remember that some families benefitted from industrialism. Men who had good skills were able
to receive higher paying jobs and could send their children to school, whereas before they would have
been forced to work at home. In the long run, industrialization brought increased prosperity that allowed
many families to experience higher living standards and governments to invest in widespread education.
As all things in history, industrialization both helped and hurt many people in the short term. Its long term
consequences continue to be discussed and debated.

Closing: Check your understanding of the lesson by answering the following question in 5-7 sentences.

1. What was the primary change that took place in Industrial Revolution? How did this change affect the
labor force and families in the nineteenth century?

15
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Thursday, March 26

History Unit: Nineteenth Century
Lesson 4: Ideologies of the Industrial Revolution

Socratic Guiding Question: Keep this question in mind as you study the lesson!
How should society define happiness for the individuals who are members of it? What is the relationship
of material prosperity to the health of a society?

Objective: Be able to do this by the end of the lesson.
1. Analyze how classical economics justified industrialism and how socialism reacted against
industrialism.

Lesson 4 Introduction

You’ve already learned about the ideologies of nationalism and liberalism which threatened the
established order between 1815 and 1830. These ideologies continued to flourish after the revolutions of
1830. However, as industrialization expanded across Europe between 1830 and 1850, economic questions
became central to the political problems nations were facing. Liberalism became more focused on
classical economics in order to justify the economic and societal changes of industrialism. But the
challenges that these changes brought to the working class gave birth to the most serious enemy of
industrialism: socialism.

Classical Economics

Classical economics has its origin in the Enlightenment thought of Adam Smith’s Wealth of Nations
(1776). The proponents of this school of economics emphasized rationality, efficiency, and utility when it
came to economic policies. They were often closely allied with the political liberals we discussed in
Lesson 1. They thought that while government had many important duties when it came to the protection
a nation, when it came to economic enterprise and labor, individuals should be left largely free to compete
in the marketplace with minimal government interference.

Increasingly, proponents of this school of thought emphasized the utility of economic freedom. The most
influential utilitarian philosopher of the nineteenth century was Jeremy Bentham. He argued that the best
thing for a society to do was to seek to bring about the greatest good for the greatest number of people.
Economics provided rational arguments for why free markets with limited government regulation would
bring about greater prosperity and higher living standards for most people in the long run. Therefore,
governments should enact laws that spurred free trade and free enterprise.

As a result of this reasoning, Britain enacted significant legislation that was in line with classical
economics. First in 1834, the House of Commons passed the Poor Law that established workhouses
where people could receive government aid. By requiring the poor to labor in government workhouses,
Britain made government assistance extremely unattractive. They thought this would incentivize poor
people to work harder and pursue prosperity through their own efforts in the market.

Britain also repealed the Corn Laws, which opened up the marketplace for grain imported from other
countries. By removing tariffs on imported grain, the grains supply in Britain increased, the cost of food
decreased, and hunger was alleviated in Great Britain. One of the main reasons for repealing the Corn
Laws was, in fact, the Irish famine. As the classical economists had said, removing the government
barrier to free trade did in fact decrease the price of food and saved the lives of the poor.

16
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We will stop our discussion of classical economics here because you have already studied much of it in
depth in Economics with Mr. Franzese. Other famous classical economists were Thomas Malthus who
claimed that the population would outgrow the food supply and many people would starve to death. (He
didn’t account for the fact that post-industrialized countries pursue higher standards of living and produce
fewer children. Nor did he realize how efficient technology and the market would become in producing
lots of food cheaply.) Another famous classical economist of the time was David Ricardo, who argued
that labor was like any other commodity that is bought and sold at a market price. He correctly predicted
that increased standards of living would decrease population growth.

1. Think back to Locke’s argument concerning liberty and property. What were the foundations of an
individual’s political liberty and his freedom to dispose of his property as he thought best? How is this
different from Bentham’s argument from utility? Which is the stronger argument? Why?

Socialism
Now we turn to socialism. Again, be careful not to make assumptions based on modern political
discussions. We often use these terms in very different ways than they were used in history. Socialism in
the nineteenth century can only be understood in light of industrialization and the changes it brought
about for the working class. There were many forms of socialism and they did not all agree with each
other. What they all share are a criticism of the ability of industrial capitalism to produce and distribute
goods in a fair way.
1. Utopian Socialism — early forms of socialism, based on the formation of communities that were
intentionally organized and managed to ensure the well being of all the members of that
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community; some utopian socialists, like Robert Owen, embraced the industrialized economy as a

means of prosperity that could be directed towards the good of the whole society; sought to
institute reforms under exiting governments
2. Anarchism — not really socialism, but in the mid-1800s they were all lumped together as

political radicals; thought that governments perpetuated the injustice of industrial capitalism, and

that both together had to be destroyed; some advocated violence, some were peaceful
3. Marxism — the most successful form of socialism that triumphed over the other forms by the

end of the nineteenth century, based on the writings of Karl Marx, who, together with Friederich

Engels, wrote The Communist Manifesto in 1848; placed the plight of the working class in a
larger historical narrative of oppression; argued that reform was impossible, only an inevitable
revolution would bring real change

Read and annotate this excerpt of Marx’s The Communist Manifesto.

The Communist Manifesto (1848)
PREAMBLE
A spectre is haunting Europe — the spectre of communism. All the powers of old Europe have
entered into a holy alliance to exorcise this spectre: Pope and Tsar, Metternich and Guizot, French
Radicals and German police-spies.

Where is the party in opposition that has not been decried as communistic by its opponents in power?
Where is the opposition that has not hurled back the branding reproach of communism, against the
more advanced opposition parties, as well as against its reactionary adversaries?

Two things result from this fact:

I. Communism is already acknowledged by all European powers to be itself a power.

Il. Itis high time that Communists should openly, in the face of the whole world, publish their views,
their aims, their tendencies, and meet this nursery tale of the Spectre of Communism with a manifesto
of the party itself.

To this end, Communists of various nationalities have assembled in London and sketched the
following manifesto, to be published in the English, French, German, Italian, Flemish and Danish
languages.

FROM CHAPTER 1: BOURGEOIS AND PROLETARIANS
The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles.
Freeman and slave, patrician and plebeian, lord and serf, guild-master and journeyman, in a word,
oppressor and oppressed, stood in constant opposition to one another, carried on an uninterrupted,
now hidden, now open fight, a fight that each time ended, either in a revolutionary reconstitution of
society at large, or in the common ruin of the contending classes.

In the earlier epochs of history, we find almost everywhere a complicated arrangement of society into
various orders, a manifold gradation of social rank. In ancient Rome we have patricians, knights,
plebeians, slaves; in the Middle Ages, feudal lords, vassals, guild-masters, journeymen, apprentices,
serfs; in almost all of these classes, again, subordinate gradations.
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The modern bourgeois society that has sprouted from the ruins of feudal society has not done away
with class antagonisms. It has but established new classes, new conditions of oppression, new forms
of struggle in place of the old ones.

Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possesses, however, this distinct feature: it has simplified
class antagonisms. Society as a whole is more and more splitting up into two great hostile camps, into
two great classes directly facing each other — Bourgeoisie and Proletariat.

From the serfs of the Middle Ages sprang the chartered burghers of the earliest towns. From these
burgesses the first elements of the bourgeoisie were developed.

The discovery of America, the rounding of the Cape, opened up fresh ground for the rising
bourgeoisie. The East-Indian and Chinese markets, the colonisation of America, trade with the
colonies, the increase in the means of exchange and in commodities generally, gave to commerce, to
navigation, to industry, an impulse never before known, and thereby, to the revolutionary element in
the tottering feudal society, a rapid development.

The feudal system of industry, in which industrial production was monopolised by closed guilds, now
no longer sufficed for the growing wants of the new markets. The manufacturing system took its
place. Theguild-masters were pushed on one side by the manufacturing middle class; division of
labour between the different corporate guilds vanished in the face of division of labour in each single
workshop.

Meantime the markets kept ever growing, the demand ever rising. Even manufacturer no longer
sufficed. Thereupon, steam and machinery revolutionised industrial production. The place of
manufacture was taken by the giant, Modern Industry; the place of the industrial middle class by
industrial millionaires, the leaders of the whole industrial armies, the modern bourgeois.

Modern industry has established the world market, for which the discovery of America paved the
way. This market has given an immense development to commerce, to navigation, to communication
by land. This development has, in its turn, reacted on the extension of industry; and in proportion as
industry, commerce, navigation, railways extended, in the same proportion the bourgeoisie developed,
increased its capital, and pushed into the background every class handed down from the Middle Ages.
We see, therefore, how the modern bourgeoisie is itself the product of a long course of development,
of a series of revolutions in the modes of production and of exchange.

Each step in the development of the bourgeoisie was accompanied by a corresponding political
advance of that class. An oppressed class under the sway of the feudal nobility, an armed and self-
governing association in the medieval commune(4): here independent urban republic (as in Italy and
Germany); there taxable “third estate” of the monarchy (as in France); afterwards, in the period of
manufacturing proper, serving either the semi-feudal or the absolute monarchy as a counterpoise
against the nobility, and, in fact, cornerstone of the great monarchies in general, the bourgeoisie has at
last, since the establishment of Modern Industry and of the world market, conquered for itself, in the
modern representative State, exclusive political sway. The executive of the modern state is but a
committee for managing the common affairs of the whole bourgeoisie....
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FROM CHAPTER 2: PROLETARIANS AND COMMUNISTS
In what relation do the Communists stand to the proletarians as a whole?

The Communists do not form a separate party opposed to the other working-class parties.
They have no interests separate and apart from those of the proletariat as a whole.

They do not set up any sectarian principles of their own, by which to shape and mould the proletarian
movement.

The Communists are distinguished from the other working-class parties by this only: 1. In the national
struggles of the proletarians of the different countries, they point out and bring to the front the
common interests of the entire proletariat, independently of all nationality. 2. In the various stages of
development which the struggle of the working class against the bourgeoisie has to pass through, they
always and everywhere represent the interests of the movement as a whole....

Communism deprives no man of the power to appropriate the products of society; all that it does is to
deprive him of the power to subjugate the labor of others by means of such appropriations.

It has been objected that upon the abolition of private property, all work will cease, and universal
laziness will overtake us.

According to this, bourgeois society ought long ago to have gone to the dogs through sheer idleness;
for those of its members who work, acquire nothing, and those who acquire anything do not work.
The whole of this objection is but another expression of the tautology: that there can no longer be any
wage-labor when there is no longer any capital....

We have seen above, that the first step in the revolution by the working class is to raise the proletariat
to the position of ruling class to win the battle of democracy.

The proletariat will use its political supremacy to wrest, by degree, all capital from the bourgeoisie, to
centralize all instruments of production in the hands of the State, i.e., of the proletariat organised as
the ruling class; and to increase the total productive forces as rapidly as possible.

Of course, in the beginning, this cannot be effected except by means of despotic inroads on the rights
of property, and on the conditions of bourgeois production; by means of measures, therefore, which
appear economically insufficient and untenable, but which, in the course of the movement, outstrip
themselves, necessitate further inroads upon the old social order, and are unavoidable as a means of
entirely revolutionizing the mode of production.

These measures will, of course, be different in different countries.

Nevertheless, in most advanced countries, the following will be pretty generally applicable.
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Abolition of property in land and application of all rents of land to public purposes.

A heavy progressive or graduated income tax.

Abolition of all rights of inheritance.

Confiscation of the property of all emigrants and rebels.

. Centralisation of credit in the hands of the state, by means of a national bank with State capital and
an exclusive monopoly.

6. Centralisation of the means of communication and transport in the hands of the State.

7. Extension of factories and instruments of production owned by the State; the bringing into
cultivation of waste-lands, and the improvement of the soil generally in accordance with a common
plan.

8. Equal liability of all to work. Establishment of industrial armies, especially for agriculture.

9. Combination of agriculture with manufacturing industries; gradual abolition of all the distinction
between town and country by a more equable distribution of the populace over the country.

10. Free education for all children in public schools. Abolition of children’s factory labour in its
present form. Combination of education with industrial production, &c, &c.

IS

When, in the course of development, class distinctions have disappeared, and all production has been
concentrated in the hands of a vast association of the whole nation, the public power will lose its
political character. Political power, properly so called, is merely the organised power of one class for
oppressing another. If the proletariat during its contest with the bourgeoisie is compelled, by the force
of circumstances, to organise itself as a class, if, by means of a revolution, it makes itself the ruling
class, and, as such, sweeps away by force the old conditions of production, then it will, along with
these conditions, have swept away the conditions for the existence of class antagonisms and of classes
generally, and will thereby have abolished its own supremacy as a class.

In place of the old bourgeois society, with its classes and class antagonisms, we shall have an
association, in which the free development of each is the condition for the free development of all.

Closing: Answer the following question in 5-7 sentences.

1. Summarize Marx’s critique of capitalist society in the beginning of The Communist Manifesto. How
does Marx situate the plight of the proletariat into a larger historical narrative? What does the inevitable
victory of the proletariat mean for society as a whole?
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Friday, March 27

History Unit: Nineteenth Century
Lesson 5: Revolutions of 1848

Socratic Guiding Question: Keep this question in mind as you study this lesson!
Which is a more powerful inspiration for political change — ideology or material hardships?

Objective: Be able to do this by the end of the lesson.
1. Summarize the political causes and effects of the various revolutions that took place in Europe in 1848.

Read “1848: Year of Revolutions” on pages 764-775 of your textbook. (attached). Fill out the chart
below with the causes and outcomes of each revolution. Be thorough in your answers.

Nation Causes Outcomes

France

Habsburg Territories
(Austria)

Italy

Germany

22



onservative Governments:
rhe Domestic Political Order

Despite the challenges of liberalism and national-
jsm, the domestic political order established by the
restored conservative institutions of Europe, pat-
dcularly in Great Britain and eastern Europe,
showed remarkable staying power. Not until World
War 1 did their power and pervasive influence come
to an end.

. Conservative Outlooks
. The major pillars of nineteenth-century conser-
yatism were legitimate monarchies, landed aristoc-
racies, and established churches. The institutions
themselves were ancient, but the self-conscious al-
liance of throne, land, and altar was new. Through-
‘out the eighteenth century, these groups had
engaged in frequent conflict. Only the upheavals of
the French Revolution and the Napoleonic era trans-
formed them into natural, if sometimes reluctant,
allies. In that regard, conservatism as an articulat-
ed outlook and set of cooperating institutions was as
new a feature on the political landscape as nation-
alism and liberalism.

The more theoretical political and religious ideas
of the conservative classes were associated with
thinkers such as Edmund Burke (see Chapter 19)
and Friedrich Hegel (see Chapter 20). Conservatives
shared other, less formal attitudes forged by the rev-
. olutionary experience. The execution of Louis XVI
" .t the hands of a radical democratic government
L convinced most monarchs that they could trust
Vonly aristocratic governments or governments of
j aristocrats in alliance with the wealthiest middle-
class and professional people. The European aris-
ocracies believed that their property and influence
- would rarely be safe under any form of genuinely
Crepresentative government. All conservatives
spurned the idea of a written constitution unless
they were permitted to promulgate the document
ﬂ_lemselves. Even then, some could not be recon-
ciled to the concept.

The churches were equally apprehensive of pop-
ar movements, ¢Xcept their own revivals. The ec-
esiastical leaders throughout the Continent
garded themselves as entrusted with the educa-
onal task of supporting the social and political sta-
i_ él\llﬂ. They also fearedl and hated most of the ideas
o ciated with the Enhghtex.lment_, _because tbose
lonal concepts and reformist writings enshrined
€ critical spirit and undermined revealed religion.
E Conservative arist_ocrats retaipeld their formgr ar-
| Ogance, but not their former privileges or their old
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confidence. They saw themselves as surrounded by
enemies and as standing permanently on the de-
fensive against the forces of liberalism, nationalism,
and popular sovereignty. They knew they could be
toppled by political groups that hated them. They
understood that revolution in one country could
spill over into another.

All of the nations of Europe in the years imme-
diately after 1815 confronted problems arising di-
rectly from their entering an era of peace after a
quarter-century of armed conflict. The war effort,
with its loss of life and property and its necessity
of organizing people and resources, had distracted
attention from other problems. The wartime foot-
ing had allowed all the belligerent governments to
exercise firm control over their populations. War
had fueled economies and had furnished vast areas
of employment in armies, navies, military indus-
tries, and expanded agricultural activities. The
onset of peace meant that citizens could raise new
political demands and that there must be a major
economic adjustment to peacetime economies. Sol-
diers and sailors came home and required nonmil-
itary employment. The vast demand of the
military effort on other industries subsided and
caused unemployment. The young were no longer
growingupina climate of war and could turn their
minds to other issues. For all of these reasons, the
conservative statesmen who led every major gov-
ernment in 1815 confronted new pressures that
would cause various degrees of domestic unrest
and that would lead them to use differing degrees
of repressive action.

Liberalism and Nationalism Resisted
in Austria and the Germanies

The early-nineteenth-century statesman who more
than any other epitomized conservatism was the Aus-
trian prince Metternich {1773-1859). This devoted
servant of the Habsburg emperor had been, along with
Britain’s Viscount Castlereagh (1769-1822), the chief
architect of the Vienna settlement. It was he who
seemed to exercise chief control over the forces of
the European reaction.

DYNASTIC INTEGRITY OF THE HABSBURG EMPIRE
The Austrian government could make no serious
compromises with the new political forces in Eu-
rope. To no other country Were the programs
of liberalism and nationalism potentially more
dangerous. Germans and Hungarians, as well as
Poles, Czechs, Slovaks, Slovenes, and other ethnic
groups, peopled the Habsburg domains. Through
puppet governments Austria also dominated the
Italian peninsula.




nineteenth-century conservatism. Sir Thomas Lawrence
1769-1830), Clemens Lothar Wenzel, Prince Metternich (1773-1859) OM
£ 905 WC 206. The Royal Collection © 2000 Her Majesty Queen Elizabeth II.

So far as Metternich and other Austrian officials
were concerned, the recognition of the political
b rights and aspirations of any of the various nation-
; groups would mean the probable dissolution of
E empire. If Austria permitted representative gov-
€mment, Metternich feared that the national groups
Would fight their battles internally at the probable
cost of Austrian international influence.

Pl}rsuit of dynastic integrity required Austrian
fomination of the newly formed German Confed-
ffation to prevent the formation of a German na-
flonal state that might absorb the heart of the
#mpire and exclude the other realms governed by
fhe Habsburgs. The Congress of Vienna had created
g1¢ German Confederation to replace the defunct
oly Roman Empire. It consisted of thirty-nine
.taFES under Austrian leadership. Each state re-
: ed. more or less autonomous, but Austria was
g .;'lrr_mneq to prevent any movement toward con-
. -Utionalism in as many of them as possible. (See
etternich Rejects Constitutionalism.”)

AT OF PRUSSIAN REFORM ~ An important victory
o hlcsl_holding policy came in Prussia in the years
Bre dﬂ _lately. after the Congress of Vienna. In 1815
tderick William III (r. 1797-1840), caught up in

for ¢
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the exhilaration that followed the War of Liberation,
as Germans called the last part of their conflict with
Napoleon, had promised some mode of constitu-
tional government. After stalling on keeping his
pledge, he formally reneged on it in 1817. Instead, he
created a new Council of State, which, although it
improved administrative efficiency, was not con-
stitutionally based.

In 1819, the king moved further from reform. After
a major disagreement over the organization of the
army, his chief reform-minded ministers resigned, to
be replaced with hardened conservatives. On their
advice, in 1823 Frederick William III established eight
provincial estates, or diets. These bodies were dom-
inated by the Junkers and exercised only an advisory
function. The old bonds linking monarchy, army, and
landholders in Prussia had been reestablished. The
members of this alliance would oppose the threats
posed by the aspirations of German nationalists to
the conservative social and political order.

STUDENT NATIONALISM AND THE CARLSBAD DECREES
Three southern German states—Baden, Bavaria, and
Wiirttemberg—had received constitutions after 1815
as their monarchs tried to secure wider political sup-
port. None of these constitutions, however, recog-
nized popular sovereignty, and all defined political
rights as the gift of the monarch. In the minds and
hearts of many young Germans, however, nation-
alist and liberal expectations fostered by the defeat
of the French armies remained alive.

The most important of these groups was com-
posed of university students who had grown up dur-
ing the days of the reforms of Stein and Hardenberg
and the initial circulation of the writings of early
German nationalists. Many of them or their friends
had fought Napoleon. When they went to the uni-
versities, they continued to dream of a united
Germany. They formed Burschenschaften, or stu-
dent associations. Like student groups today, these
clubs served numerous social functions, one of
which was to sever old provincial loyalties and re-
place them with loyalty to the concept of a united
German state. It should also be noted that these
clubs were often anti-Semitic.

In 1817 in Jena, one such student club organized
a large celebration for the fourth anniversary of the
Battle of Leipzig and the tercentenary of Luther’s
Ninety-five Theses. There were bonfires, songs, and
processions as more than 500 people gathered for
the festivities. The event made German rulers un-
casy, for it was known that some republicans were
involved with the student clubs.

Two years later, in March 1819, a young man
named Karl Sand (d. 1820), a Burschenschaft mem-
ber, assassinated the conservative dramatist August
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In May, 1820, Karl Sand, a Ger-
man student and a member of a
Burschenschaft, was executed for
his murder of the conservative
playwright August von Kotzebue
the previous year. In the eyes of
many young German national-
ists, Sand was a political martyr.
Bildarchiv Preussischer Kulturbesitz

von Kotzebue [1761-1819). Sand, who was tried,
condemned, and publicly executed, became a mar-
tyr in the eyes of some nationalists. Although the as-
sassin had acted alone, Metternich decided to use
the incident to suppress the student clubs and other
potential institutions of liberalism.

In July 1819, Metternich persuaded representatives
of the major German states to issue the Carlsbad De-
crees, which dissolved the Burschenschaften. The de-
crees also provided for university inspectors and press
censors. The next year the German Confederation
promulgated the Final Act, which limited the sub-
jects that might be discussed in the constitutional
chambers of Bavaria, Wiirttemberg, and Baden. The
measure also asserted the right of the monarchs to
resist demands of constitutionalists. For many years
thereafter, the secret police of the various German
states harassed potential dissidents. In the opinion of
the princes, these included almost anyone who
sought even moderate social or political change.

Postwar Repression in Great Britain

The years 1819 and 1820 marked a high tide for con-
servative influence and repression in western as well
as eastern Europe. After 1815, Great Britain experi-
enced two years of poor harvests. At the same time,
discharged sailors and soldiers and out-of-work in-
dustrial workers swelled the ranks of the unemployed.

LORD LIVERPOOL’S MINISTRY AND POPULAR UNREST ~ The
Tory ministry of Lord Liverpool (1770-1828) was un-
prepared for these problems of postwar dislocation. In-
stead, it sought to protect the interests of the landed

and other wealthy classes. In 1815, Parliament passed
2 Corn Law to maintain high prices for domestically

produced grain through import duties on foreign grain.

The next year, Parliament abolished the income tax
paid by the wealthy and replaced it with excise or sales
taxes on consumer goods paid by both the wealthy and
the poor. These laws continued a legislative trend that
marked the abandonment by the British ruling class of
its traditional role of paternalistic protector of the poor.
n 1799 Parliament had passed the Combination Acts,
outlawing workers’ organizations or unions. During
the war, wage protection had been removed. And many
in the taxpaying classes called for the abolition of the
Poor Law that provided public relief for the destitute
and unemployed.

In light of these policies and the postwar econom-
ic downturn, it is hardly surprising that the lower so-
cial orders began to doubt the wisdom of their rulers
and to call for a reform of the political system. Mass
meetings calling for the reform of Parliament were
held. Reform clubs were organized. Radical newspa-
pers, such as William Cobbett’s Political Registrar;
demanded political change. In the hungry, restive agn-
cultural and industrial workers, the government could
see only images of continental sans-culottes crow!
ready to hang aristocrats from the nearest lamppost-
Government ministers regarded radical leaders, such
as Cobbett (1763-1835), Major John Cartwright
(1740-1824), and Henry “Orator” Hunt (1773—1335)r
as demagogues who were seducing the people away.
from allegiance to their natural leaders. :

The government’s answer to the discontent was:
repression. In December 1816, an unruly mass mee
ing took place at Spa Fields near London. This



ance provided Parliament an excuse to pass the
cion Act of March 1817. These measures tem-
arily suspended habeas corpus and extended ex-
ing laws against seditious gatherings.

PETERLOO” AND THE SIX Acts This initial repres-
sion, in combination with improved harvests,
prought calm for a time to the political landscape.
1819, however, the people were restive again. In
the industrial north, many well-organized mass
meetings were held to demand the reform of Par-
liament. The radical reform campaign culminated
on August 16, 1819, with a meeting in Manchester
| ¢ Saint Peter’s Fields. Royal troops and the local
*  nilitia were on hand to ensure order. As the speech-
" s were about to begin, a local magistrate ordered
. the militia to move into the audience. The result
& as panic and death. At least eleven people in the
crowd were killed; scores were injured. The event
became known as the Peterloo Massacre,” a phrase
[ that drew a contemptuous comparison with the vic-
i tory at Waterloo.
_ Peterloo had been the act of the local Manches-
£ ter officials, whom the Liverpool ministry felt it
i must support. The cabinet also decided to act once
L and for all to end these troubles. Most of the radical
 leaders were arrested and taken out of circulation.
£ InDecember 1819, a few months after the German
Carlsbad Decrees, Parliament passed a series of laws
called the Six Acts, which (1) forbade large unau-
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thorized, public meetings, (2) raised the fines for sedi-
tious libel, (3) speeded up the trials of political agi-
tators, (4) increased newspaper taxes, (5) prohibited
the training of armed groups, and (6) allowed local of-
ficials to search homes in certain disturbed counties.
In effect, the Six Acts attempted to remove the in-
struments of agitation from the hands of radical lead-
ers and to provide the authorities with new powers.
Two months after the passage of the Six Acts, the
Cato Street Conspiracy was unearthed. Under the
guidance of a possibly demented figure named
Thistlewood, a group of extreme radicals had plotted
to blow up the entire British cabinet. The plot was
foiled. The leaders were arrested and tried, and four
of them were executed. Although little more than a
half-baked plot, the conspiracy helped further to dis-
credit the movement for parliamentary reform.

Bourbon Restoration in France

The abdication of Napoleon in 1814 opened the way
for a restoration of Bourbon rule in the homeland of
the great revolution. The new king was the former
count of Provence and a brother of Louis XVL The
son of the executed monarch had died in prison. Roy-
alists had regarded the dead boy as Louis XVII, and
so his uncle became Louis XVIII (r. 1814-1824). This
fat, awlkward man had become a political realist dur-
ing his more than twenty years of exile. He under-
stood that he could not govern if he attempted to

bof 11 gust, 1819, local troops dispersed a political rally in Manchester, killing a numbe
e participants. The event became known as the “Peterloo Massacre.  Bildarchiv
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The French Bourbons were restored
to the throne in 1815 but would
rule only until 1830. This picture
shows Louis XVIII, seated, second
from left, and his brother, the
Count of Artois, who would be-
come Charles X, standing on the
Ieft. Notice the bust of Henry IV in
the background, placed there to as-
sociate the restored rulers with
their popular late-sixteenth-early-
seventeenth-century forebear.
Bildarchiv Preussischer Kulturbesitz

turn back the clock. France had undergone too many
irreversible changes. Consequently, Louis XVIII
agreed to become a constitutional monarch, but
under a constitution of his own making.

Tue CHARTER The constitution of the French
restoration was the Charter. It provided for a hered-
itary monarchy and a bicameral legislature. The
monarch appointed the upper house; the lower
house, the Chamber of Deputies, was elected ac-
cording to a very narrow franchise with a high prop-
erty qualification. The Charter guaranteed most of
the rights enumerated by the Declaration of the
Rights of Man and Citizen. There was to be religious
toleration, but Roman Catholicism was designated
as the official religion of the nation. Most important
for thousands of French people at all social levels
who had profited from the revolution, the Charter
promised not to challenge the property rights of the
current owners of land that had been confiscated
from aristocrats and the church. With this provision,
Louis XVIII hoped to reconcile to his regime those
who had benefitted from the revolution.

ULTRAROYALISM This moderate spirit did not pen-
etrate deeply into the ranks of royalist supporters
whose families had suffered at the hands of the rev-
olution. Rallying around the count of Artois
(1757-1836), those people who were more royalist
than the monarch now demanded their revenge. In
the months after Napoleon'’s final defeat at Water-
loo, royalists in the south and west carried out a
White Terror against former revolutionaries and
supporters of the deposed emperor. The king could
do little or nothing to halt this bloodbath. Similar
extreme royalist sentiment could be found in the
Chamber of Deputies. The ultraroyalist majority

elected in 1816 proved so dangerously reactiona '
that the king soon dissolved the chamber. The m
jority returned by the second election was mo
moderate. Several years of political give-and-take
followed with the king making mild accommoda-
tions to liberals.

In February 1820, however, the duke of Berri, son
of Artois and heir to the throne after his father, was
murdered by a lone assassin. The ultraroyalists per-
suaded Louis XVII that the murder was the result =
of his ministers’ cooperation with liberal politicians, =
and the king responded with repressive measures.
Electoral laws were revised to give wealthy electors
two votes. Press censorship was imposed, and peo-
ple suspected of dangerous political activity were
made subject to easy arrest. By 1821, the govern-
ment placed secondary education under the control
of the Roman Catholic bishops.

All these actions revealed the basic contradiction
of the French restoration. By the early 1820s, the
veneer of constitutionalism had worn away. Liber-
als were being driven out of politics and into a near-
illegal status.

The Conservative
International Order

At the Congress of Vienna, the major powers—RuS=.
sia, Austria, Prussia, and Great Britain—had agree
to consult with each other from time to time O
matters affecting Europe as a whole. Such cons
tation was one of the new departures in interfa
tional relations achieved by the Congress. Th:
vehicle for this consultation was a series of postW
congresses, or conferences. Later, as differenc
arose among the powers, the consultations becam



The Conservative Order
Shaken in Europe

During the fivst half of the 1820s, the nstirutdons of the
restored conservative order had in general successful-
ly resisted the forces of liberalism. The two exceptions
to this success, the Greek Revolution and the Latin
American wars of independence, both occurred on the
peripheary of the European world. Beginning in the mid-
‘dle of the 1820s, however, the conservative govern-
-'ments of Russia, France, and Great Britain faced new
- stirrings of political discontent. {See Map 21-2.) In Rus-
sia the result was suppression, in France revolution,
and in Britain, accommodation.

Russia:

tTheDe

* Tsar Alexander I had comme to the Russian throne in
1801 after a palace coup against his father, Tsar Paul
{r. 1796-1801). After a brief flirtation with Enlight-

“enment ideas, Alexander turned permaznently away

“from reform. Both at home and abload, he toolk the

‘lead in cuppressing liberalism znd nationalism.

cernbrist Revolta

There would be no significant challenge

e toy 8%}
autocracvy until his death.

UNREST IN THE ARMY As Russian foree dron
‘\"apcﬂeon’s army across Europe and then OCCupied ge
teated France, many Russian officers vvere EXpOsed 1
the ideas of the French Revolution and the Enligh
enment. Some of them, realizing how "C“‘Dm\c*‘l
backward and pD]_"ticall stifled thtﬂ OWN natioy , g
mained, developed reformist sympathies. Unghe
express themselves openly because of Alexenders .
pressive policies, they formed secret sogieric 5, One (;1
these, the Southern Society, was led b

0OY an offi cer

named Pestel. It advocated representative € Z0vemnment

end the abolition of serfdom. Pestel himself ov en fa.
vored limited independence for Polan :1 end demacrs.
cy. Another secret society, the Norther Society, was
more maoderate. It favored constitutionz] m onerLL..
and the abolition of serfdomn, but wanted Protection
for the interests of the aristocracy. Both mu:mq were
Very S_Ua]l and often in conflict with each ar w T‘
zgreed only that Russia’s governm
Sometime during 1823, thev apperer
carry ourt a coup d’'érat in 1826.

Ve

L

When the Moscow regiment 1efusad to swear a_Zemance to Nicholas, he ordered the cavalry
and artillery to ctnacl' them, Although a total fa_lwe the Decembrist Revolt came 1o sym-
bolize the yearnings of all Russian L berals in the ninereenth cenrury for a constitutional

SOVermmnent. The Insurrection of the Decembrisis ot Senate Sguare., St P

rshurg on 26th her, 1825 wic

oz pzpert by Ruesian School (19¢h century!. Privare Collection Bridgeman Art Lihrary, London, Novosd
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DyvasTic CRrIsis
Alexander I died unexpectedly. His death creared
two crises. The first was dynastic. Alexander had
nudireet heir. His brother Constantine, the nextin

In late November 1823, Tsar

RIS

e
line o the throne and at the time the commander of
Russian forcas in occupied Poland, had married a
oman wi not of roval blood. He had thus ex-
m the throne and was more than
_ e any claim to it. Through a series
tsecret instructions made public only after his
. death, Alexander had named his younger brother,
- Nicholas 1, 1825-1833), as the new tsar.
_ Once Alexander was dead, the legality of these
-structions became uncertain. Constantine ac-
*nowledged Nicholas as tsar, and Nicholas ac-
Bowledged Constantine. This family muddle

ﬂ'!e asinmnich - "
stonishment of all Europe, Russia actually had

; :oer;lii:\"fhi?,—dunng the early de_a}—'s of December,
_ 'iEncc.;‘f'q C(_)uflr-ie—md reported to I.\lclplas the exis-
 Wait oo foi"wn“pzﬂacx among certain officers. .{‘xblg o
- MickiSlac hab?bl‘?l the working out of legal niceties,
Yight o I_he {v:,hnselir declared tsar, much to the de-
A o v-now-exasperated Constantine.
nmm:{:;;?zﬂi C11515 then proceeded to unfold. Several
Under th‘ujy Cl5 12d indeed plotred to. rally the troops
o mmand to the cause of reform. On De-

ek , who was less popular than
A I\LELJ?”I \LG was regarded as more conserva-
Moscry, rt"ih:‘--:_lcglments ;091{ the oath. B‘u.t t]:l(",'

glment, whose chief orficers, swprisingly,
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were not secret society members, marched into the
Senate Square in Saint Perersburg and refused to swear
allegiance. Instead, they called for a constitution and
the installation of Constantine as tsar. ATtempts to set-
tle the situation peacefully failed. Late in the aftenoon,
Nicholas ordered the cavalry and the artillery to artack
the insurgents. More than sixty people were killed.
Farly in 1826, Nicholas himself presided over the com-
mission that investigated the Decembrist Revolt and
the secret army societies. Five of the plorters were ex-
ecuted and more than 100 others were exiled to Siberia.

Although the Decembrist Revolr failed com-
pletely, it was the first rebellion in modern Russian
history whose instigators had had specific political
goals. They wanted constirutional government and
the aholition of serfdom. As the century passed, the
Decembrists, in their political martyrdom, came to
svmbolize the yearnings of all the never very nu-

merous Russian liberals,

THE AUTOCRACY OF NICHOLAS I Although Nichoias
was neither an ignorant nor a bigoted reactionary, he
came to symboelize the most extreme form of nine-
reenth-century autocracy. Hé knew rthat economic -
growth and social improvement in Russia required
reform, but he was quite simply afraid of change. In
1842 he told his State Council, “There 15 no doubt
that serfdom, in its present form, is a flagrant evil
which evervone realizes, vet to attempt 1o remedy
it now would be, of course, an evil more disas-
crous.”’* To remove serfdom would necessarily, in
his view, have undermined the nobles’ support of
che tsar. So Nicholas rurned his back on this and
practically all other reforms. Literary and political
censorship and a widespread system of secret police
flourished throughout his reign. There was little at-
tempt to forge even an eificient and honest admin-
istration. The only significant reform of his rule was
a2 codification of Russian law, published in 1833.

OFFIcIAL NATIONALITY  In place of reform, Nicholas
and his closest advisers embraced a program called Ot-
ficial Nationality. Presiding over this program was
Count S. S. Uvarov, minister of education from 1833 to
1849, Its slogan, published repeatedly in government
documents, newspapers, journals, and schoolbooks,
was “Orthodoxy, Autocracy, and Nationalism.” The
Russian Orthodox faith was to provide the basis for
morality, education, and intellecrual life. The church,
which, since the days of Peter the Grear, had been an
arm of the secular government, controlled the schools
and universities. Young Russians were taught to ac-
cept their place in life and to spurn social mobility.
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The program of autocracy championed the unre-
strained power of the tsar as the only authority that
could hold the vast expanse of Russia and its peoples
together, Political writers stressed that only under
the autocracy of Peter the Grear, Catherine the
Great, and Alexander [ had Russia prospered and ex-
erted a major influence on world affairs.

Through the glorification of Russian nationality,
Russians were urged to see their religion, langnage,
and customs as a source of perennial wisdom that
separared them from the moral corruption and po-
litical turmoil of the West. One result of this pro-
gram was to leave seripus Russian intellectuals
profoundly alienated from the rsarist government.

REVOLT AND RePRESSIONIN Poranp  NicholasTwas
also extremely conservative in foreign affairs, as be-
came apparent in Poland in the 1830s. That nation,
which had been partitioned in the late eighteenth
century and ceased to exist-as an independent state,
-mained under Russian domination after the Con-
ress of Vienna, but was granted a censtitutional
government. Under this arrangement, the tear was
Poland’s ruler. Both Alexander and Nicholas dele-
gated their brother, the Grand Duke Constantine
(1779-1831}, to run Poland’s government. Although
both tsars frequently infringed on the constirution
and quarreled with the Polish diet, this arrangement
held through the 1820s. Nevertheless, Polish na-
tionalists continued to agitate for change.

In late November 1830, after news of the French and
Belgian revolutions of that summer had reached Poland,
2 small insurrecrion of soldiers and students broke out
in Warsaw. Disturbances soon spread throughout the
rest of the country. On December 18, the Polish diet
declared the revolution to be a nationalist movement.
Early the next month, the diet vored to depose Nicholas
as ruler of Poland. The tsar reacted by sending woops
into the country and firmly suppressing the revolt. In
February 1832, Nicholas issued the Organic Statute,
declaring Poland to be an integral part of the Russian
Empire. {See “Russia Reasserts Its Aunthority in
Poland.”! Although this statute guaranteed certain Pal-
ich liberties, the guarantees were systemarically ig-
nared. The Polish uprising had confirmed all the tsar’s
worst fears. Henceforth Russia and Nicholas became
the gendarme of Furope, ever ready to provide troops to
suppress liberal and narionalist movements.

g =

Revolution in France (1830)

The Polish revolt was the most distant of several
disturbances that flowed from the overthrow of the
Bourbon dynasty in France during July 1830. When
Louis XVIII had died in 1824, his brother, the count
of Artois, the leader of the ultrarovalist faction at

the time of the restoration, succes
Charles X (r. 1824-1830). The new
believer in rule by divine right.

ed him g

Wik 2 firm

THE REACTIONARY POLICIES OF CHARLES X Chapl,.
X's first action was to have the Chgmh:r-.-5€
Deputies in 1824 and 1825 indemni H]‘jgtmcl.-?
who had lost their lands in the revolution. 1, Z,i
this by lowering the interest rates on g;_i:n,-m-mm:"
bonds to create a fund to pay an annual sum ;U‘{;}.
survivors of the émigrés who had forfeired ]2;—:4,\-
Middle-class bondholders, who lost income, rcL;
rally resented this measure. In another acting
Charles restored the rule of primoge '
by only the eldest son of an aristocrat inherited the
family domains. And, in support of the Romen
Catholic Church, he enacted a law that punished
sacrilege with imprisonment or death. Liberals dis.
approved of all of these measures. '
In the elections of 1827, the
enough seats in the Chamber of D
conciliatory actions irom the kin
less conservative ministry. Laws nit the press
and those allowing the government o Jominaie ol
ucation were eased. The liberals, however, wanted
a genuinely constitutional regime and remaincd un-
satisfied. In 1829, the king decided that his policy of
accommodation had failed. He replaced his moder:
ate ministry with an ultraroyalist minjstry headed
by the Prince de Polignac (1780-1847% The oppost:
tion, in desperation, opened negotiations with the
liberal Orléanist branch of the royal family.
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Tue Juiy RevoruTion  In 1830 Charle
new elections, in which the liberais
ning victory. Instead of accommod
Chamber of Deputies, the king and his minisivts
decided to attempr a royalist seizure of penwer. In
June and July 1830, Polignac had sent a naval wxpy-
dition against Algeria. Reports of its victory and the
founding of a French empire in North Africa reached
Paris on July 9. Taking advantage of the euphorid
created by this victory, Charles jesued the Four O
dinances on July 25, 1830, staging
to a royal coup d'érat. These ord
freedom of the press, dissolved the <
Chamber of Depuries, restricred the fr
wealthiest people in the countr, and c:
clectians under the new royalist franch
The Four Ordinances provoked swiit and deeis
popular political reactions. Liberal newspapers
on the nation to reject the monarch’s acTions. _Th“ '-‘;‘_1
horing populace of Paris, burdened sinee 1827 b}_ ]d
economic downrurn, took to the streets and erecit
barricades. The king called out troops. :

1,800 people died during the ensuing hertlesint
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On August 3, Charles X abdicated and left France
for exile in England. The Chamber of Deputies named
a new ministury composed of constitutional monar-
chists. In an act that finally ended the Bourbon dv-
nasty, it also proclaimed Louis Philippe jr. 1830-1848},
the duke of Orléans, the new king of France.

In the Revelution of 1830, the liberals of the
Chamber of Depurties had filled a power vacuum cre-
ated by the popular Paris uprising and the failure of
effective roval action. Had Charles X provided him-
self with sufficient woops in Paris, the ourcome could
have been guite different. Moreover, had the likerals,
who favored constitutional monarchy, not acted
quickly, the workers and shopkeepers of Paris might
have artempred wo form a republic. By seizing the mo-
ment, the middle class, the bureaucrats, and the mod-
erate aristocratic liberals overthrew the restoration
monarchy and still avoided a republic. These liber-
als feared a new popular revolution such as had swept
Trancein 1792, Thev had no desire for another sans-
culpres republic. A fundamental politicel and socizl
zension thus underlav the new monarchy. The revo-
lution had succeeded thanks to atempeorary alliznce
between hard-pressed lzborers and the p "n'oﬁp&rous
middle class, but these two groups soon realized that
their basic goals had been qLIltE‘ different.

MonarRcHY UNDER Louls PamierE  Politically, the
Julv Monarchy, as it was called, was more liberal
than the restoration government. Louis Philippe was

called the “king of the French” J-:U‘.:}
France.” The tricolor flag of the v¢

the whirte flag of the Bourbons. The
tion was regarded as a right of the pe
as a concession of the monarch. Lm}m licism b -
came the religion of a majority of the Pen
than “the official religion.” The new ¢
was strongly anticlerical. Censorship .

be-
FI ¢ rdlhc{
SVeTnmeny

o 2 ; ﬁ(alf:HL.,i
The franchise became somewhar wide bt re
mained, on the whole, restricted. The L ing L]m_ -
cooperate with the Chamther of Dep: ies: he coylq

not dispense with laws on his own authari v
Socially, however, the Revolution of 13 0

Froved
Juite conservative, The hereditary peerage wie shol-
ished in 1831, but the evervdav eco ic, pulitica]
end social influence of the landed cliarchy congip.

ued. Money was the path to power and influence ip
the government. The1e was much ¢

Most important, the liberal mon
little or no sympathy for the lower
¢s. 0 1830, the workers of Paris Lad
rection of jobs, hetter wages
the wraditional crafts, rather than fo
political liberaliem. The government ¢
ignored their demands and their LL .
classes of Paris and the provincial cities scemed fust
one more possible source of disorder, In late 1831
troops suppressed a workers' revolt in Lvons. In Julv
1832, an uprising occurred in Paris during the funer-
al ofapopulal Napoleonic general. Again the govern-
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Chapter 21 / The Conservative Or

ment called out troops, and more than 800 people
were killed or wounded. In 1834, a very large strike of
cilkworkers in Lyons was crushed. Such discontent
night be smothered for a time, but without atzention
ro the social and economic conditions creating it, NeW
curmoil would eventually evupt,

Beigitiil . _
The Julv Revolution in Paris sent sparks to other
politica‘; tﬁ1der on the Continent. The revolutionary
Gipes first lighted in neighboring Belgiuim. The for-
mer Austrian Netherlands, Belgium had been
iierged wvith the kingdom of Holland in 1815. The
Wo countries differed in language, religion, and
L=:;-oncun}3',"1:Lcmfeve1', and the Belgian upper classes
never reconciled themselves o Dutch rule.

“On Atigust 23, 1830, disturbances broke out in
Gussels following the performance of an opera about
1 in Naples against Spanish rule. To end
j " the municipal authorities and people
from the propertied classes formed a provisional na-
tional government. When compromise between the
Belgians and the Dutch failed William of Holland
1. 1815-1840] sent troops and ships against Belgium.
By November 10, 1830, the Durtch had been defeat-
ed. A national congress then wrote 2 liberal Belgian
constitucion, which was promulgated in 1831.

Although the major powers saw the revolution in
Belgium as upsetting the boundaries established by
the Congress of Vienna, they were not inclined to in-
tervene <o reverse it. Russia was preoccupied with
the Polish revolr. Prussia and the other German states
were suppressing small uprisings in their own do-
mains. The Austrians were busy putting down dis-
turbances in Italy. France under Louis Philippe
favored an independent Belgium and hoped to dom-
inate it. Brirain felt that it could tolerate a liberal Bel-
gium, as long as it was free of foreign domination.

In December 1830, Lord Palmerston |1784-1863),
the British foreign minister, gathered representa-

Hves of the powers in London. Through skillful ne-
gotiations he persuaded them to recognize Belgium
25 an independent and neurral state. [n Tuly 1831,

¢opold of Saxe-Coburg (r. 18311 865) became king

Ei the Belgians. Belgian neutrality was guaranteed
h: ;ii?onvention o£'1839 an§ Iemainecli an article

t1aith in European internarional relations for al-

Most a century,

| forh Beleium and Serbiz gainzd independence in

\_Z‘f&ninw‘irimnicaﬂy, _diplcrr{atic circumstances ‘in—

ofan A.jui'-Ll} led to World War L. The assassination

Samé\f?fflan archdulce by a Serbian nat}onal}sr in

Belei H“U—-%ls gersd the war, and German }'mlauon of
glan neutrality broughs Britzin into it.

In Great Britain, the revolutionary
the election of a House of Commons that debated
the first major bill to reform parliament. The death
of George IV {r. 1820-1830! and the accession of
William IV (r. 1830-1837! required the calling of a

year of 1830 saw

parlizmentary election, held in the summer of 1830.
Historians once believed that the July revolution in
France influenced voting in Brizain, but close analy-
<is of the time and character of individual county
and borough elections has shown otherwise. The
passage of the Great Reform Bill, which became law
in 1832, was the result of a series of evenrts very dif-
ferent from those that occurred on the Continent. In
Buitain, the forces of conservatism and-reform made
accommodations with each other.

POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC REFORM Several factors
contribured to this spirit of sccommodation. Firse,
the commercial and induswrial class was larger in
Britain than in other countries. No matter what
group rmight control the government, British pros-
perity required attention t0 their economic intet-
ests. Second, Britain’s liberal Whig aristocrats, who
regarded themselves as the protectors of constitu-
cional liberty, represented a long rradition in favor
of moderate reforms that would make revolution-
ary changes unnecessary. Early Whig sympathy for
che Erench Revolution reduced their influence. After
1813, however, they reentered the political arena.
Finally, British law, tradition, and public opinion all
<howed a strong Tespect for eivil liberties.

In 1820, the year after the passage of the notori-
ous 5ix Acts, Lord Liverpool shrewdly moved to
change his cabinet. The new members continued to
favor generally conservative policies, but they also
believed that the government had to accommodarte
itself to the changing social and economic life of the
nesion. They favored policies of greater economic
Zeedom and repealed the earlier Combination Acts
that had prohibited labor organizations.

CATHOLIC EMANCIPATION ACT Economic consid-
erations had generally led to the British moderate
reforms. Englis