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IPOREWORD 

Since the Conforc.mco was intendod to promoto inforrnu] 

disoussion about tho history syllabus for tho Sohool and Righor 

School Certificato uxarninations, it was docidod" not to iasuCJ any 

formal roport, but in response to many requests the lecturos 

have been cyclostyled. Certain suggestions whioh oommanded a 

fair measure of agroement were 9 however, submitted to the 

Cambridge University Local ~xaminations Syndicate and to the 

various education authorities in the Foderation. These suggestions 

are set out at the end of my lecturo on 'The Case for African History'. 

From the replies I have received it would appear that a good deal 

of further thought and discussion is called for before the education 

authorities would be prepared to recommend alterations to the 

existing syllabus. Undoubtedly one chief drawback to giving a more 

prominent place to the history of Africa is the lack of adequate 
• textbooks. It is hopod that this deficiency will be remedied in 

the next few years. Certainly no person seriously concerned with 

education in this country can remain complacent in face of a situation 

in which so little teaching is given in the higher forms regarding 

the history of.the continent in which we live. Whatever the outcome 

of the syllabus diseussions I hope the Conference made a useful if 

modest contribution to stimulating thought and discussion on the 

problems of history teaching. One concrete res~t has been the 

decision to go ahead with the formation of the Historical Association 
• 

of Rhodesia and Nyasaland? which will be an Overseas Branch of the 

P~storical Association of the United Kingdom. 

I would like to acknowledge the co-operation of the Federal 

Education Ministry? the Ministry for African ~ducation? Northern 

Rhodesia, the Department of African Education? Southern Rhodesia, 

and the Department of Education? Nyasaland. All theso made grants 
• 

to assist teachers to attend the Conference. The Cambridge Local 

Examination Syndicate presented copies of their oxamination 

syllabuses and copies of old examination papers . 

Messrs. Longmans and the Oxford and Cambridge University 

Presses were responsible for exhibiting a most useful book display. 

E. T. STOKES 

Professor of History 

]lay 1960. 
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THJ: CAS.,j FOR AFRICAN HISTORY 

\lhat I hopo to do in this int'roductory t'llk is no moro th:1,n to 
opon up the quostion E\.sto \',lnt is tho most sui t",blo form of bistory 
tGaching for Ccntr (1.1 Africa. I ,10 not wish to argu') tho case for 
Afric('..n r"isto r y in any partis'm W9.y, but rathur to ox,unine dispassionately 
the strength a.nd weakness of tha caso? an,i to suggest whoro in my view 
the balance of t ho argumont lies. 

One cannot begin discussing the claims of African history without 
being led at once to a muoh largor issueg the ultima t e obj8ct of all 
historic a l study. I take it that thero a re tV-TO impulses behind our 
int~rest in history. Thu first is an emo ti onal impulse~ an attachment 
to the past f or its own s ('.lc), a y", ,',rning, in Miss Vv'odgwood 's phrase, to 
push lifo back beyond the womb and t o link hands with our forefathers. 
This I take it? is th0 root of the l:istorical sense j anc. its satisfaotion 
is the imaginative re-living of tt e past. Tho second impulse is more 
intelleotual. It seoks to elioit order out of the seemingly disoonnected 
flow of experienoe. It is conocrnod wi th how things have oome to bo as 
thGy arGo The first impulse is direotad to the ob jeots of natural affec­
tions to the past of one's looal onviron',e~t and socioty , or to tho lives 
of gr oat men vri th whom one fe els emotiona.lly linked. Tho sGcond impulse 
tends to bo more soientific and even ptilosophic. Its swoop is much 
\.'lider j it looks to the history of whole sooietios, to the n rl, ture of 
imporsonal historioal forc 3s likd na tionalism or industrial ohange, It 
seoks .:;xpl'l.nation r :1.t h '.:,r t h ''Cn imaginative cre8.tion o~ tho p~st. In its 
wilder l:lOmonts i t ~PGS t.) ctiscov\)r somo underlying pattorn in history 
that wi:!.l explain the past and. perhaps prognosticate tho future. 

_'I. healthy interest in history will sha~ 0 somothing of both these 
ilIipulsas. Hi thaut any f o,')ling for tho past in its ovm right, without 
tho' capacity to entGr into another mental dnd emotio~l world , intalleotual 
or philosophic history 10SGS t h8 capacity to 0soapo from the prison-house 
of ilmnedi3.te ilrejudic,,?s. C8rt'linly it grows a :cid as it loses touch wi th 
experi ence in its imrn&diaoy and flosh and blood of lifo give place to 
tho der-d bones of abstraotion. But history prompted by the first impulse 9 

by an emoticnal kinship with the past of one's own immOdiate group or 
socioty, can bo equally distorting and initially mcr o dangerous , for it 
t onds to fe 8d pr o judic '3 c1.irootly wi t h in a much na rrowor emotiona l range~ 

From this springs history as national myth, a s thinly-disguised political 
propag.':mda. 

The great<)st tistory ;::\.8 I undorstand it 9 avoids both kinds of 
defGcts while c~mbining both impulsGs. It stands near enough to re-enact 
past emotion but dotaohud enough to analyso and to rJ.se superior to it. 
At its hoight it has tho qu,J,lity of GrG Gk tragGdy j it r i ngs with the note 
whioh Thuoydidos struok in his aooount of tho disaster tha t overtook tho 
Athenian expodition to Sioily, 

All this may S82ll!l f ar from the subjoot of AfricO-n history? but it 
is highly relovant. !~t prGscmt t-1G woight of senior history teaohing in 
tho sohools falls on English and Europoan Listory. The defocts of this 
arxangomont are obvious. Such history is neithor dirootly connectoi 
wi th tho natur'3, l obj octs of int erost '1nd affoction,wi th tho familiar 
onvironmont and with irr4'Tl,yli'1t o Gxporience > nor on tho other Land does it 
offer any 0xpl9.nation ofoVJ thG presont political oonfiguration of Contral 
Africa was br~ught about. But thoso aro not tho most serious defects of 
English and 3uropean history; if they wero they oould perhaps bo offset 



by the) cla ims tl10y hav09in conunon with t ho 1.nc i ent history of Greece or 
Romld? to a cort",in univorsal v.'1lidi ty . Their principal de f ect is their 
anglo of vision. As tlwy arG tr)at8o. in historical writing? they are 
' J:Dur opean-c0ntr.:Jd ' • Thoy l ook upon t h"ir th·Jm8 with t he eyes of London 9 
Oxford 9 Cn.mbridgu9 Manchostor. Now those ar8 no doubt citi es fully <ts 
r0nownod as S<tlisburY1 Blant yro)o r Ndola 9 but I take it tha t a porson 
brought up here in CGntrHl Afric,1. CA.n nevor fully appropri a t o English and 
EuropGan history until ho c<~n look on thGse subjects from his own cEmtre 9 
fr om t ho standpoint of his own soc iety. Ther e is bound t o be some loss 
in any c n,se i n t he process of transmissi on? pr-l,rticularly t he feoling of 
omotional ki.nship which givos t lwso 8ubj 0cts thoir significance and 
rolevance in thei r own homoland. TLG study of :English and European history 
is bound to bo given n more dotachod intelloctual status; Wi.) are more 
conc orn8d with it as an a i d to ~xp laining t ho proc ess of development by 
wb. i ch t ho pr osent world has beon shA.ped. ' :'0 va l uo the:: broad 9 imp~rsonal 
movom,:mts 9 t he -isms moro than t ho person:1li tie s 0 No doubt this is not 
nltogether trua of the bettor ~uropoan studont with somo f ooling f or his 
Europoan inh'Jri to.nc e 9 but it cort a inly mus t app ly t o tho AfricA.n. 

How then a r e w~ t o provi do a placo for tha t primary inpulse to 
historic '1-1 inquiry 9 t he nffoctionp.te curiosity conc erning tho past of one 's 
immodiate surroundings? In ot her wo rds what 10c '11 history should and 
could be taught? 

In the poriod next t o this in tho pr ogro.mme we shall be l ooking at 
the Cambridgo Schoo l Cartific"tG,~nd thare wo shall obsorvo in thu syll~buses 

for Indi a, Po.kist an 9 Trop ica l Africa 1 Mal aya, n.nd the Vlost Imlies, what have 
been t ho first t hou ghts of t hose who undertook to design a history syllabus 
for t ho new emer gent nations. In particulcr we sha ll observe how the 
Malaya and Wes t Indi es syll.{buscs wero framed on tho assumption that 
historica l interes t grows outw~rd from tbe l ocal c entro 9 and that the 
history of t he home l and mus t be t h8 hvart and k erne l of any forma l course. 
TIL preamble to History f or C'1ndi dn.t.Js in Gho Caribbo::m lu:oa (p.9 of the 
Subj ect Syll~bus H.G.2 (1960) )9 explicitly st a t es thi s beli cf~ 

'Tho pur poso of this 'p'1.PJr is to t es t th", c andidatos' s kn01f l odge 
of hi s own ~orl d . It is considered t o be of tho first 
i mpor tanc::: tn;;,t he sb0uld undcrst.qnd how t be community in 
which be liv~s carno into being ~nd hav e 's omo knowledge of tbe 
principa l i dw2.s and forces whi cll havG influcmcod its dovolopmont. 
For a pr op",r underst'>,nding of l ocal III story , it is nocessary 
for 11im a lso to h:1vv c.. g-:.:neral knoV" 1:::dg0 of t he widor historical 
setting in whic h his community bas r",Jv\;l l opod. In t his \in.y the 
student will not onl y f ind t ho.t t Le hist or y of lli s ' own community 9 
soon in it s pr opor pvrspec tive 9 bJcomas f a r mora intelligible 
but bo comas t o roalize that he himsolf is a member of a world society 

Abst r ac tly c~nsidar3d fen will probably dis'1.gr oe with t hese sontiments. 
The difficulti 0s app0:lr ;1,'hon we c om0 t o app ly them t o n given situation , 
particul :.rly our own. Putting as i de t ho prac tic '1- l quostionsJ.s to whethor 
loca l history oxi sts as an order0d body of kncwledge with sufficiont 
depth in time t o be considcrJd a pr oper obj 8ct of historic:11 study, tharo 
arises the morc intrn.c t ab l e pr obl om ,s t o t he c ·anon of interpr e tation. 
It is a ll to o li ghtly assumod tha t boc::ms6 English his'tory is suit ",b10 f or 
:.!:nglish schoolboys? ~,b,lr:.yan I1istory is pari p'\s su sui t abl e f or Malayan 
schoolboys, ~nd Cantr",l African hist ory for C Gntr~l Afric !1Tl schoo lboys. 
Tho assumption i gno r es tho fact t ha t f or English history thor o is o.n agreed 
int erprot ati on t h'1t puts it beyond t ho r o,ch of r :1ci a1 9 sectarian, or 
po litic~l bias; o.nd it is this v ery f~ct which givos English history its 
educ a ti. on.1.1 vo.lue a s 3. study c"_pab1 3 of lifting tto mind out of the narrow 
circl e of prejudicos into which it is born. It was not 'llwA.Ys S09 
but oven whenfuo Whig int erpre t ati on of history flourished vigorously it 
was an educ8. t "d o.nd not ungenGrous bia" ilo:1ding Macf1.ul:1Y n3vor did 
a nyone any harm. For Enr'lisbmcn t o study tho strife of f action and party 
thA.t fill ed their pqst? wh n tha t strife hf1.s boon cooload by ti!!l6 9 C3.n bo 
a r owl1rcling and invigor <:. ting 11.c tivi ty. But to study the history of "­
c onflict tha t is still w~rm may in ordinary minds mor~ly sorva to give 
passion f1.nd prujudice tb G r oinforcemort of o.n int 0 Il~ctu3.1 s3.nction. We 
remember tho apho rism t hat Irish hist ry is something for EnglishmGn to 
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remombor an~ Irishmen to forgot. 

All tJiis h3.S a diroct bo!uing on our own si tUlltion. Assuming thf\t 
we oan d~fino an int0lligiblu subject of study tlv,t POSSOSSGS sufficiont 
depth in time 1 how can W'J nrri ve I'lt ",n I'I.gre\:Jd c 0ntral view on African 
history? We live in a p lurnl socioty f\t its acutust st~ge~ in a state 
occupiod by two separf\te r~cial groups owning no c ommon culture, 10yaltY9 
or nationhood. Wo have therefore not moroly to avoid tho ordinary 
o~c(l.sions for bias 1 but somohow establish something approf\ching a unit8.ry 
view. And for this W8 havo nothing bottor to work On than a detailed 
record of European activities in Africa and only the rare glimpse (still 
through 1'uropean eyes) of wh3.t was happening in Afric::m society itself. 
All this groatly affocts wh:),t wo mean by Afric ,'ln history. There is 
firstly 'lll .the enormo~s disparity in thd balance of tho evidence ~ the 
trGmdndous overwoighting on ~he 'side of:]uropoan '<)'cti vi ties 1 and secondly ~ 
the overwhelmingly Europe ,:1,n O;1.non of intorprotation. Until Africa.ns 
begin to write their own history thG balance will not begin to be rodressed:, 
but evon then experionce (3.S for ex~mplo that of India) suggests that this 
brings a shift in politic~l r kthor than cultur3.1 viewpointg Euro~ean 

A.ctiviti0s will still crmr,d out the forefront of the picture 9 though the 
picture will be painted by an Africr..n rn.thor than European artist. 

The further question reffi'lins !1S to whether there C11n be African 
history which is not simply the record of European activities. An attempt 
has boon m3.de. particulf'..rly since the War~ _ to ,answer this question in the ' 
affirmative.' 'l'he impulso b0hind the attompt has undo.ubtedly beon the 
urge to create some sort of n~tion~l history for the emerging African na tion 
states. Tho names of Ghana or the Fedor!J.tion of Mali rofluct the need 
of ~ nation111 myth and for a sense of self-rospect. This m~ans in turn 
waging war against another myth, the myth ~f Darkest Africa, of a continent 
devoid of all the ~rts and standards of civilized lifo, sunk in the drea~i­
Gst and most primitive .f3avagory. It WC',S p~rhaps to be expocted that the 
movement should at the outset have beGn guil~y of some exaggeration~ of a 
desire to turn the t ab10s on thE) idee fixe of thE: European mind. Mr. 
Basil Davidson who h'1S of roc,mt years done much to mr1.ke known to the 
ordinary educatud public tho findings of schol'1rship and ~rch?-eology' is 
one of those who do"s not shirk from the ringing phrCl.Ge~ 

'Yet thG notion tho,t n0gro afric3. h3.s a history of its own 
- and moreover 3.. history of civilization - is n ow enough to be 
controversial. Not m~ny years n~ve Jassed sincd it was 
gGri8I"allyaC'coptod 9 at any rate in )!)urope, that -I'.fric ,1.ns had 

· li VGd in a 111nd of ID'1n-e·J, ting soli tud.e and mental darkness.­
Agrdnst -those who now dEmy this it is still2.rgu0d, often enough 
With heat and passion, that pooples who had nover kno¥m the wheel, 
the plough or the use of wri ting 1 and whose societies had become 
so far remov0 rl ' in growth and sentiment from the societi0s of 
Europe - and perhf'..ps of Asia ~ could not be said to have a history 

. of their own, much i'ess a history of civiliz<1.tion. But we are 
still living in an 8.go' of rliscovery ••• Just as ~u:r:ope le .~rned a 
century. ago th:1.t the Niger ' flowed from w'est to east -and not 
from east to west ~ as maps of Africa had sh01l'ted sin~e antiquity 
so now we Jind th11tthe courS8 of pre-European negro history 
passed through m::my cultures and. poli ti8s that were noi ther 

. primitive nor savage •.•• Tl).e myth of "savage Africa ll gives way 
to history~ to the history 'of African civilization.' . .... 

(B.D3.vid~on, 'The. T"mts of Kedar\~ ' History To~dayy Oct.1957) 
, For Mr.Davidson 
t'he rC;J.son for the_ excessively low opinion which Zurope:1ns. 0n-tert :1ined 
in the nineteenth century was not norely - ,_ tte sUp0riori ty complex 
Vii th which all non-European societ.ies - Indi::m, Chinese~. !1nd so forth -
wer? reg!1rdoG.} but also . thof,:J,ct that Duropeans cam~ into. African 
SOC~Gty when ;i t was in tllG last stQ;ges of dogenera.tion and d.ecline. 
That decline v"as i tsolf in s'ome ¢.Ggro '33. product o.f:tI:uropoan influence ~ 
the banoful G ffects of ;::"rOp0.'ln guns, liquor 9 .'lrid ,slav6-:t;radi:t;lg mnking 
themsclvEl.s felt in tho fr.,_ . int:;rior long before the d;irect assumption, 
of :Juropoo.n political control.. \-'u L1r:'-Y well oocrr...;nt tl:.c.t t1l0 nJtion of 0. 

goldon hero b·3foro Ho iur,:>bsi tLm of ali on rulo is C\. stock ingrediunt of 
tho historic::>.l myth. of' n[1.tibnalism. ,Yet there C·'1l1 be no 
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d\~\.lbt th.'\ t, whn t IYIJJ' t lIu ;:;:tl':w1\lf1.l10UO f popul' I io~t lOTI, thu ,hi.ft of 
vi i \1 10 of 1..111. fi l'G i mplJrt'1nou. From ~ t wo Ni'1.y o;Y.puot lln Mcumuln-
ting body 0(' knowludg" th'l.t C'1.T1 bu [lvt oV(:)J' '1.l;'l.1not t;h v t'wcorl1 of 
~ul'Op '1l1 ~ tivi.t; - 'll'vuOr' whioh Wf.) know jo itooJlf f'u' fr m frvu 
of thu elvIn nto of myth. In ooncrutv torms 1 'l.pp1iv,1 to OUr 'lin 01 t Iltion 
IV should hopo to duYulop our know1vrl6u of thv pr",-.:!11.1'apv'\n Afric<ln 

ulturos of ntrll.l .. \ fri 0·'1 , sO th'l.t thv stone ruins of InYrl.ng ) Kha.rni , 
d Zimbabwv 011Oulr1 'l.oquil:'v 1.n vssl.;.nti'11 m",'1ning in 0,11 history tvMhing. 

On th" othol' h"n I think 'lIJ Ghoul'l bu o'1r..lful to rc..cognize the 
limi ations of th,) subjuot . :.1 though thu Portuguosv recor1s hEWEi still 
to bran "ckQQ nd ernl tr~1iti on to bv cci~ntific'l.lly sifto1 it s")oms 
lik ly th~t on thv wholu Wu sh 11 tBV~ to continua to rwly mainly on the 
archnv logist for this 'l.Spvot .)f Afric:m history. l\.nd if history prop l' 
bJgins nnd pr~-li9tory unds lith thy written r~cor11 this subj~ct is 
1110lvar lik .. ly to go much b yond that sh:vlowy mi'1111;1 kingrlom ... /hicI. hQ.s 

quir d tho n'1m", of protn-.listol'Y. Th t iS 1 th" ristory of f.frican 
soci ti~s which tuIDsulvon possoss no writtun records ~nd of which n~ 
continuous body f r~cords by outsidu obsorvers ~xists? C'l.n scarcoly 
bo om0 history in th or in~ry "ccoptud s~nse. 

It so rna to m th~,t .;.; must in practic~ s t our sights lower. By 
tho sll or distribution of thu vidcnc we "re confin..:d for the most part 
to IDO -Jrn history, anI it is my own conviction that \70 sh9.l1 gain !!l'Jro 
profi t"olo r uGul ts from <lJ'l :ltt~mpt to buil'l up 1. contro.l uni t:'.ry view 
of th mol' roc ... nt past th".1l in h.;)ping to buil up an tll'1.boratl:! corpus 
of t mu i",v"'l history of Centr"].l ".fr10:1.. Th.:lre -:.Tv no doubt imzElnSC 
ifficulti s in th W'1.y of achi~ving this dotnched c~ntr~l viewpoint 

bu thv inur vffort is a.lw ys ra vJ\r:ling. It m.;)ans trying to see 
tCJ mor rvCQnt p~st fh tormo of a ~ublo ~ction? as the joint 
intor~ction of th3 Bur u n and tho Afric~n :or1 r thor th3n a 
sin Ie' ~n ',':ay proc as of imposing tho lostvrn world on M un1iffor.:;n­
ti~t~~ch~r ctorluss .fricln sctting. Mr. Philip l~son's book on the 
growth of socioty in Soutbwrn Rhodusi'l.y 'l'b\.: Birth of a Dilmnm~, while not 
pr t.Jn'Ung to bJ "!. Vlork of l.istorico.l schol1\rship, has attempt d to 
obt~in such a st~ruoscopic im~o by trying to su~ things simult~ndously 
t, rDugl: ..;w-op '1Jl ".nd :.frio n .lYus. In po.rticul ..... r his pictur~ of 
Looan~~l~ is p~rticulnrly m~orr.bl~. Tt~ muru mont~l effort of trying 
to s t!~~ occup'!.tion of Rhoidsia f:-om tho 1 'Y'll kr't 1 at Bul way"J r"..ther 
t -m f!'orn tr. .. pion ers' bna c"mp on tl.o Mecloutei ... riv l' h".s its r_w:u-d. 
1.J..r.G~nn i':'1 .is .roc.:nt book on ort!-.vrn Rtc.. ...... si.'J., Tl v Birth of n Plur"..l 
Sociat:r, h~s "'Iso sought to sho.: th'1.t th ... modvrn st:lt-3 ir. CJntr::l.l _~fric:l 
w~s not imp:>s.J1 on '\ t".oulfl. r!'.S:l. but W'l.S i t ~lf p1.::-tly'. shap0d by the 
nrl.tur of pro- ;<isting Lfric'ln socioty. For inst.;>..nco, tho oxist..:mc8 of 
a. r..Jl:\tivoly lww",rful M" .vll-orci miz\.Jd .:.rricl~n stn.to in B:Lr"Jtsol'lnj 
ID_'lnt from the.;, b ginning th'1.t thu syst;.;m of diroct rulo a'dopt d in tte 
rc.ID'liodur of N'Jrtlorn Rhod ... sia W:J,S ina.pplic:Lblo. VTh:1.t was the .Africcill 
r "'.ctton to :}uropo:\o rul,,? How VlllS his soci",ty modifiod by it? 
::;uropo"n sourcus C'1n b.; oxploi t..: .... to ~nBWur thcsu qUJstions. .Mr. ~hson 
h"'.G slown, for instnnc ) th'\t 1. study of thE; vl\rly di1.ri·s of the n::Ltive 
commiseion ... rs in South"rn Rhod",sin onn yi Id signifio1.Ilt point.;rs. It 
is ::llong such linuS as thus ... ,I fool, that tho Cuntr'll 1.fric"'.n history 
'IIill b~ moat fruitfully r1ov..llopcd. 

But ie CuntrF.l.l Afrio".n history itn intulligibh: svIf-oontc.inv,t 
6ubj '.;ct of study? It i6 1\u1'v tll'1.t I fvvl oonsidor".bl(j misgivings. It 
is never, of ooursu? IJossibl" to iso1nto MY on" fiuld ntir"ly, but 
Contrtl Lfrlcr:tn l.istory il3 so v\.ry muoh thu produot of Jnst .:\nd South 
African r,iatory tho.t I finl it lliffioult to Suu it st~nd.ing ~p'\rt. 
Dvun if uno C1.n nm.1.S6 sufficivnt mn.t"rinI - C1.nl this is no diffioult 
thing - VJ(j 'l.r(J still 10ft wi tl, quustions (,f sO'1.1", 1.nd rolvv:m00. I 
pursont'l.lly 'Nould liko to ouv :~fl'ic·'1.n hlstory studiod on (\ brond IUld n t 
p'1rl)chi;l.l b~oif3. 'I"U 1.1WC,i cul'tninly tri;.,i, to do this in our own hi t 
syll'l.bus for till; B.A. (log u0. It m'1J bu objuot0ll tlnt this would wi an 
.1.ny oylllLbufl un/luly, but tlhJ f).'1.mU objuctlun npplivs to n subj at 11k 
:l:uroIJU'1.n hiotory Vlilioll L' .• l!:':ufl 'J'/(';l' .'1.n unOl'mous fLlld of study. Th 
io no rc,!\flOn why tho I iatol'y of thv homvl'Uld should not bl) giv n sp 1 
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omphr.,sis, but it should be kopt, I boliev(;), wi thin tlw broader African 
sotting. Such an a.pproa.ch has a certain catholic influonc(;;j on tho mind 
th~t is particul~rly dosir~bld when local Contral Lfrican history is 
bl:ling studiod. For we must romumber that the rocont past is dubious as 
history; that even in Engl~d, whora poli tic,'ll tumpor.'1turos run lower, 
thG o.rchivvs closo at 1909~ that thoro is a dang~r of history ru-opcming 
old wounds instoad of performing its ministry of hoaling. Looked at 
in its broader swoop, howover, thero CJl,n bo no doubt that the history 
of ~frica has beon establishod as a body of orderGd knowl~dge, with a 
considerable and rapidly growing body of literature. 1:10 may oxpect vory 
soon a standard work in tho two-volumed history of Africa by R.Oliver and 
J.D.Fago. 

Thoro still romains thu task of seeing tho plncu of , ~frican history 
in the history syllabus tak(lD as a whole. Is it to take pride of place, 
displacing English and E~ITopu~n history ontiruly or reducing thom to the 
level of background material? I C'ln only state my own views briefly. 
I myself would like to SGO~ at tho lo~st, either British or Europoan 
history continuing to bel run in h.'1rn8ss with ."drican history. My view 
rests on a conviction that ~nglish and Europoan history will for long 
retain a m" rked anporiority as academic disciplines, Quite apart from 
other considerations. Tho WGa.l th of their literature, tho talents of 
mind and pen that havo boen devoted to thom, the constant reinterpretation 
and criticism supplied by riv~l schools of tistorians who conduct the 
argument by which historic~l thought progreRses - all these make them 
an intalloctual diet that will take centuries to rival. :::llilglish and 
2uropoan history (or at lo~st the former) should continue, in my view, to 
form the staple ingredients of the syllabus. On the other hand, the 
elements of novelty, ~xperim0nt, and chan~ should be provided by African 
history. One m.'1y anticipat8 th'lt the corpus of historical writing on 
Afric~ will itself bo rapidly changing and its balance increasingly 
affacted by the growing body of litor3.ture aevotod to the history of 
African as distinct from tIl3 history of European activities. As I see 
it, each subject would stand separatoly in its own right, a fixed period 
of African ~nd say a fixed poriod of English history, up to the School 
Certificate hwel, 'while at tho Highor Certificate stC'..ge European history 
could woll be brought back. 

I hop..; I have startod a fow tares and that y~u will ch,,,so them hard • 

• Postscrint 
¢ 

Since this talk Basil D~vidson's Old Africa Rediscovered (Gollanc~, 
1959, Rhodesian price 26/6d) hrts baen publ$shod. It is tho best" general 
survey of the history of indigenous African cultures that has yet appeared. 

As a res~lt of discussions at tho Conference the following suggos­
tions wore forwarded for consideration by the Univeraity of Cambridge 
Local Examination Syndicn..te and the local aducation authoritios~ 

1) In place of the optional South Afric.'1n history section in the 
British and Europen..n History paper :)f tha School Certificate there might 
be substi tutod a defined p0ri.od of thG history of i'..frica (treatod as a who1C'l). 

2) The 'Duvelopment of Tropical Africa' paper (which in practice few 
European schools take) might be tr,'lnsformed into a straight history paper, 
turning tho civics portion into a dG~in8d period of African history, 
and having the other section as a rulatod p0riod of English history. 

3) Schools should be ~ncouraged to tnko a Spocial Subject in the Highor 
School Certificate History course. The existing Special Subject option 
'Great Britain and Africa 1880-1914' would give students a fair historical 
knowlodge of the developments of mod~rn Africa without in any way trespassing 
on the ost"ablishod British and EuroI- "an history papers. 
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Leoture sivan by Mr. A. VlhH t Y·,A,R.I .B .A." Survn:ror of Monum~~. 

ZINIBABWTIJ AND ITS FLAC:..'] IN PR ;;HISTORY 

The V::l.lue of any discuss~on ' on tho subj ect of Zimbabwo is gre.?tly 
enhanced if the general baclcground of the Iron Age in SouthGrn Rhodesia 
is taken into account. No pr0historio site oan properly be:: studied 
in vaouo? and attempts to do this in the case of Zimbabwe hava led to 
much oonfusion . I therefore propose to s t .'1rt by giving a vory brief 
outline of the Iron Age so far as it is known at present. 

In this part of Afrioa the Iron Age lies, stratigraphioally? 
immediately oVer tho La.ter Stone Age. \'ie have no Neoli thio 1 no Bronze 
Age ~ nor indeed any indicati on of a gradual development of our Iron Age 
out of the earlier oultures. In other words it is ol aar tha t the 
Iron Age was brought here from th0 outside. The evidenoe suggests 
tha t it Wi:l.S brought by Bantu-speaking peoples who oame from the north. 
It is v .,ry probable that large numbers of the Stone Age inhabitants of 
the oountry intermarried with the newoomers. This raoial mixing 
differed in degree with time and plaoe and aooounts for some of the 
widely varied physioal oharaoteristics found in human remains from our 
Iron Age sites. 

The Iron Age is defined in terms of rts oharaoteristio artifaots? 
whioh include the following :-

1. Handmade pottery ; 
2. Drystone walling? 
3. Daga buildings~ ('Daga ' being unburnt earth in one f orm or 

anothe.? used as a building mate~ial) 9 
4. Primitive metalwork. 

In addition to these locally made artifaots~ various imported 
objects are found on Iron Age sites. These include glass beads 9 

poroelain, firearms and oloth. 

By far J;he most important e.rtifaot J from the point of view of the 
arohaeologist? is .pottery. Some difficulty arises from the faot that 
the women were the potters? and_ that they were subjeot to exchange due 
~o war and raiding? so that looal traditions tended to become rather 
mixed. Fortunately there remain oertain clearly discernible trends, 
and these form the framework upon whioh the study of the Iron Age is 
based . One of the most characto.ristio pottery forms has been oalled 
'Stamped. Ware I? on aocount of the way in whioh decoration y in the form 
usually of rows of diagonally plaoed tooth impressions? has been stamped 
on to the wet clay by means of a s ort of oomb y probably made from a 
piece of gourd,. Variations on this stamped theme are found over most 
of the country and throughout the whole period of the Iron Age. The 
earliest (pre-ruin) pottery from Zimbabwe? for instanoe, is of this 
general type? as is that of Inyanga (also earlier than the main building 
period)y although there are marked stylistic differences between the 
two. Sta~ped wares are not conflned to early sites 1 however? and 
appear in other oontexts? some as late as the 19th century. These 
last are olearly rather deg8nerat3 forms ? but are unquestionably related 
to the main sta~ped tradition. The }ultural series of stamped pottery? 
stretching from earliest Iron Age times? perhaps 15 or 20 centuries ago, 
down to the nineteenth or' .ltury? together with its other assooiated 
artifaots~ has been given the name Iron Age Ao 

Iron Age A also includes other: ottery traditions more or less 
closely influenced by or related to .he stamped wares. These include 
Leopard's Kopje pottery (pre-ruin at ~nami) and? quite different y 
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Salisbury Ware, known as yet only from burial sites found in the Salis­
bury Area. The pottery associated with the main building phase at 
Inyanga also belongs to this group. 

The other major division of the Iron Age, based again on pottery, 
is Iron Age B. It is more commonly known as the Zimbabwe Culture on 
account of the normal association of this pottery with stonG building 
work of the Zimbabvve type. Iron Age B pots were more lightly made, of 
a finer fabric, and their characteristic forms are found widespread over 
most of Southern Rhodesia. Nevertheless they show certain regional 
variations some of which suggest that there were local cultural connec­
tions between Iron Age A and B. This is hardly surprising because they 
were in fact contemporary for a considerable period. 

The relationship between Iron Age A and B is well illustrated by a 
study of thG stone buildings which belong to each. To Iron Age A belongs 
the Inyanga complex of building work, and it is extremely interesting to 
compare this with the building works of Iron Age B, that is, with the 
Zimbabwe type ruins. The Inyanga people used building ideas which we 
can readily understand. Their stone structures such as agricultural 
terraces, pit settlements, cattle kraals, dams, hut bases and walls, etc., 
were closely related to purely utilitarian needs. The functions of these 
buildings are self-evident from their designs. The building techniQue 
itself was pretty rough, but the functional ideas behind it clearly reflect 
the practical needs of an agricultural co~~unity. (If, as the evidence 
seems to indicate, they worked their land in the typical African manner by 
using it for a few years only, until it y,Tas exhausted, and then moved on 
to new areas, we need not assume an abnormally high population). Their 
walling was undoubtedly an~mportant element of their economy and can be 
described as a folk building tradition. The Zimbabwe type structures, on 
the contrary, show no evidence of such a logical and utilitarian under­
standing of building. Admittedly, here, theactual techni~ues employed 
were far superior to anything achieved by the Inyanga poople ~ but the 
motives behind it were vastly different. The stone walls were closely 
integrated Yvi th daga livipg huts and served two main functions, firstly to 
act as screens betv;een huts and around group:-- of }futs, and secondly to act 
as retaining walls for the masses of daga which resulted from successive 
rebuildings of huts and other such structu esc Often enough these function 
were combined. The walling was apparently never used for agricultural 
purposes. A study of the plans of many individual ruins and of their 
relatively sparse distribution over most of the granite areas of Southern 
Rhodesia has led to the conclusion that this type of building was the work 
of a dominant minority or ruling group. As such it hag boen described 
as a form of 'prestige architecture'. By comparison with the conceptuq.lly 
more sophisticated works of the Inyanga people, the Zimbabwe buildings 
reveal their essentially primitive character, which is but poorly masked by 
a superior techniQue and sometimes by an impressive though barbaric ' 
ostentation. 

Not only are the differences between Iron Age A and B reflected in 
their pott~ry and their stone walling) the construction and use of 
materials in dwelling huts are found to have differed widely as well. 
Iron Age A huts consist of a light wooden framework plastered with a fairly 
thin coat of daga. Such is the usual method of hut building even today, 
and although the fragmentary remains on prehistoric sites seldom permit of 
more than theoretical reconstruction, VlTe may suppose that there were th~n, 
as now, many variations upon this theme. The huts of Iron AgG B, normally 
found in association with Zimbabwe type walling, are radically different. 
They are of monolithic daga construction with walls varying between about 
6 and 14 inches in thickness. The timber frame was commonly dispensed 
with ? but in some cases the remains of fairly substantial poles have been 
found in the thickness 0_ the wall. . Generally speaking this type of h~t 
was relatively large, son,,,,times reaching a diameter of about 40 feet. 
The daga used in these massive structures was usually of a high Quality, 
Quarried from deposits of decomposed granite, often containing free kaolin, 
which occur on this type of site. 
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When we come to consider metal artifacts tho relative richness of 
the Iron Age ]3 sites is again evident. For instance ? the standard of 
w.orkmanship a~d .material of weapons and ritual objects (tho last sometimes 
so callcd merely because one can .see no obvious. utilitarian purpose for 
the!.Ill) is high? while the oc.currenCG of the more workaday i~p18mentS' such 
as hoes is comparatively slight. 

The presence' of imported articles (with the possibleoxception of 
glass beads which are ubiquitous) is more common on the ]3 sites? which 
have a virtual monopoly of the rare examplos of Chinese? Middle Eastern 
and European ceramics which havo found their way into the central Africap 
hinterland. 

Our division . of .the Southern Rhodesian Iron Age into thes~ tw'o main 
streams 9 A and ]3 , represents of cOurse only the very broad out li-ne" of the 
recent prehistory of· this part of Africa. Although each division · embodies 
many local variations? Iron Age A1 the background culture? advanced prac­
tically not at all so . far as its material level was concerned. With the 
single exception of the Inyanga .building Works? technical skills remained 
at much the same level during the whole period. Iron Age ]3 differs from 
this background in having the concurrent qualities of being (a) widespread, 
(b) progressive and (c) possessed of a richer cultural level. 

So far as chronology is ' concerned? the primitive cultU!.'es of central 
Africa have always proved a hard nut to crack. Cut .. off as they have beim 
from the main streams of civilization ? they can be related only ,,; i th ' 
difficulty to events outside their ovm sphere. Imports are rare~ and in 
any case may have been long in transit and,then preserved as heirlooms for 
long periods before eventually findir.g thelr way into ·the occupation 
deposi ts. MO.L'eover? even relative chronological sequences are difficili.l t 
to establish ~ue to the fact that among our Iron Age artifacts there are 
very few which show any sign of systematic development in dosign or 
technique. The ohronology of the perioli is therefore not r{oll establisped. 
Radio-carbon analysis has helped to provide a fri;i.mework? and as work on 
our sites goes on~ will help much nore. In the meantime , our ~est 
carbon dato f~r the beginning of Iron Age A is about 1st or 2nd century A.D. 
This is actually for a site north of the Zf~bezi and therefore has no firm 
relevance to Southern Rhodesia , although VIO can assume that it bearf;lsome 

. relation to our own problem. For Iron Age B our earliest carbon date 
(for Zimbabwe) is 7th or 8th century. A.D .,: . There are r easons? ' which I 
shall discuss later? for treating this date also with some r GservG..? and 
the results of further tests are at present awaited. 

So far as more recent events are .concerned?historical Gvidence is 
emphatic'thatthe highly destructive Nguni invasions from the south took 
place in .the first half of tho. 19th century.. It is probable that the 
social and Gconomip. structure which Vles.E3e as Iron ll,ge B was wiped out a~ 
this time. The continuance of raiding activities by the Matabele? now 
~i?tablishcd in thQ southwestern part of·the country? was . r esponsible .for 
the building of hundreds of roughly constructed stone·-walled r.::Jfuges? 
well :(moVln asl~ashon'a fortifications I. Thooretically ,speaking? Iron 

.Age ·A lasted until the time that the ZuropGan took over the country, although 
this last period was so disturbod by local ,,'lars ? raiding and .tri bal move­
ments that the situations which greeted the early missionarie.s, traders 
·and hlLYlters was by no means a true picture of the Soutl:lern Hhodesian Iron 
Age as a " whole. We will call this the post-Nguni period. 

Now that WE; have cO!npleted this vory brhlf survey? we may turn to 
the question of Zimbabwo itself. The first importaht point is .that 
although it is the ' largest~ Zimbabwe io' by no means the only site of its 
type. There arc certain y no l oss than a hundred others also belonging 
to IronA.ge B and having IJttery? 'fialling? huts etc?of . t.he charac~terist~c 
kind. As we; shall s0e~ however? Zimbabwe may well be ths ald0st among 
those. of·its kind and the.re is some slight evid'onco t .o suggest .that it is 
the place of origin of that peculiar c rchi tectural. style. . T):w Zimbabwe ' 
ruin field falls into three r;lain grouj, "l. The firs.t is a.labyrinthine 
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oomplox of walls covering tho top and upper slopes of a hill which rises 
some 350 foet above the level of tho surrounding country. This is some~ 
what inappropriately called the 'Acropolis'. At the foot of the Aoropo11, 
is a flat bottomod valley in which lies the second series of buildings, 
known as tho Valley Ruins, while on a raised plateau overlooking the valle 
and facing the Acropolis is the third group, which includes the Great 
~nclosure, better known as the 'Tample'. These three groups of buildings 
all fall within an area of about 70 acres, but there are in addition a 
number of small outlying sites. 

The first white man knovm to have seen the Ruins was Adam Renders, 
a trader, who stumbled on them in 1868. Renders' report reached the ears 
of a German geologist named Karl Mauch, who was thus inspired to make a 
visit to the place. Mauch achievod this very hazardous undertaking in 
1871 and his account of it was published in the following year. Very 
much a child of his times, Mauch interpreted Zimbabwe in the romantic 
manner. He suggested that the Acropolis was a copy of King Solomon's 
temple on Mount Moriah, and that the Great Enclosure was modelled on the 
palace which Solomon built for the Queen of Sheba. Even allowing for 
difficulties arising from the fact that the Acropolis was then occupied by 
a not too friendly chieftain and that the interior of the Great Enclosure 
was thickly overgrown, it is hard to seo how he was able to reconcile these 
intorprotations with the specifications set out in the First Book of Kings. 
Nevertheless, Mauch!s drawings and factual descriptions are of considerable 
value to the modern worker, for they tell something of what the ruins were 
like at thi$ first stage of investigation. From Mauch we know, for in­
stanco, that the Conical Tower in the Great Enclosure originally stood 
higher than it does at presfnt and that its top was decorated with a band 
of 'dentelle! pattern stonework. Mauch!s pUblications kindled an interest 
in the prehistoric buildings of central Africa and the characteristically 
romantic attitued to them which has survived until today. . 

It was twenty years before another investigator appeared at Zimbabwe. 
This time it was an English gentleman~ of wide antiquarian interests and 
loarning, by tho name of Theodore Bent. He and h~s Wife, together with 
his assistant-cartographer 9 Robert Sv<;an, visited Mashonaland in 1891, the 
year after the British occupation. By th"s time tho site, and others 
liko it? had been reported by many of tho hunters and-traders who had 
been coming into the country over the intervening twenty years. In such 
reports~ together with Mauch's publications, probably lay tho cause of 
Bent!s predisposition, barely disg~ised in his book} towards a very ancient 
origin for the ruins. Superficial examination does indeod suggest that 
betwoen the acievements of the builders of Zimbabwe and those of the 
present day African lies a great gulf. Bent!s conclusion matchedms 
predisposition and he evaluated the ruins as the work of an ancient 
civilization derived from the Middle ~ast of about three thousand years 
ago. He noted that the quality of the walling varied, and considered 
that the best style belonged to the earliest period, v.rhile a later occupa­
tion was rosponsible for tho rougher work. His assistant, Swan, aided 
his interpretation by making a series of measuremonts of the Great 
Enclosure. From these moasurements he concluded tha\ the building has 
been set out by skilled geOmetricians to a very high degreo of accuracy. 
He quoted dimensions measured to tho nearest i inch and, converting these 
into cubits, supposod that tho building was orientated and set out in a 
manner which, combined with a knowledge of ancient astronomy, would provide 
a highly accurate calendar for the exact timing of annual f :Jstivals of 
worship. The fact that he connected his theory to the stars of the north­
ern sky led him to conclude that the building was the work of people origi­
nating in the northern hemisphere. Delightful and .quaint as all this may 
be, it has to bo totally rejected, not only on account of tho work done by 
later investigators? but ,Iso bocause the measurements used are found to 
have been inaccurate and r8cause the method, if suitably adjusted, could 
be applied with similar results to almost any building of comparable 
complexity. But Bent's published conclusions did much to strengthen tho 
view, alroady commonly held, that the ruins could only bo tho work of 
some exotic civilization of the romot. past. 
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Thu l1uxt significant workol' a t ZimbC1.bwQ WJ'J,S ono of illlo(1.ofJ ' yfJ1mg 
adv<3nturors y Captain Sir John Willoughby 9 Burt . 11'1 1893 INilloughby took 
a month's lo8.vO ,t o oarry out M.e ' invos t igl.1,tion ' . Iro cloarod tho DUPCJJ;'­

fi cial doposi t s from a.bout half of tho GrOf,-t Enolo(3uro ~ a.nd comp18tely 
romovod all dopositsy down to bodrock, from a small sito, known now as 
No. 1 Ruins~ noarby. His conclusions wore somowhat non-committa1 9 (a 
faot hardly sur pri sing in vi ew of his methods), e,1though ono hao tho idoa 
from reading his book that it soriou s ly orossod his mind that the buildinge 
w~re th~ , work of tho ancestors of the l ooal inhabitants. From t he point 
of viow of the modern worker, Willoughby's offort s wore not only valueloss 9 

but positivoly dostruotive in 'a high degreo. 

By t'l~is timo many of tho o thor ruins were becoming known and in 
1896 a company was floated for tho purposo of rifling th0m for the gold 
which they had beon found to cont a in " Until it was proscribod on ordors 
from Rhodes this company' did untold damage t o theso sites? particularly 
in the Matabeleland area. Its r ocords foll into t ho hands of a journa­
list 9 Richa rd Hall? who, in collaborat ion l'I i th an ex-shareholder in the 
company, published in 1902 a book on the arohaeology of the, ruins. In 
the sarno yoar Hall was appointod by tho Administration to aot as Curator 
at Zimbabwe with the job of tidying up the ruins for the benofit of 
visitors. In this hG considerably exceoded his warrant? and undertook 
the large-scale removel of deposits in tho namo of archaeology. Ho was 
himself removed within a fairly short time but pub~ished t wo other books 
on the strength of the work hG had been able .to do . His books havo 
considerablo value on aocount of the factual desoripti on and photographs 
oontained in them, but his opinions and oonclusions, following in the 
romantio and ancient trail of Bont, are nowadays quite unacooptable. 
But again , the publications of works supporting the view that tho ruins 
are ancient and of Gxotic origin was quit~aocording to popular taste. 
Indoed, Hall probably did more to fix t~oso idoas in popular fancy than 
any other writer. 

In 1905 a chango oamo over the sc one with the arrival in Southern 
Rhodesia of Dr David Randall-MacIver , an archaeologist appointGd by the 
British Association for thG Advanc oment of Science to mako a study of the 
RhodGsian ruins. ·ZimbabwG had rec eivod thl a~tontion of many people by 
the time MacIver arrivGd: Mauch tho goologist, Bent thG antiquarian 9 

Willoughby the soldier, Hall the journali , t and doz ens of othor 'investi­
gators', many of whose ambitions WOr G not lli1connGctod with t he hope of 
finding gold~ Now, in 1905~ fift Gon years after the country had come 
under European control ? tho site was for the first time invGstigated by 
an archaeolo~ist. 

MacIver didn't spend much time at Zimbabwo, where the depredations 
of his predecessors had, he considered, l eft little of value t~ tho 
archaeologist. He spent muoh of his timG at Dhlo-Dhlo and at Inyanga 
whioh had not suffered to the sarno oxtent. Nevertheless he did onG 
excavation in the Groat ~nclosuro whioh had notable rosults. Here he 
dug down to what he t ook to be tho 'lowost .and oarlie st deposits, whe re 
he found that the walling was associated · inescapably with native cultural 
remains inoluding all tho usua.l articles such as typical handmade pottery, 
glass beads 7 mc.talwork, etc. · Among this material ho , f ound a · few fragments 
of datable imported earthenwaro from China . .. From these basic faots, 
with the support of equally signifioant evidonco from othor sitos y he 
ooncluded that Zimbabwe had beon built by people practising a typical 
Afrioan culture and that judging from tho imports ·the buildings might be 
dated to about tho '· 14th contury A D. Or l a t ur. Thoso ::onolusions have 
since boen -found to represent , something of ·an ovorsimplification, but in 
general principle no trainod invostigator has found reason to qUGs tion them. 

MacIver's pronounoemont put tho cat fairly in among the ancient 
pidgeons. Despite tho 'a~t that his ovidenco wasthG first ever obtained 
in an objGotive and scientific m13-nnor, popular opinfonwas quite unable 
to stomach the thought that these magnificent walls oould ' ovar havo boen 
built by the barbario indegeno. In the forefront of the attack on 
MacIvor was Halls who~o last book, V'~itte·n in reply to MacIv0r's publication, 
consists of over 400 p~ges of bit~er evilemont, ondlessly repeating 
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wi tl11J80 th oplni 'JlJrl ,..,r me.n.Y Vloll ktJf"'I1 Tn p 1" /"It. 11 
dll ct j n who hnd oxpr . wll t flomu timo or othor an incHn t10n 
t.h' nnc1 'n t thoory. That such CJpinions Wora totally ep"oul&t vo 

nd 11 nll"informod u~ to fact ovidontly did nothing, in rlall'. v10w t 
to d trl t frlJr.! thc..ir valuo. By thio timo, moreovor, many pooplo woro 
bu innin to S~0 thnt in ZimbClbwo was not only n. vnIuablo tourist attrac­
ti on bu t Iso:1. roady-ma.do baokground of honournblo (lnd ancient 01v111-
cation) susooptiblo perhaps of trO!1tmont ovOn flS 0. na.tional historical 
myth, whioh would bo hopelossly dobasod by nn admiscion that it might be 
tho work of tho 1000.1 p..;Joplos. This atti tudo still porsista strongly 
to-daY1 a.nd its supporters stick to it in tho tooth of a hugo mass of 
contrary ovidenoo which they totally ignoro simply on tho strength of 
th~ir privatoly hold opinions th~t their prvscnt African sorvants couldn't 
possibly havo dono it. Thus, from 1905 onwards the battle has ragod 
between the rclativ.:ly fow tr:::.in3d arohaoologists and other unprojudiced 
inv~stigators who have carried out practical studies of tho problem, and 
the groat mass of romantios who know what thoy want tho P3.st to havo been 
and arc not propar0d to allow it to havo been othorwise. 

During the twenty-five yoars aftar MaoIvor's visit~ an increasing 
number of people became interestud in Zimbabw~, although no large-scala 
oxcavation of a soientifio nature was carriod out. It is interesting to 
note that tho two arohitucts who did an approciable amount of study during 
this period? Masey in 1911 and Schofield during tho 192Js, both held firmly 
to tho looal and recent thoory. 

In 1929 the British Association sen-" another archaeologist to tho 
site with the explicit task of obtaining firm evidenoe of date. This 
was Dr Gertrudo Caton-ThomIl"3on, whose wide exporience in the Middle -':::ast 
was felt to be a fitting baokground for work on a site whore the Middle 
Eastern analogy was so persistently invokod to justify a theory of origins 
lying in that sphere. C!1ton~Thompson's mai~ effort was ooncentrated on 
one of the lesser known valley sitos, the Maund Ruins, where treasure 
hunters had not boon so active as in tho larger ruins. (Sho followed 
MacIver in oonsidering thct most of the larger buildings had beon too 
badly 'hogged' to provide a good chanoe of s 'ccess. This ViC';1 was found. 
lat~r not to bo striotly corroct 9 as a rosul t of the highly ro;varding 
exoavations in tho Groat Enclosure by Summ rs in 1958). S~:) also did 
important work on the upper slopos of the Acropolis and on the plateau 
near the Great Enclosure. In all major rospects she came eut on the 
side of MacIver? and for similar reasons agreed with him in plaoing the 
main building period around the 14th contury. Rer Acropolis exoavations 
providod some evidence? however, that the site may have 'been occupied a 
fow centuries earlier, by about the 9th or 10th contury A.J. Among other 
things her work drew particular attention to the faot that the stone 
walling was olosely assooiated with daga huts and that these formed an 
integral 018ment in tho building tr:::.dition. She firmly r"jected any idea 
that the ruins were the work of an ancient or foreign civilization. Rar 
book, Zimbabwe Culture has romainod the standard work for tho last thirty 
years. 

After this, no major oxcavation was oarriod out at Zimbabwe until 
1958 9 but in 1941 a book was published in Amorica by I-!.A.iTi,-,schhoff, who 
had oxc3.vated at other sitos in llilodesia and h~d mado a study of tho 
Zimbabwe culturo. In his opinion tho rains were many of thorn ov n mora 
rooont that MacIver and Caton-Th0mpson had suggosted, and h0 put som of 
thcm as r0cont as tho 18th or oven 19th century. Thus. tho pondulum had 
swung to its full extrema, and opinions v!oro concurrontly h..)ld which variod 
in dating tho ruins almost any time during tho last thro~ or four thousand 
yoars. 

Tho noxt important llCmt wns tho disoovery by tho then Ward n of tho 
Ruins ~ S .D.Sandoe > in 195' ~ of somu timbor supporting thl.l stonowork OTar 
a drain built through a wall in tho Gruat Enclosuro. Aft~r oxoava~1on 
this WH,3 ou.brnitted to radio-oarbon analysis~ and somowhF.l.t to tho aurpr1. 
of archaoologioto, was found to bu ~b)ut 1150 to 1250 yoare old, ~bu8 
ap[JIl.t'untly dating thu wl1,ll to tho 7tk. or 8th oentury A.D. J'Q:rth cona 
o1"f1.tion ahOVI(lCi, hOViovor? that this do. ing wo.e not ontiroly ro11abl tor 
tbrvo ronaons. In tho first plaoo tho wood oonoorned. 1. ot a t 
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is resistant to ,at t ack by tormites and dooay, but is novor cut by Africans, 
duo to its highly astringent sap. It might t horefore havo b0un lying 
about for a l ong poriod boforo boing put into tho wall. SocondlY9 it io 
hoartwood, and booauso'tho troo as a wholo may go on living long aftor ita 
hoartwood has ooasJd t o absorb new oarbon, tho analysis doos not nocossa­
rily rolato to tho timo that the troo was follod. ' Thirdly, owing to its 
high durability~ tho wood may havo boon ro-usod many timos bofore finding 
its way into tho o..rain. Thus tho data of 7th or 8th contury A.D" docs 
not noc ossarily apply to tho walL It does~ 'howover, ind.icato ,tho 
possibility that tho wall ,is of comparab10 ago to the wood, and tha t the 
sito was occupiod by this PQriod. 

Not longaftor the war~ tho Historical Monulilents Commission had 
decided tha t no further oxtensivo oxcavation work should bo dono at 
Zimbabwo for a period of t on yoars. This would have tho offoct of 
sproading t~e research effort ovor tho wider fiold of tho Southern Rhode­
sian Iron Age in general and of allowing tim8 for now t echniQuos (for 
examplo, as if turnod out, r adio-c arbon analysis) to be devoloped. The 
noxt and most recont major excavatory Gffort was thereforo not made until 
1958 , by which timG the Iron Age as a who l e had; in fact, becomo vory 
much botter understood. Tho 1958 excavations wore carried out on t wo 
main sites~ on the Acropolis by K.R,Robinson, and in tho Groat Enclosuro 
by Roger Su.rnmors ? assisted by mysolf. Robinson's main object was to 
obtain a potterJ' sequonce covoring tho whol e of the Iron Ago occupation 
of tho site, Caton-Thompson's s OQuence had proved inva luable in the 
building up of tho picture during the precoeding thirty ye~rs, but it had 
becomG clear that thero was greater comp10xity than it could account for. 
As WG have soen, thG whole of our cultural and chronological framGwork .is 
basod on pottery? and fOr this reason the A~opolis dig was of vital 
importanco . 

The main object in the Great Enclosure was to investigato the archi­
tectural historJT of tho 'building 9 and 9 of course, to r ola t o this to the 
seQuence . obtained from tho Acropolis. . . -

Apart from 8xca~ati on work? a detailed study was made of wall-building 
techniQuos and the architectural foaturos associated with thom. In the 
course of tho Groat Enclosuro dig ft was f Oi 'ild-· possi bl o t o Gst·ablish a ­
relationship betwoen stylos of walling and t he cultura l periods which were 
dori ved from o;x:c~vation work. ' 

The detailed results of all this work h3.VO not yot boen publishod and 
I shall confine myself hore to a description of tho genoral outlines of 
what was.achievod. The pottery succession obtainod from tho Acropolis 
was found to consist ' of five Ciasses (numbered Ito 5 sta:rting"with thG 
earlie st) which repres ont five oucupations of tho site, Gach difforing 
from tho others to somo oxtent • . Those occupations wer e probably continu­
OllS, and.,. tb9~iif..oJ;'0!1cOs "i?otw?.cn thom may woll be the result of the influx 
of new but related groups of pooplo.elas·so·s lan:d ' 2'bolong- to Iron Ago 
A and are associatod VI i th the light timbor-framC!1d huts characteristic of 
it: Class 1 r eprosents the ' first Iron Age .occupation of tho site and 
consists of a fino stampod waro. Class 2 is not a true stamped pottery 
hut includos ahi-rti-al fig'Urihes. Them, withClassos 3, .and 4 V'l.o. Jl~VO the 

, two main phases of Iron Ago B. The appearanco of Class 3 pottery coincides 
generally with the first stono walling and the first monolithic hut construc­
tion. ~he earliost walling at Zimbabwo is roughly .built and unformed in 
style, a fact which suggests thopossibility ' that this stono-building 
tochniQue was ovol vcd at Zimbabwe i tsolf. . .Tho oarlios:t" monolithic ,hut 
romains aro not well enough prosorvod for 'dotailed study 9 'and ·the Question 
whothor thoy ropresent a tre,di tion of daga building brought in from elso­
where romains in doubt. It is my own opinion, howover, that in the 
combination of daga work wi .th stonovvorkthat runs ' right through the 
Zimbabwe tradition of built ing, .thesystom of daga building probably pre­
cooded that of stono. Tho stono-building techniQuo sooms to havo evolved 
not directly out ,of, or in imitation of, daga, so much as from tho no ad 
to provido strong walls to rotain tho ~assos of daga which quickly 
accumulatod. 
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n t.h' A t'oPQl is th 0 d gn. otruoturoll' wo,.o rull'J.ttvoly un41rr~l'afttt. ..... 
b 11. f iroi1:;.r oolour a.nd t'Jxturo, but in tho Orol1t Enolo.uro 
d' f \.l'-.Jnt 010u1'. w ~ u 00. at di ffl.lrmt timoD 9 nnd. S'.unmora wile I1bl 

ut 11 .xtromoly vn.luo.bl soqU no", of dn.glls for that bu ... lding. It 1. 
intQl'usting to natu thut Hnll h~d ussorted tho oxistunco of n logioal 

'l.U n 0 of dngas, a.lthough he had failod to und"rst~nd or make good UN 
of 1 t. 

Wi th nppearanoo of Class 4 pot tc)ry VIC find 0. dovolopment of tho .tone­
building teohnique to tho finost typo of walling. Tho ba.sic diEforonco 
horo is tha.t tho stonos aro carefully mO-tched and trimmed and aro laid iD 
coursos. The rougher wulling~ which wo callod Class P, is thoraforo 
gonerally asseoiated with Class 3 pottory and tho finur walling, callod 
Class Q with Cla.ss 4 pottory, while both are accompa.nied by monolithio 
huts. 

Class 5 pottory reprosents the post-Nguni period) and is pr~bablYI 
but not cortainly connocted with a vory rough form of walling which we 
callod CI~ss R. It is possible that Class R walling h~d boen used 
during tho earlior poriods for unimportant buildings, but this is a point 
on which evidonce is at prosent lacking. Aftor tho Nguni invasion, which 
dostroyed tho Iron Ago B culture? tho system of building in monolithic 
daga may have boon continuod for a while by the poople who occupied the 
site and mudo Class 5 pottery. Those people, by the way? w~re not tho 
Nguni, who moved on 'Nhen their destructivo work was don3~ but were somo 
'poor rolations' of tho provious inhabitants undor a chiof named Mugabo. 
Thoy were mere squatters on the site, anl were living there 'Hhen tho first 
Europeans arrived. 

Tho relationship botwt!on the pottery and the styles of hut building 
and stono walling may thorefore be summarised as follows;-

Pottery 

Class I 

Class 2 

Class 3 

Cla.ss 4 

Class 5 

Huts 

light timbor framed 

light timber framod 

monoli thic 

monolithic 

? monolithic and 
light timber 

Stone walls 

nono 

no no 

Class P 
(random facing) 

Class Q 
(coursod facing) 

Class R 
(rough) 

IRON AG::J A 

IRON AGE B 

POST-NGUNI P:;RIOD 

In tho courso of his oxcavntions on the Acropolis, upon whioh this 
succession is bascd, Robinson obtainod numerous samplos of carbon from 
various levels, and these arc now awaiting r~dio-carbon analysis. So 
far as tho chronology of Zimbabwo is concorned, it would be un~ise to 
speculate pending tho carbon results 

The architectural 1': story of the Groat Enclosuro was ",orkod out Oil 

the basie of tho pottery 30~uonco? tho daga ocqu0noe and tho w~lling 
soquonco, and a fairly compluto picturo of its dovelopment was obtain 4, 
in which it has boon possiblo to placo, in the ordor of th ir oon.t~otioll 
nearly all tho pr:Joontly visiblo wal"s a.nd daga struoturos a • .".11 U 
mrmy others which lio b~low ground. Briefly tho sito graduallJ 
from 'l.n insignificant occupation nuo: 'JOUS somotimo durin, tho 01 ... 
IJottory puriod to its present sizu whioh Wall roaohed. .oraotilw • 
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ond of tho Class . 4 pottory period. 'rho nrofit Wn.1.1 and tho Conical 
Towor bolong to tho last phasos of building. Tho structure was cloarly 
on() which gradually acq,uirod its prosont form by procossos of building, 
delapidation? ropair, robuilding and addition, ovor a fairlY' long p~riod 
of timv. During tho Class 5 pottory poriod tho building foIl into 
ruinous dosuotudo~ but was probably usod as a cattlo kraal until not long 
bofore> the arrival of tho first Europoans. 

By means of tho ostablishod soquonco of wall stylos it has boon 
possiblo to oxtond our knowledge of tho sito as a wholo. ]Kost of tho 
valley ruins consist~ for instanco, alm08t oxclusively of Class Q walling, 
and their construction can thoroforo bo placed with somo roliability into 
the Class 4 pottery poriod. The whelo of tho walling at Zimbabwo has 
boen studiod in this way and it has boon soen to fall into a logical 
pattern of dovolopmont covoring the whole sito. 

From what I havo said, I hope that it will be clear that an under­
standing of Zimbabwo is dependent upon a knowlodgo of tho Southorn 
Rhodosian Iron Age as a wholo. Iron Age B, or as it is bottor known, 
the Zimbabwo Culture, arose out of that background, probably duo to th0 
arrival from the north of new people whoso potentialities for building 
in stono may woll havo chrystallised out for the first time at Zimbabwe. 
This cuI turo developed through t'.''!o main phases on lines which di vorged 
from tho pc-edominant cultural pattorn around it. Perhaps its most 
intoresting characteristic is the unique stylo of architecturo which 
emerged from it. Remoto as it was from the sourcos of irfluence which 
had guidod the development of architectu:o in the civilized world, it 
developed in isolation into a monstrous oda,.ity. The works ef tho 
Inyanga people, although thoy also did not continuo to evolve, had moro 
in them which might havo contributod towards a balanced advance in 
material culturo. 

So far as Zimbabwo is concerned, r.1;)r own oplnJ.on is that tho high 
technical standard of tho better walli~g is tho only respect in which 
its material culturJ rosa s{gnific8.ntly abovo tho lovel of untutored 
barba.rism. 

• 

• 



.COnFTI:RENCE ON THJ: STUDY !lID TZACHING OF HISTORY 

31st August ~ 3rd Septembor 1959 . 

Locture given by Mr. L. H.Gann .Mo A •• B. Litt. ( Oxon) of the National 
Archives of Rhodesia and Nyasa l and. 

TID; MAKI NGS 0F CENTRAL AFRICA 

Littlo ~ore t Lan a hundr ed yoars ago, t ho l ands now comprlslng 
tho Fedorat i on of Rhodesia and Nyas a l and wer o a l mo st unt ouched by 
European infl uenc e . Ther e wor e f ew natura l lines of communica tion , 
travel rras impodod bJ disease, by tho vagar ies of a t r opical climat e, 
and by tho enor moua diatances of t ho Afric~n c ontinent. Most 
important of al l , t hor o seomod li t t13 to at tract whi t e men, f or t he 
indigenous peoplo possessed fou goods and fowor wants. Thoy VTo r o 
groupod in a variety of politic~l corr~unities that ranged f rom 
compar~tivcly highly- or ganisod kingdoms, such as those of the Barot so 
and tho Bomba~ to militaristic raider-st~toQ, like those of tho 
Uatabclo ~,d Ngoni, and to scattered trib0s liko tho Tong~ and Nyanja~ 
complotely devoid of any st~te organis~tion. Th~ basis of nativ~ 
lifo Was a simple slash-and-burn ~griculturo, supp10mont~d by hunting, 
and sometimos by fishing and cattlo kcop:ng. Thero was little 
epocialization of labour and tho margin of survivill was always n. 
nn.rrovr ono. lit th<:l sam0 tim;; thero was c0nstant internocino \7'lrfaro, 
no thv atrongor groups were continually ~rossing on tho w3Qker ones. 
ThlJ indigenous patt0rn of po"!or W'" s further complicatvd by tho 
intrunion of numerous alian groups. Tho In+'Grior might bo poor, but 
it did possess two sourcos of wo~l th. Tho first of th.)sa \-;as man­
powor, tho s0cond ivory~ and gradually sovernl stroams of invadGrs 
bogan to convvrgo on C8ntr'il Africa. From the West camo Portuguose 
half-castuB ~nd ~~m urs of tho Umbundu tribe in sGilrch of slaves for 
sala at Angola. and in the cocoa plantations of St. Thom6. From the 
3ast thoro cam.) Lrabs and Moslcmized Afric ns who d.ea.lt in ivory a.nd 
wantod slavos for oxport to thJ clove ostatcs of tho Coasts and to 
tho markets of Islamic countrios ovors~~s. Tture wera alsQ inroads 
from ho.lf-oa.st· raiders sottled in the 107lur Zamb~zi val loy) and in 
addi tion som African tri bos t!.omsol vos learnt tho techniquo of this 
now oommorc r foromost amongst thcso being tho Yao of l~yasaland. 
Slavos and ivory were paid for mainly with guns Ilnd powG.or and the 
advanc of thCl trad(.l m a.nt tha.t the "gu.npowdor frontior" was stGadily 
moving into tho Intorior with d vastating effect. Wa.rfnrJ became 

v n moro d structiv. Thoro VlIlS also a. steady shift in th" internal 
00.1 noe of powor as t ri b s a.rm(;d \7i th g'.ms Vloro a blc to .... xpand at tho 

xp ns of th mor bll.ckward communiti '5. Thoro W:lS thus hoavy lOBS 
o lif, not morely from intor-trihal fighting itself, but also from 
fnmin s th t r ult~d from th~ d struction of crops and from thu 
foroibl bduction of 0 m~y ablo-bodied m n and women from native 
villag s. • 

Tho first Europ,~s to vcntur into tho Interior '7cr~ the 
Portugu S l but d spit b~ld ~xpl~rors su~h es ~r. Fr3ncisco Joso de 
L cord Almeida) Portugu so infl~ nc ro~~in 1 confinod to a string 
of sca.ll e ttlom .... nts on th ::l:~st and ',Ls"!; coasts ::..nd along the lOVler 
Zamb &1 Vnlloy_ Portugal's popu Qtion '~as to~ sm~ll to explore these 
v lit r gions, h r ocigr~ts pr:fcrr~d Bra~il to fa-r-off !bqa::nbiquo, 
and thoe s ttl rs ~ho did come h~d n means of prot cting themselves 
sg~at th deadly dis ab s abounding in tho 10 -lying v~lleys. 

In addition to Portuguas~ ~xplorors and tradors t~ero also cace 
Bnsliab- ~d Afrikaans- spoiking adv nturcrs from the Souths attracted 
b7 th ivor7 of Cantral Africa. As r.bo South African frontier was 
JaOTin& inl:md, n W opportuniti s for -ado came into existcncG and a 
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11Umbvl' of hunters nnd trl1dors pushod ah",ad of tro main bodics of 
sottlors. Fow of thoso Southorn frontic.rsmon duall; ill slavos? 
thoro W(l.13 no mC1.rkot for Sl1!\,v0S in South Afrioa and th0 SouthornGrs, 
moroovor~ transportod thuir goods in wRgons and did not roquiro alRvo 
porturs liko tho Arabs and Portuguoso. At tho sarno tim~? tho English 
C1.nd Boors brought arms suporior to thoso brought by thoir North0rn 
oompotitors, C1.nd they bugan to play an incroasingly important role in 
tribal affairs. But avon thoso pionoors could not solvo tho problem 
of providing a stoady stream of oxports from Central Afrioa. Ivory, 
liko wild rubber, was an irropl -:1.coablo commodity; only a fow chiefs 
like Lobengula paid any attention to tho question of proserving 
olophants) and by tho ond of tho last century tho tra.de in tusks vias 
beginning to doclino 9 even in f·3.r-off North-Wostorn llilodosia. 

As "]urop0an pioneors bocn.mo moro familiar with tho lIFar Interior", 
reports of conditions inland gradually bogRn to reach the outside 
world, but the man who did moro than anyono olse to throw light on 
conditions in Contral Africa was David Livingstono. A Scot of working­
class origin, ho acquirod a mwdic~l training and then ontorod the 
sorvico of tho London :Missionary Society in B0chuanaland. Lat0r on 
he devotod himsolf almost entirely to tho work of g30graphical 
discovory. Botweon 1851 and 1872 he travaIled through many parts of 
Rhodosia and Nyo.sRland and crossod tho Continent from coast to coast, 
providing :&urope with a wealth of geographic!>.l, ethnographic and 
medical information. In addition to baing an intrepid explorer and 
an earnest Christian , Livingstone was aLw a pioneer of tropical 
medicino . But more important still, h8 had a religious e~d social 
message to proach that was well in tune with tho spirit of optimism 
and of commorcial expansion characterizi~g Victorian England - Africa 
must bo saved through the Gospol. But the new faith would only 
flourish within a now sotting. Tho traffic must be replacod by 
"logi time.to tr3.de" in tropical goods. Selected Europoan settlers, 
Li vingstono hop0d, ,<[auld toach no'." skills to Africans. Africa would 
thon supply tho gro~'!ing industri-.:s of Zurope with products like cotton 7 

3.nd in turn buy m:mufacturod goods from abro,-"d . Trade would create 
better mo~ns of communic~tion J and steam-power, by doing aw~y with 
tho need for slavG porters, would bring about tho liberation of Africa. 

Livingstone's life work, follow3d by a horoic d:Jath in the 
wilderness of North-Eastern ~~od0sia, mado a tremendous impression 
overseas. "Legitimatu commerce" seemed to offer new opportunities 
to businessmen, whoso inter0st in -the region as a whole <;las furthor 
roused by the opening of the Suez Canal in 1869. Religious-minded 
men, who includud many Scottish merchants, became similarly impressed 
with tho new opportunities for oxtonding the GospeL At the same 
time ChriBtians of many denominations gave their donations to missionary 
societios, and by doing so they greatly strongthened tho oxisting 
complex machinery for roligious expansion. As early as 1859, the 
London Missionary Society established a station at Inyati in Matabelelan 
In the course of tho 's0ventios, two Scottish missions were founded in 
Nyasaland. Anglican and Catholic mission 3.ries also arrived on the 
scone and in the North? Livingstone's own socioty set up some stations 
furth",r along Lako Tanganyika ~ which IN oro then linked to tho Lake 
Nyasa water route by the stratogic Stov0nson Road. In addition y 

Franyois Coillard) an intr8pid li're1ch Protestant, mado his way to 
Barotseland, where; ho bocame permanently ostablished in 1884. 

Theso early missionnrios did not think of politics whon they 
began to build their first littlo st0."tions consisting of mud huts or 
primitive houses made of gun-driod bricks. They were preoccupiod 
with the problum of making a living from th0 soil that of ton did not 
turn out as fertilu as it appoarodl they had to gain tho confidenoo 
of thoir African neighbours, and they frequently quarrelled fi0rcely 
n.mongst thomsolvos in tho fuvor-ridd._'l sottlomunts of Centr,.l Afrion~ 
whero thQ doath rata W'1,S torrifying. But thuy could not holp buing 
drawn into local, and uvon intornlJ.tic aI, politics. This was 
particularly truo in ragions whoro thoro was no strong indigQnouB 

" 
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authority in 0xistunovo I~ Nyo.so.lo.nd? for inat,::mcu 1 th(.) rniesionar1(Je 
woro forcibly turnod into rulers. Tho count~y whoro they h~d Bottlod 
vms tho sceno of bittur fighting) thoro W,'",,) nO pow0rful chi of to whom 
they could turl1 y l.nd tho mission st,:1tions attr~ctod crowds of rofugGos 
willing to accop t tho Whito m~n's Oospol in roturn for food !lnd 
protoction. Tho prosonce of t lloao folk r'lis0d complicatod probloma 
of a. disciplinary and o.dminis tr'1tiv0 n'ltur0. Than supply q,uestions 
mado their appearanc e. Tho missions could not opor:1te without a 
cornmissaria t 1 and thus in 1878 Olasgow ship builders (lnd merchllnte 
os t::tblishod a cornmerci ,q, l body 9 known as tho African Lakos Company 
fo r t ho purpose of supplying tLo missions :md i ntroducing "h.gi timate 
trade !! into tho intorior. Tho Comp'3.ny? hOViovur? found groat difficulty 
in paying its waY1 for its Gxponsos were too high in relat i on to its 
turnovor. The Company o. lso found) liko so m~ny oth~rs9 that almos t 
tho onl ;)T cornmodi ty wh ic h woul d then stand tho cost of transport from 
C0nt ral Afric,'), V/,:1S ivory . In ordor t o obtain more of this morclLandiso~ 
tho Compan:iT t)xt c!'ldGct it s OpGl'c>.tions to tho norU: (md of L2.ke Nyasa. 
Roro its s0rvants soon cb,shod wi t h Mlozi 1 I'\,n . ~,'J,6 t Coast froebooter~ 
who had m::,de himself t~~tl 10c9.1 "SuI t ,ln 11. Mloz i ru::"cmtod intorferonce 
wi tIl his loop.l monopoly n.nd bGtw0lm l887 :md 1889 tt.erG W:l..S a good deal 
of fi ghting ootw00n the Company and tho "North :End" Arabs. Despite 
tho support received from most mis s i onari os ~nd from adventur ous 
fighting mun like Froderick DJD.ltry Lugo.rd~ b,tor raised t o t ho peorage~ 
the Company was unablo t o dislodgGl tho woll- .armed Aro.bs from their 
sirongly fortified posts. 

]'.~issi onary ;;Jnt orprise also l od t o int ernati onal yompl ic a tions. 
T~o Portugue so became suspicious of British miss i onary influonc G in 
vThat they regarded o.s their own sphere. Ip addi ti on 1 Germany began ' 
to acquir~ colonia l ambitions. In 1884 ~ho Germans established them­
selves in prescnt-day T o.nganyik~~ hitherto under t he l argely nominal 
control of ·tho Sult ~n of Zanzibar. Tho Sult~n w~s an a lly of Gr eat 
Bri t .:tin? whose nav1'll pow8r he perforc e had to r espec t 1 but the new 
intrusion meant that tho p~evious policy of mo.int ~ining a shadowy kind 
of influence t h rougJ; t ho S~l t un W'1.S no l ange:' f easibl e . Dospi te 
constant opposition on t ho part of a reluctant Tro~sury, still wedded 
to the principle of low t~xation and l0i1 p blic oxpenditure~ of r es ent­
ful 111i ttle Englandors ll 1 and of somo diplOl:lQ"tists f0:1rful of foroign 
complications, an unwilling Eritish Govornm~nt f ound itsolf compelled 
to tako a more activo inter0st in the f o. t G of the handful of British 
missionaries and traders i~ Lak~ Nyasa country. The numbor of peoplo 
conc Grncd mig'!\t be small~ but they roceivod powC:Jrful support, espec i ally 
in Scotland? from mission"lory societies and their supporters ~ . as well 
as from some mercantile int erests. To Lord Snlisbury, t he British 
?rime Minister and Foroi~l S ecrotary~ t he Nyasaland question was , of 
course , not of itself an important ono ~ but as far as t ho wi de r quest ion 
of Africa was concerned , he Vias convinc od. that partition amongst the 
European powers was incwi table. Tho important thing was t o c arry out 
the division in such a way that Brit.ain would rec eive hor due share 1 
and that nGither thE. P0 8.CO of Jurope nor tho existing bal?.nco of power 
would bo endange[ed. Britain9 at tho same time, should taka her place 
in Africa at a minimum of public o:x;penditure wh ioh, by r oason of its 
unpopularity with the Treasury and with a largo section o£ the British 
public aliko 1 wo,lld endanger tho Parliamontary majority of thG Govern­
ment. Salisbury was thus willing to co-opera t o t o ' somo extent with 
Imporialists .convincad of t ho n&od for furth er Imperial oxpansion. 
Britain? miny thoughtful men bog.'),n to a rgue? was bocoming r olatively 
weaker 1 and was losing som0 of hur fo~mor industria l supromacy to other 
powers 9 ospecially Gormany and the Dni t ad States, 'At tho same timo 
protective tariffs were r -coming moro .and more popular with foreigners. 
Only Imporial expansion wr~ld thus prot oct Britain's ' futuro marke ts 
and sources of ra,w materials 1 as wall as providing somo kind of 
insurance ag~inst the monace of foroign tariffs. 

When NY'1.saland was beginning to Gcomo the objoct of Imporial 
projocts ~ tho little country's fate WE"l suddonly linkJd to t hat of the 
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regions south of th\) Zambosi? ~hero British influence was ~lso on the 
point of asserting i tsolf. As fp,r as Mat'lboleland ·:lnd Mashonll.1and 
were concorned, it was ivory th~t form~d tho first attraction for the 
traders and huntors willing to tak& thG road into the "Far Int.Jrior". 
But th8n travollGrs?such as Carl Mauch? an advonturous German 6choo1-
mast0r, and Thomas Bainos? an :Jnglish artist and oxplorer, brought back 
glovling reports of gold. The popular fancy W3.S stirrod by imaginative 
works? such as Sir Henry Rider Haggard's book King Solomon's Mines. 
Most im.)ortant of all, both British and South Afric'm financi0rs began 
to pay attention to tho Far North ~ith its vast pot~ntial mineral 
resourcos. The greatest of thesa monicd men was Cecil John Rhodos, 
the son of an English clerg:vman. Rhodes was a strange mixture of 
dre~er and schomer, financier and statesman. He, more than any other 
person in South Africa? clearly undors~ood how financial power could 
be linked to political expansion, how political expansion in turn might 
serve the invostor' s cause y and ho,' popular enthusiasm could bo linked 
to his schemes by morms of brilliantly-concoived propagC:lllda. 

Rhodes first of all succe~dGd in establishing control ovor the 
diamond industry of Kimb..)rley, where precious stones had first boon 
discovorod in 1867. Then ho acqui red an important int~rest in tha 
gold industry of the Witwatersrand. But those achievoments 'vore more 
stepping stonos on tho W3.Y to further expansion. Rhodes wantod the 
"Far North". Control over Rl:.odesia vlOuld securo onormous now mineral 
weal tho It would also ta,p the still unusGd labour resources of South 
Centra l Africa? for both tho diamond and gold industries noodGd migrant 
labour in ever increasing numbers. Expansion would also S0cure new 
territory for British trado and investment. This WRS an important 
consideration at a time wrron mor0 and more investors in the City of 
London "Toro looking f or nov, opportunities for their capital overseas? 
where they hoped for higher roturns on their money than at home. 
Terri torial oX;Js,nsion seO::18d avon more nocessary ~ as other Zuropean 
powers "ore also 0xtonding th0ir hold on various parts of t ho African 
continont fro:n which tLey mig~~t excludo British investors in the future. 
Expansion nor-:;l1Vl3.rds, moreovor, ,'lould uni t10 Dri t(\.n and Boor in a com:non 
t ask. It Vlould o,fford new opportunities for settloment to South 
Afric'ln farmors g-.:merally accustom0d to mechods of extensive rather 
than int0nsi vo ffiothods of cuI ti v",t ing tho soil. As f.'1,r as the Cape 
Colony W3,S concurnod, of which Rtodos bec3lIlo Prime Ministor in 1890, 
northward expansion would mako the territory the main gatow~y into the 
Intorior and the predominant state in South Africa. British expansion 
north of the Limpopo would in turn form tho stopping s~ne of a new, 
magnificent Empiro) stretching from Cape to Cairo and flcnking the 
older Empire in India. Rhodes proceedod methodically. First of all, 
through Imperial intervontion, tho British position in Bochuanaland? 
the "Suez Canal into tho Interior fl was made secure against competition 
from t he Transvaal. Then? in 1888, Rhodes, by means of tho so-callod 
"Rudd Concession" obtained a monopoly of all minerals in the countries 
under Matabole sway in return for a subsidy and a promise of rifles 
and a gun-boat th'3.t "ould brG:~,k BarotsG "canoe-power fl on the Zambosi 
and leave the Matabele the dominant tribe in South Centra l Africa. 
Rhodes then ~malgamatod with othor rival financial int~rests. With 
the Matabele mineral concossion in his pocket, he askod for a Royal 
Charter that \70uld en'1blo him to assurno governmental p01!!0rS north of 
the Z3JTIbezi. In 1889 he succc:.:-de i. Tho British Governmont was still 
gonerally unwilling to finance colonial expansion at tho goneral tax­
payer's expenso 9 but it had no objoction if an association of private 
investors would shoulder the burdon. Tho Chartor issued to the nowly­
formed British South Africa Company tnus gave Gxtensive administrative 
powers to its Directors C: :ld; havl.ng secur8d t2GSO, Rhodes in 1890 
despatched a small~ privp-"~ly-paid and oquippe1 force ~hicL success­
fully occupiod Mashonaland. 

Rhodes's expedition was lod by 8:l Imperial officer 1 tho Pioneers 
prOPGr baing raised by Major Frank J<.']nson on a. contract basis. 
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JOl.ll'lSOIl WI\f3 ,~ rna' t nbll>l m,·tn , hl"\.lr ~old1or? l \'U r untL'IJPNJ110Ur, thu Md 
f il\~l1 f.'\Inili~1.l· to ]]uropu in th..J l1,B'u of hh J 1 nutoin, Imd .1ohnfJon o'~rl:'LA 

\1Ut his t'lsl- quiokly ,I\nd uffioivntly. Th u Pionuorr, b,,]tur:1 ,~t ('hl1ebuf'Y 
n.nd th0Y \1;()l'..J to Southurn BbC'd.\H3i(~ whnt "tho Mo.yfl')wo'r io to Awv1'1oll. 
Actually - judging, by tho numbor of Vn(luiriuCl whioh wo hllV0 111v1 in tho 
Archivvson thu part of puoplo wh9 wish' to provu thuir dooc ont from 
Pion00rs ~ tl lo Column must havo numborod o.bout 100 9000 munG But in 
fao t thuro worlJ only a fow hundrod,n.nd t ho PionoGlra wuro ooon dioband(;d 
to look for go ld. ThGlY 'NOr0, howovor? dUG for 11 grvnt dipo..ppointmcnt 
nnd tho promisod R[md oould not bo found. Tl'.ur.J woru practically no 
n.lluvial doposi t s in Rr.odosia., ('l.nd this WllS a hv.<].vy blow to m;1.ny of 
tho oolonists, for go l d oouid no t bo workod without capital oxcept in 
its alluvia.l form. Transport, mOrvovor9 provod a dospor~to problcm~ 
tho mining torms originally imposod by t he British South Africa Company 
wore oxcoption~lly onorous, ' bving bn.sod on tho assumption that thG 
count ry W9,8 going to contain riohos beyond doscription. Tl~a pionuors 
suffor0d from hungor and disoaso, and progrJ6S was furthur intvrruptod 
W!1011 '.:8.r br oko out wi t h tl: J M0-t 'J.bolo in 1893. 

Matabvlcb.nd c :ll1sti tutvd IJ. kind of "Bl n.ck Spart'l". Its !;mtire 
social s tructur E) was gonr od to 'liar and t o raiding its noighbours for 
man-powGr and cattle. Mastonal and was onG of t be tr~ditional hunting 
grounds of t h0 Mat n.be l e, but t ho Europoan gold- di ggors ost~blished in 
Mashonal and wero unwilling to tolGrate Mat ~bele raids into Ms.shonaland 
wLich ondangor ed both their proporty and their black labour supplios. 
Nei t her did t hey want ;.). s trongly armed enemy on thoir door-steps, an 
onomy moreover, who locked up a country t hat w~s supposed to contain 
a great denl of gold. Lobongula, t he Mat~bolG King, now found himself 

, J 
in a dosper a te position. HG w~s anxioue. t o avo id war witl: t ho British 
\rho bad inflicted such a crushi ng defea.t on his Zulu kinsmen in the 
south. On thl) othor hand h9 could not pGrman(lntly rosist tcc, war 
party of youngor indunas who w~nt~d new followers to buili Up their 
power and prestigo, and new cn.ttle to incroa.se the bconomc r esources 
of a partly par asitic economy. Emigr a tion to tho north of t he 
Zambozi ~;.).y not hn.v~ b00n f easible in viow of tho d~ngGr from the 
moving_bolts of tsetse fly and from B~rots0 c~no~ powGr. Jameson, 
the Company's Administr~tor , did not himsolf look for war ~ ' ho perso­
nally would have proferrod to intvgrato t he Matabvla peacoful ly into 
a wage economy by encouraging, t Lem tQ t clw up employn<::nt witt the 
Europeans. But this unstable ', b a. l anc G of po\'lor did not I f'.s t ? and war 
broke out in 1893. Tho Mat"bele ~rmi o s, tra ined to charge in close 
formation, and poor shots, were unn.b l G t o withst and t he mobility and 
firo-powGT of the small s ottl er forc e, numb~ring only 670 won, which 
was mobilizod in Mashonaland. The Mat'lbo18 we r e crushed with sur­
prising swiftness,Bulawayo occupi ed and Lobcngula porishGd on his 
flight. 

Throe years l at or t ho Mat~bGlj and also many of t ho Mashona tribe s 
r 'o sG to GxtGrminato the Europ0ans . . T.hey believed tn!J.t tho Ch'1rtor ed 
Company h!J.d boon fat a lly v!Gakonvd by tho def 6at of i ts fo~c'os in t he 
abortiv0 "Raid". against the Tr1.risvaal, designod to overt t row President 
Kruger's governmont. Tho "Rnid ll l eft tho country north of t he 
Limpopo virtua lly undefGnded and PO'I'!, for t he, first time in" t h8ir , 
history, a large proportion of t he tribos oanagad .to ,co-opor '1te 
militarily. Tl:o Rising was thus altogethar !).' much more s~rious 
affair th~n the Matabele ·War. Tho Mo,t'1bele military orgcmization 
had not boon fully smashod, and the Mn.t;lbo lG werofurthor sti'Gngtlwn"ed , 
by numGr'ous deserters from tho' NativE'! Police , with·thoir ::!:uropoan 
training and thGir riflGs. Co-op~ration with other tribos' appears to 
havo bf:HJl1 c10SGly linkod . i. th a r eligious movomont idGntifi ed with, the 
worship of Mlimo 9 but thGJ.'o werG also widor grievance.s. , The Matabele 
objocted to "the ~eizuro of much of Lobenguln. I s c~ttlG' , holding that 
the King's hGrds, frequently loot"d from neighbouring tribos, were 
tribal rather than tho King's porson; l' propEJrty, as the invadors appeared 
to beliove. They also belioyed t 'ha tho Europoans W0rG responsible ' 
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for having brought the dreadod rindorpost~ which was devastating the 
white and the black man's cattlo aliko) and they could not understand 
the European way of trying to prevont the spread of tho disoaso by 
killing infocted herds. In addition, tho n~tivos dislikod the 
Company's practice of conscripting labour through hoadmen~ they grumbled 
at taxation~ and at h:nsh dealings from individual Native Commissioners 
and native policemen? and they also resented the ond of their former 
military supremacy, 

This time there was prolongod partisan warfare. The Europoans~ 
in relation to their numbers, sufforod very h8avy loss of life and a 
large proportion of the sottlers in tho outlying districts wore murdered 
with their familios or torturod to death. But the open veld of 
Southern Rhodesia was? on the whole~ not woll suitod to gu~rilla warfare. 
Partisan operations~ carriod on by tribal subsistonce farmors and 
pastoralists, were not likoly to succoed ,against a detorminod and 
self-confident enomy? able to draw on roinforcements from Britain and 
South Africa. Tl'.'.o rebels r'8coi ved no help from the fow Africans 
living in tho townships? which romained firmly in European hands. 
Roinforcomonts wore rocruitod in South Africa and thore w~s also some 
assistance from an Imperial forco of mountod infantry. Gradually the 
rebols' will to resist was woakonod in a series of engagoments~ the 
largor gangs were brok0n up and the insurgents'kept on tho move by 
mounted patrols? whilst chains of small forts prevonted the rebels 
from rallying. The remaining strongholds in fortified kopjes and 
caves wero blasted out with dynamite? and in addition thore was steady 
and effective pressure on tho rebels by means of the dostruction of 
their crops and tho soizure of their cattle. 

Tho Matabelo were the'first to capitulate after skilfUL negotiation~ 
conducted with considorable porsonal courage by Rhodes himself. The 
Mashona? who lacked any contr<::.l organization? held out 10ngor 1 but in 
the end thoy too wero gradually forced to make peace? and by the end 
of 1897 Southern Rhodosia was pacified. 

But by now the European settlors too had mostly been reduoed to 
desperato circumst~ncos. The , Country's economy had come to a temporary 
standstill - almost ten por cent. of its wLite population had been 
murdered? and many of the survivors had to solI thoir claims to their 
better-off compatriots in possession of liquid cash. Throughout the 
eighteen-ninoties? Rhodesia was a land of reckless spoculation~ carried 
on against a background of hardship and high expectations. 

After, the South African War, howGver~ the mining industry was 
placed on a sounder footing. It was now clear that Southern Rhodesia 
did contain widely dissominatod~ low-grade ore bodies~ which could be 
worked by syndicates of small workers 9 who between them, just managed 
to put up enough monGY to buy the required machinery. Admittedly 
mining was a chancy business, and tho n"',mes of many of the smaller 
Rhodesian minos road like noms de plu.r:le used on t-day's Rhodesian 
lottery tioketsj "Cross Your Luck" ~ "Clean Up"? "Cissey i1 and "Broko" 
all figured cheek by jowl with the names of more substantial mining 
concerns in contemporary dire:ctories. Nevertheloss ~. ': gold production 
expanded quickly? and mining was greatly encouraged, both by the 
discovery of vast coal depOSits at Wankie 9 which did much to sqlve the 
industry's fuol probloms? and also by the building of an extensive 
railway not1,'iork~ built so as to sorve the miners' rather than the 
farmers' needs. In addition to tho smallworkors a numbor of larger 
companies? ablo to work gold at gr0ator depth, established thomsolvos 
in tho country? and a considorable numbor of valuable base minerals 
wore also found. 

The early mino,r' s frontior attractod a typo of person vory 
differont from the sort of man who went to E:lst Afriya to make his 
fortune. All tho skilled work on th m~nos was dono by Europeans 
who came from Johannesburg and furtho afield~ these men being the 
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only tro.in d h"l,llde IW"l.iJn.bl :~t thv timu. '1'\-.) m1n1.ng to'll'lIAl':1Zlr' fwd 
thlJ 1'nil\7 y9 :1lso o.t tr otod Villi tu rtion.ne, otorvt ~"'Il"l'(J " \lIl c 1 urks 
who did jobs thc..t wuro oommonly dono by Indin.ne in .!J'1.ot Africa. 
Farming p.'J.ssud in thu hl\nds of umigro.nte from thv ooutl in 8",o.rch of 
chu:lp It:'.nd, thusu p\Joplo who ,gul1l.!rl\l1y looked upon Rhoduaio. '1.0 thuir 
pormMunt homo, n9t p l :.1.n t ure ouoh 1\8 Sut tlod down in KutlYtl. .. md Nyn.so.J nnd 
t o grow tun., coffoo or similar orop in ordor to r0tiru ultimt:1.tuly to 
Engln.nd. Tl,,-, ")l:1.r1y suttlor h~d '1. vury difficult time I I\nd Vlhother 1'10 
wo.s an 0l1tr0pronour or 0. s:\ll\riod omployuo or ov"n farmor, he 
bolongud to 0. labour foroo thl\t -,:<\e vury unstnblo. A gr ... t d ">1 hn3 
b un ml\dc in moru ruoont days of thu ovile of tho migr"l.nt lo.bour syat~m 
:unongst Africc.ns by 3.ntI.ropologists :md uconomists. But in somu WA.Ys, 
tl,o 0arly sot tlurs I position WI\8 not so unlik~ tInt of tho Blnck m'ln. 
Tho Europenn would drift from mino to mino in su~rch of oL1},11oym",nt and 
did not striko roots snY':.'horo) tho minur ' s purm:mont hom::! \"I ,"> s for 
long outsido Rhodusi:1. ;md l:1'1ny yua.rs p:).,ss,Jd until 1".0 looked upon tl.u 
Rhodosinn town ':1.S "ho:11o", thu plel.OO whore ho int",ndod to spond his 
old e.go. Thuro woro fow Europvo..n wOr.t~n in thu oountry ; sottlvd 
fa.T!lily li£::.. w"'..s r".r...: nnd i 't mlS 1 n.rd to bring up "lnd oduc:-.tu chilclrun 
prop8rly in a oountry \711oro tho broadwinnvr had to inOV(; about constnntly 
andv...~Gro tLoro woro fow schools. Thoro Vlor", fow ')JllQniti(js~ drink, 
sport, g~bling and politics w",rv tile m'lin forms of ~usom~nt nn1 tho 
avorago colonist mado good USG of t~om all. Poop Iv cLo.ngud their jobs 
a grG~t dGal; labour acco~dingly Was inofficiont) nnd t he position 
only gr:l.du:!.lly i:nprov;:,d , .s ti:.'.J labour forc") gr:'ldt..o.lly lost its migr" t 
char::l.oter. 

Human lif"), moroovor, was cho~p. Ado~ttodly, s~rly ~10dosia 

never rcmotvly ros0nblod t!lo II-iild \'lost" cJr avon Kil:b~rluy in thoir 
pioneoring d·3.Ys of 18.\'71 ssnoss. Thoro wcr plonty of drunkon pub 
brawls, but gun fights and st~gc coach robbori",s woro unknown. You 
can still soo G?rly photogl'1.p~s in our coll~ction·. Th0ro .~ro Wild 
West shantiGs ~ ' th" m0n '.7i th broA.d-bri!!:lllod hats, but tl:or ..... ::.ro no six-
shoot0rs 7 ~. t bvst Lunting rifl",s. Thl,,) rOl).son f'Jr teis St2.t(; of ::J.ffairs 
is probably to bv ~ound in thu country's :'l~_nistrativu tis tory. 
Rhodosi~ W:l.S rO"lsonably w~ll poli00~ fron t h", v.:l.rly boginnings and 
thu British South Africa Comp.:.ny quickly L.anag~d to s.::t up c. r",lo..tivoly 
0ffioicnt administration. Tt~ soci'll lvvol on tho Rhodesinn fronticr 
was, mor~ovcr, a littlw highor than ~"lS c~stom~ry on ott ..... r frontivrs. 
Thore was a subst:l.nti~l numbur of youngvr sons of good f~ilivs, though 
Rhodesia of coureo nuV0r rumotoly rt;sumb10d tho b.nd of .ston boys <:.nd 
old Harrovi~s of c o lonial myt!lology. 

TL:: 0'1.rly scttlur' s de"ldliost cnomy, likv tit0 missionary's w.S 
tho malaria mosquito ~nd throughout tLG pion_Gring stage, RLite 
mortality'{!ae high. Conditions only bog'm to irnprovv ('ft or the turn 
of tho proscnt century, whon the, scourgo of malaria was l.:::.rgoly 
masterod. Gradually,'.":Lolo familios sottled down in Rhodesia, tte 
country' s demogr~phic struoturo elO'.'{ly bcg'ln to rascmb1 3 moru that of 
oldor, countri(Js and thu Wl:i to 1 ,1.bour forc~ bccamo moro settL)d y in tho 
sarne wa;y 9.S tho Bl1.ck l abour forco a lso start"d to become stabilizod . . 
after a time lag of wull over a gunoration l.fterwards. 

In Ny~saland, th0 p~ttorn of sottlcmont took a v0ry difforont 
shape. Foroign opposition Vl"lS s 'vupt (l.sido and botw0un 1889 and 1891 
tho country was annoxed by tLo Imp 0rial Govornnont, wh~ch roceivod 
financial assist"'..nco from Rhodos, who wantud tho oOllntry ~s ono of 
tt<:. st;:;pping ston3S to tho north '=1nd who Rlso h'1d oconomic intl3rosts 
in tho '3.rea. But, l1.rgoly in dIDfor moo to mission:l.ry wislLos, the 
country Wf).S placod undo Imporial administr,1.tion. In llddi tion 
treaties wore concluded n wkl.t is now Northorn Rhodosia. 

Tho pacification of thoso distur'oGd rogions wn.s, howovGr, m,'1inly 
due to I~p0rial forcos and not to tJ 0 100al sGttlors? as in Southtirn 
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Rhodesia. T~e local ~te color~sts had thair chance in the so- callod 
"liorth 3n1. \lar" in .. zoic. tr:.a .b.f=-'~can Lc.kas Conpany had. tri..)d to expel 
Arab f::-eo -;}oJt~rs f::-o=.. tt.::; ~ior~2:. 3nd. of ~o Nyasa. But t!:is military 
tasL Lad pro.,~d. b",~-::md tt.e stror.gt!: af t!:e 100"_1 Europaar..s and Nyasaland, 
un:ikc Sout::'e7.'1 Rl.::.d<)sia~ 'C<;. s p~if:'0d. ontir<lly by Iopl3rial intervontion. 
Bet'1een 1391 ar.c. 1397 Sir -::8"'=7 Johr.stvn, tl:.e country's first I::;,p\lrial 
CO~i$3ioner j carri~d out a. sarios ~f ca=pai&ns against !.rsb, Yae and 
i.goni raiders. 0~~ 30cr0t of ti s SUCO~S5 lay iL t~o ttings, Sikhs and 
sea-po~er. ~~0 lattGr -~3 ¥rovi3..~d in tto st~pe of British gunb ate 
~hic1 C'.lt t !:e s19 .. vo tra.:iir.g routes :::.or~ss L.~'c", l;yasa, and th..) c untry 
~as gr~ually ;aci fiGd. 

In tr:u lat::; 'r...inaties, :c.p~r1al tro.:-ps uls.J C :-ossv3. into ,t:"'orthtJrn 
Rhoiosi-3., ;:;hid, l:.a-i by no- b'::Jn placed. unj;3r tho Cb-.:::-tur od GOC!)'J.DY:i and 
smashed tho u~r- lik~ :goni dr4d hJ L~~d~ Dopire h~~~3d by Kcz~ ~. 

British co~que3t was fr~u5ht witt profound. con$~~u~ncos f r th~ 

uho18 of Britist CGntr~l Africa. ~hrough~ut no r~~ion thoru wa~ rul 
Gnd to indopundont in~ig:nous power. Int~r-tribal w~f r~ Qt)pp~d f r 
the first ti::lO, and';!. limit "D.33.::t to l'irg,-,- sc'l.la trib'll cd;r ti ne 
t .his m(''!.nt t~3,t tee loca.tion Df tL" ;r'l..riaus African PJoph.s oo:uno r; ... r 
stabilized. Ttc po,\:,.:;r of t.L) s:;''l.VS t:::- ... dors W.::lS ct'ushlld and tho !.losl t1!l 

cD~scd to b3 0ff0cti7~ compJt!tors for th~ int~rior. 

At thL sar::,0 tiOG 1 ttL foundations WJro laid for a Europ.)an W go 
and pl'l..ntation ::;conomy wr.ice was inco::lp'l.U hlu wi th the r0gimCJ of sm 11 
warring n<_tiv-.:; st<:.tos. Nyasaland boc::uno a plantur' s colony, ').nd corfao» 
1·'lt0r folloWGd by tea b0c3l!l9:1th, country's main c'l.sh crop. 

Th a typical Europ0P~ in Nyas~lani right from the stnrt wnc 
accordingly a pl~nt~r~ a civ~l sJrv~nt, a missionaryv or . oomm rcinl 
omploYtlo. VJry La W:!-.lt() wc,rkvrs cam", int0 tho country, !Lilst tho 
rolo of tho sm~E Whit~ trl.d"r and "1.rtis'Ul, who had c~ma to Southorn 
Rhod,;;,sia, '.7r\S fi:lvd by :::ndj'lns, ani later by oiesi,Pn-tr'J.in ... 1 Afrionn(l. 
Whi to sociJty in ;r.;'1.ny w'Cys ti:US C:l..."l" try r ... s .. bio tllQ last African nd 
avon the Indian pq,ttvrn. It W"S ell'1r:)ly stra:tifiod s;}citl.lly, much 
morc so than South"rn Rhodtisia, wh~rJj on .... mIght m.mtion, tho Adminie­
trn.tor rodo around 5'3.llsbury on G. b:tcycL., tmd tto ipfluonc" of th 
sottlors in tho politic~l sp}~r0 w~s s~~ll, hy~anlnnd beine tho oountry 
whoro "tho Governor W'l.S always right". P"Uticnlly and "ocis,11y 
it looked towards London r'1.th"r th:l.n J oh'l:nnusburg or Co.:po Town. In 
trlis wny ag~irl it contrastod sharply VIi th Southom :a:.odo8in~ for tho 
British South Africa COr:lpnny W"S gcncr'llly v ... ry frLndly town.rdo tho 
EuropDan co] onists - CVC7rl 'thougr. th" Rhodosi"\no did not think so a t 
tho tima. ':'1'.0 Cor::p'lny constituted t~v co'mtry's largcst vntropr • ..nourj 
it was a slvcping p~rtncr in all the ~ining cornp"nioc and tho main 
sharoholdt.r in thv railw3.ys; and it true id ... ntifi",d ita cause with 
that of all othor a~allcr cLtrcprcneurs. 

Tho tw.) kinds of ;ron:;:.~r, tho min..:r's 'lnd tr.:J fr:..rr;Lr'c frontier 
of South _ frica, I'l.."ld the plan";",r' 13 "n:i ~iesion'lryT 8 fr(.nti{",i:' from tho 
E!l.st, ulti!!l . .'~tJly ~ ... '; In ~ortL3rn hr .. od..;sia. Tho North Vlcatom ffi' • .,d ... d n 
railway 1:~1 t b~cc.r::,- t:..<; .:1X;;r·.)::19 n:)r"thw!l.r-i limit of S')utt. .A.fric~, whilst 
.'crth :ast~rn X::J;ivsia t .. l!::d.t;;! tc fellow t!-l''; IY'lB'lland. patt..,rn. ortb 
of tto Z8!!1C~zi, th_ ~ .. .) d:.ffvrir. corc~?t8::.f ccloniz<:.ti.:>r. cl" .. ehud fryr 

tt.:.- :first til::_:i ::--"1i 'the f~tu=_ of th, F.::.~Lr'l.ion "'ill d.;p ~ni ~r. which 
t:f tho 'two w!.l_ ul-:i:l.1.t ::::r pr~'lil. 
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GREAT BRITAIN AND AFRICA 1880 - 1914 

In the title of this talk rstake out more ground than I can 
effectively occupy. I c6uld . n~t resist, however, the opportunity of 
drawing attention to the Cambridge Higher School Certificate special 
subject of the same name, and of commending it as a practical avenue 
through which the history of Africa can be studied without the necessity 
of abandoning the traditional syllabus in British and European history. 
In effect I .shall deal for the most part with B.ri tish participation in 
the Scramble for Africa in the light· of recent new interpretations. 

Until recently it was commonly assumed that English colonial policy 
in the nineteenth century could be divided into two sharply defined and 
contrasting phasesg an anti-imperialist phase running roughly from the 
Vienna settlement of 1815 down to 1870, and an expansionist phase 
lasting from 1870 until the end of the century. Tl).e shift was brought 
about, it was held, primarily by economic factors, so that international 
competition for markets and raw material~ dispelled the free-trade 
anti-imperialism of the Manchester school and replaced it with the 
imperialist doctrine that trade followedtl;he flag. l It was usual to 
point out how British policy swung from the extreme of indifference to 
empire - symbolized in the report of the Parliamentary committee of 1865 
recommending the ultimate abandonment of all Britain's West African 
possessions except Sierra Leone - to a consuming 'earth hunger'. Even 
the IGading statesman of the Liberal party,Lord Rosebery, was prepared 
to boast to an Zdj~burgh a~dience in 1897 that in the past twelve years 
2,600,000 sq. miles 'of territory had been ada.ed to the Empire, most of 
them in Africa. The economic interpretatj_on that Was often placed on 
this movement by contemporary statesmen, who were copcerned to -justify 
the cost of empire, ~vas later powerfully reinforced by J .A.Hobson' s 
celebrated work, Imperialism, published in 1902. Lenin drew upon 
Hobson to formulate his theory of imperialism as the highest stage of 
capitalism,eand despite .the allowance made for other motives by non­
Marxist historians it has been usual to regard the 'Scramble for Africa' 
as a locus classicus of economic imperialism. 

The correctness of this picture has been challenged in recent years 
in its two leading featuresg firstly, the image of a sharp preak in 
the nature and direction of British policy, and secondly the emphasis 
that has been given to 8conomic motives. Two Cambridge historians, 
Ronald Robinson and J.R.Gallagher, have been the main exponents of the 
new interpretation. 2 They have sought to demonstrate the substantial 
continuity of ~ritish policy throughout the Whole of the nineteenth 
century. Instead of a violent swing from pacific anti-imperialism to 
belligerent expansionism they argue that the change after 1870 was at 
most one of emphasis and method. The underlying motive and objective 
of British policy r emained unaltered: the protection of British 
oommercial (and in a smaller degreE, humanitarian) enterprise. 

1 
of. Ramsay Muir, Short History of the British Commonwealth, . 1937, vol.II, 

p.620 ff. 
J.A.Wil1iamson, Gre~t 3ritain and the Empire, 1946, p.124· ff. 

~ohn Gallagher and Ronald Robinson, 'The Imperialism of Free Trade', 
Economic History Revi6W t 2nd ser.~ vo . • vi, no.l, 1953. 
R.E.Robinson, 'Imperial Problems in B.itish Politics 1880-1895, Cambridge 

,History of British Empire. vol.iii, cl~p. v. 
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Th ml3ans usod for achi~ving this end ha.d nevor been singlo and unitorm, 
but had vari~d oonstant1y with time and circumstance. At one extreme 
Britain had oommorcia1 ro1ations with independent countries possessing 
modorn governmonts likG the United Statos, where thore was no question 
of trade requiring the support of political power. At the other ~xtreme 
were relations with countries like India where trade could only be secured 
by Britain stepping in to establish a modern systom of law and government. 
Between these extremes there grew up various forms of political dependency 
that stopped short of formal British sovereignty or protection. 

'Informal empire' of this intermediate kind tended to charactorize 
the period before 1870. Where it failed to meet its object, however, 
Britain did not hesitate to resort to military force and open annexation. 
Hence in the supposedly pacific anti-imperialist period between 1840 and 
1860 Britain assumed political sovereignty over New Zealand, the Gold 
Coast, Labuan, Natal, the Punjab? Sind, Hong Kong, Berar, Oudh, Lower 
Burma, Kowloon? Lagos, and so on. Indeed? while in her relations with 
politically weak countries like Turkey or Persia British influence was 
confined to diplomatic pressure and special treaty rights, the usual 
pattern was for her to i111derpin her influence by a chain of strong points 
strung out along her trade routes. These bases, often off-shore islands, 
served at the same time as naval stations, £laces d'armes, and commercial 
entrepot centres. From them Britain was able to exercise a veiled 
protectorate over surrounding areas in support of the enterprise of her 
nationals, without being put to the expense or liability of actual 
government. In this way she exercised a paramountcy over the Niger delta 
from Lagos, over Sast Africa from Zanzibar, over Malaya from Singapore, 
over South China from Hong Kong, and so on. A form of 'indirect 
imperialism' could be purs\,ed even wi thin the limits of the formal empire 
with relation to colonies of white settlement. Vlliile control over 
relations beyond the frontier and matters of imperial defence was retained 
by the home government? the actual burden and expense of aili~inistration 
could happily be devolved on to the colonists themselves through the 
device of self-government. 

'Informal empire' in the tropical regions c6uld endure only so 
long as Britain had a monopoly of overseasnterprise and great power 
rivalries were confined to Europe. But even when Britain felt compelled 
to take tropical areas under her formal protection there was no sharp 
break in policy. In line with her tradition of 'indirect imperialism' 
she still sought to keep her political and financial responsibilities to 
a minimum by resorting to the device of chartered companies for the 
government of new territories. Towards her white colonles she continued 
with her policy of advancing self government and using them as an instru­
ment of expansion whenever it was considered necessary to bring adjacent 
areas under the British flag. 

There was no indiscriminate land-grabbing, the extensions to 
British territory were highly selective. Britain wa~ content to see 
huge areas pass under foreign control so long as she could secure 
commercial access on equal terms. This was the object of the abortive 
Congo treaty with Portugal in 1884, the Congo Arrangement of 1885, and 
the Anglo-German Agreement over :J;ast Africa in 1886. In West Africa 
she stood by and allowed France to secure the lion's share of the Niger 
basin. The closer British policy is studied the more difficult it is 
to sustain the Hobson thesis .of economic imperialism. So that the 
traditional school-book picture of the Scramble for Africa has been 
challengod in this? its sr-',...ond principal feature. Hobson drew upon 
Africa for the bulk of his examples? but he implicitly recognised some 
of the weaknesses 'of his argument. He emphasized that it was onl~ 
certain parasitic eloments rather than the main body of oapitalism itself 
that generated the economic pressure f?r oolonial empire. Lenin and 
Leonard Woolf after him mado no such ~la1ifications, but Woolt 41A 
recogniz~ with Hobson the eoonomio unp.ofitabiiit~ of muoh ot lI'~n'. 
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aoquisitions and USJd tho fact tOldom011f1·t.r'n.~n ~,hA -ill'lP;.on on which 
imperialist motives wer0 founded • 

. It.is not necessary, howovor, to challenge the the?r~ of economic 
imper1a11sm as a whole - as the late Professor Koebner d1d - to refute 
its validity for British policy. Gallagher and Robinson rest their 
argument on the absence of any coincidence between the area of formal 
empire and the main area of British OV0rseas trade .and investment. 

' ••• the historian who is seeking to find the deepest ' eaning of 
the expansion at the end of the ninete0nth century should look not 
at the mere pegging out of claims in African jungle and bush, but 
at the successful exploitation of the empire, both formal and 
informal, which was then coming to fruition in India, in Latin 
America y in Canada and elsewhere. The main work of imperialism 
in the so-called expansionist era was in the more intensive develop­
ment of areas already linked with the world economy, rather than in 
the extensive annexations of the remaining marginal areas of Africa. 
The best finds and prizes had already been made: in tropical Africa 
the imperialists were mGrely scraping the bottom of the barrel.' 

It is a subtle, powerful and convincing argJIDont. 

Where established economic interests were at stake they prompted 
acquisiticns that were broadly defensive in character. Such acquisi­
tions meant for the most part placing under British protection areas 
which had long formed part of the economic hinterland of British trading 
centres on the coast and which had hithe~to bGen r egarded as part of the 
'informal empire'. The protectorate over the lower Niger delta (Oil 
Rivers) in 1884, and the advance to the ZiJIlbesi can be placed in t:t.is 
category. 1888 is usually taken to be the year from which dates the 
mental convers ion of the Unionist Govel'nmont to the idea of a new 
tropical African empire. But the chief economic prizes had been secured 
beforeLand. Although the B.S.A. Company did not take shape until after 
the Rudd concession, British influence was openly extended to the Zambesi 
in February 1888 as a resnlt of the non-alienation agreement with • Lobengula reached on the initiative of the C~pe Governor, Sir Hercules 
Robinson. But this was a counter-move against Transvaal expansion. 
From an international vi0\'Vpoint Salisbury had already warned Portugal 
in August 1887 that no pretension of Portugal to MatGbeleland could be 
recognized. 

The new empire which sprang up north of tho Zambesi, in Central 
and East Africa, had an origin other than eoonomic. Gladstone, with 
an old man's seer-like prescience, had predicted in 1877 the outcome 
of a possible British occupation of ~gypt~ 

'But our first site in Egypt, be it by laroeny or be it by emption, 
will be the almost certain egg of a North African Empire 9 that will 
grow and grow until another Victoria and another Albert, titles of 
the Lake sources of the White Nile, come within our borders; and 
till we finally join hands across the Equator with Natal and Cape 
Town, to say nothing of the Transvaal or the OI·ango River on the 
South, o~ of Abyssinia or Zanzibar to be swallowed by way of 
viaticum on our journey. I 3 

Paradoxically it was Gladstone's government . in 1882 which sent 
British forces into ~gypt to safoguard the lives and property of its 
nationals and to ensUrE) the secur-_ ty of the Suez Canal. By the end 

~eonard Woolf, Commerce and Empire i~ Africa LJ92Q(, Part III, Chap.I. 

~oKoebner9 'The Concept f Economic Imperialism', Economic History Review, 
2nd sero 9 vol.ii, no.l., 1949. 

4v.E.Gladstone, 'Aggression on Egypt and Freedom in the East'9 
The Nineteenth CenturY9 vol.E, (18 7),pp.158-9. 
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of 1887 the failure of tho Drummond Wolff 8'1nv'mtinn IDA,de it obvious 
that the international guarantees which Britain required before she 
felt able to bring the occupation to an end would not be forthcoming. 
It had also become apparont that Cromer's surgory on the Egyptian 
financos had made feasible continued British control without expense to 
the British taxpayer - tLe sine qua non of Victorian Empiro until 
Chamberlain took ovor tho C010nial Office. Salisbury's mini advanced 
in consequence during tho course of 1888 not only to tho firm conclusion 
that Egypt must be held indefinitely, but that British policy must be 
directed to fficuring tho ontire Nile basin against the encroachments of 
other ~uropean powors. For he shared the contemporary belief that 
Egypt would lie at the morcy of the power which could turn off or divert 
the Nile hoadwaters. Salisbury's earlier unconcern at Germany's 
activities in .8ast Africa, so long as they did not harm British commercial 
interests 9 now gave way to a claar-sighted determination to reach an 
agreement with her that would keep Uganda and the line of communication 
from Mombasa (that is present-day Kenya) within the British sphere. 
When h9 came to justify the Anglo-German Agreement of 1890 before the 
House of Lords the first advantage of the African settloment to which 
he pointed was the safoguarding of the Nile sources and that 'save for 
the Italian dominion over Abyssinia and its dependencies, we have no 
rivalry to foar from any Zuropean civilised Power until we reach the 
confines of Egypt. l 

Although other motives were not absent9 the final decision to 
rotain Uganda in 1894 on the demise of the East African Company waS 
based upon the same ovorriding strategical consideration. 2 Professor 
Koebner's criticism of the thesis of economic imparialism is particularly 
convincing in its treatment of tho British East Africa Company. Leonard 
Woolf's attempt to depict ~he Company as the tool of high capitalism is 
indeed the weakest and most questionable part of his ar~lillent.3 He was 
too readily impressed with the exaggerated language of the advocates of 
expansion who cast about for overy conceivable argument to bolster their 
case. 4 

Despi te the weight 01' tho strategic motive i,'1. leading to the 
acquisi tion of British -:::ast Africa j it has to be recognised that it '"as 
a territory of marginal importance. The "act that the retention of 
Uganda was a matter of dispute in English politics is proof enough of 
this. On questions where:: vital British interests were thought to be 
at stake there was no division. A Liberal administration had undertaken 
the occupation of ~gYPt9 and although Liberal leaders like Gladstone and 
Morley continued to hanker after ultimate British wi thd~awal they were 
quick to disclaim advocating it as an immediately practical step when 
challenged by Salisbury in 1891. Similarly there was never any serious 
dispute about the advance to the Zambesi. North of the Zambesij however, 
was again an aroa of marginal importance. The Directors of the B.S.A. 
Company were interested in the mineral potentialities of Barotsaland, and 
prompted by Johnston,lli10des would like to have forestalled the Congo 
Free State for possession of Katanga. But th8re was no possibility of 
the immediate exploitation of the northern regions while Southern Rhodesia 
remained to be subdued and settled. In Nyasaland there 'Nas no signifiqant 
economic interest at stake, but the Scottish mission~ries were strongly 
entrenched and had thrm'm out a fragile arc up the I Stevenson Road' to 
the southern end of Lake Tanganyika. Embattled with the 'Arab' slave 
traders they already formed a de facto political authority, recognised 
and assisted by a British consul s~ecially appointed for the region. 

~arliamentary Debates, 3rd series 9 vol.cccxlvi, c.1264, 10 July 1890. 

2cf. A.J.P.Taylor, 'PrE-Iu' e to Fashoda' 9 Rumour of Wars j 1952, p.83. 
Also A.Low, 'British Pub} ' c Opinion and the Uganda Question' U anda Journal 
vol.18, No.2, Sept. 1954, pp.83 9 97. 

~.WoQlf9 Commerce & Empire in Africa 9 Chap.VI. 

4cf •M• Perham 9 Lord Lugard~ The Years uf Adventure, p.426. 
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The practical issue was whether this area was to be 3.110wed. to pass under 
Portuguese or German control. Salisbury was undoubtedly sincere in his 
concern and admiration for the British missionary efforts 7 but recognised 
that from the viewpoint of British interosts they could not be reckoned 
_ ashe admitted . to the German ambassador - more than 'questions of 
sentiment,.l It is true that sentiment shaded insensibly into concern 
'for prestige. Salisbury believed that Bri tain inherited special 
obligations as the historic' leader of the anti-slavery movement and f8l t 
it would be unworthy of ,hor traditions to allow herself to be ousted 
entirely from the region of the great Lakes which was hallowed in the 
popular mind by Livingstone's name. Yet no vital interest could be 
said ·to be at stake 7 oortainly not one that was worth risking the peace 
of Europe 70r.ovon amoderate expenditure of British money. ' It is said 7 
on Sir Harry Johnston's authority 7 that in the summer of 188'8 Salisbury 
was revolving in his mind a scheme by which the region north of the 
Zambesi was to be brought under British protection 7 but that he was 
baulked by the resistanco of the Treasury. Certainly in July of that 2 
year he rejected the open demand for a British protectorate in Nyasaland. 

As late as October 30? 1888 7 the British minister in Lisbon was 
reporting on a solution he had proposed to the Portuguese Foreign minister 
by which the ~ntire area north .of the Zambesi7 including Nyasaland 7 
should be recognised as Portuguese 7 on condition that the Portuguese 
provided safeguards -for British economic enterprise and for, some form 
of local self-government for the Scottish missions in the Nyasa districts. 
All this illustrates on how thin a thread hung the northward extension 
beyond the Zambesi. 

It was only when Cecil Rhodes in th~s.pring of 1889 offered ~o 
aSSUIDe the financial liabilities that Salisbury saw his way clear. 
His views on the northern Zambesi region then took rapid and firm shape. 
He was not interested in the Cape-to-Cairo dream shared by leading 
Africanists like Johnston 7 Rhodes? Kirk? Lugard and Mackinnon. In 
fact by an understanding with Germany of June 1887 Salisbury had admitted 
Germany's right to.extend har coastal settlement in Jast Africa inland ' 
to Lakes Tanganyika and Nyasa. He had 7 ind <1 ed 7 as late as the summer 
of 1889 agreed to ta.ke no action without previous consultation north of 
the parallel of 11 degreos south - vrhich n~ant that Germany kept open 
a claim to project the southern border of her ~ast Africa sphere west­
wards across Lake Nyasa to the fron+.ior of the Congo Free State. Despite 
thes.e limitations Salisbury saw the value of a British region covering 
the area of.modern NYasaland and Northern Rhodesia. A belt of British 
territory across the Zambesi would form the means of overcoming the 
isolation and inaccessibility of Nyasaland and of connecting it directly 
with British South Africa. The predominant British role in East Africa 
and her leadership in hmnanitarian enterprise could be preserved at ' 
little cost. Moreover 7 despite German claims 7 there was no need to 
sacrifice the tenuous missionary hold on the region at the southern end 
of Lako Tanganyika and the line of the Stevenson road. It was early 
apparent in the negotia~',Jns . leading up to th!'l Anglo-German Agrecment 
of July] 390 that Germa.:_y had no strong interests in the area and that 
so long as the~rojectcd British corridor - or 'wasp's waist' - joining 
the northern end of Lake Tanganyika to Uganda - was surrendered, Germany 
would readily concede a favourablo ~rontier in the south. Portuguese 
claims 7 though more tonacious?could also be readily dispoSGd of. 

· ... , . 
• .~.J. 

1tatzfield to Caprivi9 30 April 1890, ~ie.Grosse Politik7 Bd.8, p.9. 

~ansard 3rd sere Vol. cccxxviii7 c.548 ff. 

~ 
'of. Roland Oliver 7 Sir Harry Johnstoi' and the Scramble for Africa 7 ch.5. 
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Recognising Portugal's position up to the limits of effective occupation 
it we.s not difficult - though it mo?.nt 'gun-boat' diplom'1cy - to force 
hoI' to surronder h"r cl1,ims on tho rem.3.inder of C<:mtrnl 1I.frica. 

Thoro W8re subsidinry ~dvRntagos in exp~nding in thesa rogions. 
Sn,lisbury may not htwo buon much movdd by the glowing prospects which 
Johnston and Lugard hdld out for British commorcial enterprise and 
British settlement in the highland regions of East and ContrRI Africa, 
but at least such prospects did suggest the possibility that Rt some 
distant d~to the rosponsibility for governmont could be davolvod on to 
British settler communities. This contrasted with tho outlook for 
colonial possessions in Wast Africa whore the only foreseeable future 
on the breakdo\vn of ch~rtorod company rule was permanent administration 
by th8 Crown. 

As a final ~rgumcnt ~gainst tho prodominance of economic motives 
or OV0n of tho determining forco of imporialism itsolf, it is woll to mark 
how tho scrrunble for l'.friccl, W,'l,S constantly kl;pt subordinate to considera­
tions of European power diplomqcy. Bismarck had cleclarGd in Decembor 
1888g 'My map of Africa lios in Europe. H0ro lics Russia and here lios 
Fr.:mco; that is my map of 1I.frica'. Mr. F.E. Hinsloy has commented: 

' ••• The doadlock in Europe was, if not the most i~~ediate incdntive~ 
at lO'l,st the chiof uniorlying condition in tho groat phase of 
extra-Europe.qn expansion that now began. From tho beginning of 
the phase, the policios of tho governmonts y if not of all eloments 
in the states, WGro dominatod by str1.togic rc.thor than by economic 
and financial motivos, by considerntions of b'1.1'1nca and rel.~tivo 
position9 in Europo no loss th~n t~rcughout tho world, rather than 
by puraly coloni~l inturosts •••• ' 

Wa hay,,) soen how for Sf1.1isbury '1.nd Roseb8ry tho str'1tGgic motive was 
uPP0rmost. All oth~r consid8rations wore subordinate to protocting the 
Suez route - 'tho jugular vain' of thd nmpir8, in Bismarck's striking 
phraso. As '1 consequence: British policy pivoted on the British posit;rm 
in ~gypt and tho Nilo V~lloy, etnd for tho sake of those Brit~~n was 
prepared to conc&de to Fr'"'.nco3. dominant posi tio!': in '78st Africa. Yet 
if tho str'ltogic moti Vl. w::'..s uppormost it '.':as - at least so far as British 
policy was concorned - symptom::,tic of th" chnracter of British imporialism. 
So f'lr from pursuing torritorial Gxp~nsion lor its own s~ke British 
policy W'1.S inherently dcfensiv0 in mont'1.1itY9 '1n1 concerned Rbove all 
wi th th..:: protoction of establishe,l intorosts. l.nxiety ')ver the Suez 
route sprang principally from a desirJ to s'3.foguarcl tha Lighw').y to the 
'insured ml.rk0ts t of India, and trw l\.ustrl.lasian colonie«. 

+ + + + + + + + + 

lin an:11ysis of British policy towards South Lfricp. would also appoar 
to bear ont tho thosisof ~F.r.G'111aghc.:r .'.1nd Dr. Robinson that there was 
no shnrp bre'1.k in policy in tho later Victorian p0riod. 'Indirect 
imperialism' r0iM,in'3d tho koynot"" of t1:0 rolntionship with the South 
Afric'1.n colonios. Tbo hoisting of tee Gorman flag '-in South livest Lfrica 
in 1884 stirrod Glad.stone' s govornment into sonding tb.l t;hrrGn oxpedi tion 
and into proclaiming 11 protoctorate over Bochuanaland in order to provont 
tho Tr"l.nsvaal rGpublic ustablishing '1 common frontier with no German colony. 
But thore was no intontion of perpotuating the 'Impori~l factor'. It 
was always 3.ssumod thnt tho .vlministr:-.tion of Bochuc:uml,md would eventual 1 
bo handod ovar to the Capo ColoilY once a satisfactory agrooment could be 
reached on safogunrding tho intor(' sts of tho i.fric').n popul:'..tion. Similarl 
imperi<,.l ~dministration of B'1sutol<'.nd \'\1.::,s novor lookod upon ."l.S more than 
a tompor1.ry expod.iont. Zulul1.n1 was in f-:.ct m'lde over to N:1t'11 in IE 87. 
In its othur aspoct the. continuod pr::>C0SS of loosoning British control 
and climinating tho Imporial factor can bo su~n in the gr~nting of 

lCambridSG History of the British Empir~, vol.iii, p.99. 
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responsiblo govornmont to Natti.l in 189'3. 1 

But her0tho argumdn-t1 stops. , It is 'a signi ficHnt l'oint. ,In 
1895 Josoph, Chamb~rlain t oolc ovo,r ,t ho Colonia l Offica fl.nd wi thin a few 
YoA,rs mado tho South flfric~n quostion t ho dominant issue i l1 English 
poli tics. Tho tide of British policy was - f or a faw yoars a t l east -
dramatically r8v()rsed.' Tho limitations wi thin whic,h Victori an colonial 
polidy had been ' forced to oporato - the subordinate importanc e of polonial 
affairs ~ tbo consoqtient fmpossibili ty of obtaining monoy 9 troops " and 
public support for a prolonged assertion of tho Imperial factor? the 
enforcGd r oliance on loca l agents to pre servo British interosts - all those 
limitations wore now swept asido . It m~y be a rgued ttat the Chamberlain 
era Vias oxceptional and in tho ond j by tho r oaction it bred, sGr:ved onlly 
to confirm and rJnew ' the Victorian attitude t o Gmpire. While ,t his, may 

' be broadly truEl, it is q,uestionable whoth"r the ,South African War 'can be 
regarded as no mora th~n d t umporary aburration. The prominQnce which 
it gave in English nati ona l life to colonia l affairs could not be suddenly 
offaced. It wrougbt a p~rmanent q,ualitativo change in the public attitUde 
to the Empire. 

The f>cale of of fort ca lled forth by tho Sout h African crisis 'was, of 
courso 9 far from int entional. The I mperial fact or had to be invoked 
and asserted to ' an Uhprocondented degreo owing to tho catastroptic break­
down of traditional policy. Tho probl em originated in ths discovery of 
the Witwatorsrand gold ro.~f in 1886. Doveloped for t he most part by 
British capital and ent or priso 9 t he Rand q,ulckly transformed t h e Transvaal 
from a poor, backward farming country into the riche st state in South 
Africa. Tho key to tho British economic position was thus place(l outside 
the ordinary colonial syst em and could be exploited by the Transva~ l Boers 
to establis~ a powerful and hostile state· throatening British paramountcy. 

At first England was cont Gnt to rely on loca l agency to contain and 
neutralise this threat. Bocails<=; of ' the strong lI.frikaanervoto in the 
solt'-govornirtg Cape Colony :; and the advantages · of a moro flexi b~einstru­
ment~ the local agency relied upon Rhodos' British South l.frica CompanY9 
chartered in 1889.- Rhodos hop8d to defeat the challenge of ' l\.fri'kandordom' 
by , developing the newly-w,)n terri tori os north of the Limpopo. . If a 
second Randcculd bo disc')v8r0d it would quickly bring a thriving new 
British colony into existenc G and would p0rL ~nently tilt the sc a les in 
favour of the British element t hroughout South ;~fri cn.. , Rhodesia was to 
be the ir.strU1:lont :ror f or ging a British-dl-minat ed South Afric an federation. 
By 1893 Rhodes reallsod that hishopus of q,uickly dovelopod mineral wealth 
wero not t~ be rUl1lis,Gd. Eo concluded thr:tt tl: o Boor supremacy in ' tbG ' 
Transva:1.l would ha,vo to bo oVl;rthrown by violenc0.- His impe:r:ial mastors 
were not ignorant of the situation. Britist ministers liko R:i,pol'l and 
Rosubory V'lerG fully aW.J,r 0 of t h0 possibility of a rising of J3ri tish subjGcts 
i;n . JohannGsburg against t ho Krug&.r regime? and r 'Gcognisod that timGly 
intervention and support might oasily bring the Tr,g,nsvanl back under the 
Union J ack. Only Chamberlain sooms to havo been informed of Rhodes' ' 
actual plot and he did not shrink from giving Rhod os his active connivance. 
The fi r:tsco of tho Jameson Raid at thoond of 1895 dp.::t, lt a s~dden over­
wholming blow at .this disreput2.blo type of 'indiroct imporj,alism'. 
Rhodos~ tho 100111 instrumont on which it ruliod? lost fqr H, momont his 
powo~ and cre~it9 and Krug8r beg:m transforming his stato , into a . 
formidRble military powor. 

The rasul twas tl:e r0-ass l:l rtion of the Imporial factor in unpreco­
dentod strongth. .i.. n;:;w high commissionor of proconsular stature was / 
sont out G3-rly 'in '1897. Sir' l.lfrod'l\E:ilner 1s appointmont involved mora t han 
~ issuo- of c·olbni!J.l poli t:lCS or ovon British stratEl{?;ic int-erestsJ .for thG 
South A:thcan c rie i s openud ' a channelythrough ~iJhich th0 mounting tide 
of ~nglishimp~rialis.t s0ntimont could pour. Milnerism was the antithesis 
of the mid-Victorian outlook. Inst 'Jad of baing r~B'ardod as subordinate 
and soconq,ary t.o Bri tr.in' swider poli tic :,,,l and commorcial intores ts? the 
Empi~Q .trocaIrie the sup:.. ,mo objoct 0:': policy. Th8 , goal which Milnorism 

' 1 , .... ". '.. '., 
cf. Lord R:'P9n' S .p"olicy 6.8 Colo'hial- So·crotn.:CYi "L. IH.o lf 9 Lifo . .of Ripon 9 

J' 

.. ' p.223 ff. 
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h ld b f0T' 't W 0 thu wulrling tOgothD~ or tLQ gryntt r 1 oJoMvt'l.O ot tho 
El11p:ir 1ntn 'Ol1G bud po1itic ' l 11 sulf-oontainQd (,oonoIll1.c fInrl pO itical 

y t m. Th rrh01v p1 ih'Bopby of fru t"'o.r1~ wn£ dut'li..vl, and '111th it 
111r.1I."I· t k-.)rniJ of mid~·Victor; an convicti.on. Go fnt' from trusting 

f r prosrlJ· t thu fruu oetion of ind.ivi.'lwl.l initintiv.l nnc.l ElprlfltanEJit;:r 
an r ""\r, ing poli ticR 0'1- ~, rugul'l.tlng a.nrl lUT'monising but not origln:\ting 
tun tion, Miln r 1001\"",:1 to govtilT'nrnvnt to supply tho ultima.to r,!,iructing 
ido shnping foroG of sooiuty. In this bvliof he. Was prc.p ruu rl to 
u v full OW0r of ih", ot tv, oulmin1.ting in cOGrcivu forct;),ao as to 
fr.shion n now unifiod. South :"fri 0[1 pr-;clominnntly :British in pDpulatlon] 
1 VI 'tnd oulturu. 

H w ,of c ura , n. v~s~on'" ry, and so wafJ incredulous 'flhen the 
Bri ti h n tion which did not Elhrink [rom tl,u unproc0dvntcd. (;xpond.i turo 
of somo £,250 million 011 w r to pr,,3vrvv Bri tisr. pn.rflJIlountcy could v:i thin 
a f "; yv~rs hand back not mvr"ly tho old Bo",r r~publics but the wholo of 
South :.frio'1 to n '..frik"n r m· jori ty. He could not undcrElto.nd) as 
Chamb .• In.in did, tll. t th I n,.~ion9.1 effort ha.d buon c rrivd by tho War to 
an unnatural hoight, th ..... t t lis 'ffort to impose: r:),thor then nogotiato a 
solution oould not bind finituly prolon~ud} and th~t in consGntlng to 
th solution of s If-gov rnn nt thu nation w"s r"vc;rting to its permanont 
p litical instinct. C1 •• mb,Jrlrl,ir. 1',;>'1 porsistontly rcjoctoi. Milner's 
offorts to ~usp n1 th s If-gov rning constitution of thv Capo Colony 
!l.lld so s c Ir tab' In. rn.sn. f r tL,j imr.;os;..i solution. Tho Colonial 
S<3or tary' S Jocular rdm"rk uttorv t Joh1.nn"sburg only a f '/1 months after 
tt ... British victo.y - ' Do\'ming Strt: t is ray to bdicn.t" , - showed a-
col intuitiv flash of trut. In is 1o~lings nith thv post- war 

p rticul r1y vvr thJ Inngu g~ ~nd duc tion iSSUQs, Ch~mbvrl~in 
rov cl .r1y tr.nt 1. so ght r conciliation r3.thor th:m domin:l.tion. 

Y t if tho unn1.tur" 1 "mo.gni tudo of ~h\;j Bri tisc wa.r ",ffort br8d by 
ro~tion corrvspon ing volt - ! CG and unsurvd th~t Brit:l.in would n~vor 
:l.g ':"n att m t h ... a - on cl.1.1l v..'ith colonicl n:.tions.1ism - white, bro>m 
or b."ck - the sc~l of offort put forth coul not b without l~sting 
~f cta. It c.y bv ncknowl~ n8 ~ r suIt of the latost intvrpr~t~tions 
th t 'mp rinlimn 71as mo:- S ort-livvl n vxcuptionnl pisodc thc.n wa.s 
pr..,vious1y bo L.N , nnd both R:;)binson nc. Kocbnfr would by ioplio hon 
con!in.,) it .'lit in th" n'U'l'O" limits of Cll mborl in's t"nu:-:: of H.c 
Colcni I Officw b t w n 1095 nn~ 1903. 1ut tr.~ movement left its impr~ss. 

Too ouch, 'rli"'pa, shoul n)t bv mr:.le of th iU-::l' i .t.::: rDsults of 
tho h ightwno imp _inl conaciousnuss. h~t cJrtainly it was in Ch~~barl~·r. 
c.'1:" th:\t tl,o coloni 1 :Ilpir ... in :.f.rio'l 'I-:'S r .... cognis:-;c1 in its orm right. 
, .on h I::3.d0 tis at nc. in 1897 ag .inst tt..) policy of dof r,:mco to Frrulce 
in s ttling 'Ivet .. frio'U"l frontivrs Cl:.'llllb r1"1.in W:l.S ass rting th ~utonomy 

of puroly British colonial int r~sts in opposition to S~lisbury subordi­
n"tion of t ~S .... to cOl1sid rations of for ign policy nnd str:'.tce;y. 
Sini1:1rly Ch(l!!lbur1llin br:)~: th bold of '['ran.sury dootrina to which 
Sn,lisbury h"1.1 GO m ...... kly ",furrou. Th",ro \'lurO nlr "Idy signs of ch~nge 
b~for hc; took offl.c '. In 1895 tl! Libcrn1 ministry h3.::1 C1.gNud to t'1.ko 
over fin"!rci'\l r aponsibility for NY'lsnl n' from Rho'lQS~ d0spito tho f'.!ct 
U.:1.t tt.o :1.dI::1iniot1·'1.tivQ bill 1I.u rnountud to £.30,000, contrast"d /lith tho 
po.ltry i.l~,O:)O for whioh S.~lisbury would not n.sk tL.l Tr.31\sury in 1889. 
';s'it .. Cl.::unborl::.in tl,,,, principIa of thu gr nt-in-~id ·,,~s ~st:l.blish d, :.nd 
rJoro import--.nt ~ 10:lns ec low r t"s vf int"rost. Ill) W lS n.bl ... to Gnd 
c!.- rt r.Jd comp:my ruL .. in dig ria. ('Jhioh n.s o.n oxponvnt 0f tho ' Imp rh.l 
factor' L(; I. '1 lViaye prol"ssvu to ,.lio1ik,,) Iln,l (tssUJnO iroct rosponsi-
bi Ii ty by tho C rOVin for tl.t;) Vlho10 .:;f th.ifJ v'\st torri t~1ry. In tr is way 
1,.., g::J.V(; eubat~nc(J to thu nuticm of an Jndurine; oolonial ",mpir in Afrio~~ 
o.n1i by 1o.ying tl.1,. becis pf (t Pol opor col<.>ni:-.l survioo 11", m~ue progress 
tOVllJ.rilr> tl", tim..., ','Ibm \ft;!' S".li3r~ry ' o lleJF1.th th,) privll.tu Foroign Offiol) 
(;rnpiro in ~uat I.f1'ioo. o.n,l NY·'1snl'ln,l would cum" undor C-01vni0.1 Offia'" ·rulij. 

Thuru 0 Jul'l be no going b ok to thu pro-Chnmborl"in out1 'k n ' pir 
ovon th'JUgJ ".ft'Jr·1905 t 1,J Britir,j 11 lblio. t(l~(lvl to turn b"ok it!' S,\Z 1 t 
ito own Ilorn ... etio ilr:>1Jlu'!'1 1.rl'l ~ Q ti u W'1.r-ol llu,ls b'\th ... ring in Eur ~. .:.t 
1.'l.fJt r..;,nC) eW':1 fj".Y inllir, t impuri'"\lior:1 Ln.d b,,,m rupl".o;') \ by ~ir t 1m ri 
jon 'dith li!Oit'J(~ ] hbillty. 



CONF:';R~NC';] ON 'l'lIJj SrrUDY AND T:J:ACHING OF HI STORY 

.31st August - 3rd Sopt ombor 1959, 

Lecture given by Dr ,T.O.Rang", r of the Dopa.rtment of History , 

TIf] SE\r.~T;]TI:NTH C;3NTUHY CONTROVERSY 

!t is of ton said of this or th.3.t distinguish0d histori an tha t 
he has made a pOliod his own ' - so Professor Trovor-Roper? for instance ~ 
begins his attack on Professor Tawney's interpretation of the social 
changes which took placo betwoen 1540 and 1640 by rocognising that 
this century 'may almost be defined j . thanks to his radica l ro-interpre­
tation of it, as "Tawney's c (mturylt ••• historians can no more think 
of it noW in pre-Tffivnoy t e rms than sociologists can think of society 
in pre-Marxist terms'. I somotimes wonder? however, whother it would 
not bo more true in many caSElS to say that a certain period or contro­
versy had made this or that historian its own. Cortainly thore are 
no more ombattled historians than those now engaged in th'3 furious 
controversy over what they variously call the Civil War'~ the Gr(nt 
Rebellion and the English Revolution . Trenchant and partisan pamphlets 
have scarcely appeared so plentifully since the 1640s and 1650s themselves 
- for like the great revolutionary debate of those decados this is a 
pamphlet war. The very titles ring with tho spirit of seventeenth 
c 6ntury controversy - Mr Lawrence Stone's 'An Anatomy of the Elizabethan 
Aristocracy' answered by Professor Trevor-Ropor's 'Tho 21izabothan 
Aristocracy? an Anatomy Anatomised'. Indeed the historiography of 
the Great Rebellion has undergone a develo~ent similar to its own 
progressions. We have moved from the days of Gardine r and Firth and 
Trevelyan - from the days of urbane dispute ?· of limited aristocra tic 
warfare 9 in which ferooi ty vvas only shown to some intruding J esui t -
into the days of Tavmey and Rill and Trevor Rop er - the days of clashing 
ideologies and falling heads • 

• Nothing? it is said? is more ridiculous to sonsibl o men t han 
the warfare of scholars but this at lea st must bc said in justification 
of our militant historians of t ho early sevent eenth century. If it 
is worth while to dispute about the past at all then it is supremely 
worth while to debate the origins and consequences of the Great Rebellion. 
Its historians are not engaged in a debate which is of t echnical j pro­
fessional interest but which is unintelligible to the lay reader - like 
the hi.storians 9 say, of mediaeval household administration ; nor are 
they engaged in a debat e which is not particularly significant or 
interesting in itself but which revee.ls differences ' and weakneSSJS of 
historical method - like the debate on the policy and significance of 
Goorge III ) nor are thoy engaged in a debate '.'l1hich appears to have no 
interest or significance at all. They arc examining if not the most 
signific~nt event in English history t hen one of the most significant 
events. Whatever else they differ on thoy h20ve at le .s_st in com..rnona 
senso of th"l.t importance. ' We have escaped at last from ' t he comfortable 
myth that the Ci-vil war \'\Tas t ypically :J]nglish in its common sense? its 
moder~:d;ion and so on - a War which seemed scarcely an i nt erruption in 
the ordGrly progress to thE) dovelopment of p9.rli2,mcntary institutions. 

M:any of the text books still take this sort of line - in them? as 
Christopher Hill wrote in 19409 'the bloodshed qnd the violGnce which 
accompanied the revolution aro slurred over as r egrottable incidents 
when Englishmen for once descBnded to the wicked continental practice 
of fighting one another about politics. But this was only because mis­

t'J.k:::f' v;~rJ made? opportuni tios for British compromis0 were miss ed ; what 
a good thing? the books imply? that we are so much wiser and more 
sensible today'. Modern historians cannot easily feel such confidonce 
in our superior wisdom and good sense, modern historians are interested 
in revolutions and used to them. So they ~ave S80n with fresh eyes 
the revolutionary nature of what used to be called the Civil Hal'. 
They havo noted that contumporaiy Europe did not regard the war or its 
aftermath as moderate or merciful - ovenfue Europo of the Thirty Year's 
War recoiled. in horror at tho solemn execution of a king and the 
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wholUSl'llv dODtruotion of no uut 1,blifJhod ordor. Thoy havo road ag'1in 
tho 1i tor:lturu of th\l rovolutionary 10ft and hCJard 1 tB dom.qncia ocho 
through tho cunturion to tho pruaunt. lncronoingly, th0raforo, they 
havo oomo to soo tho poriod ~u onCJ of rvvolution and ao~n thut to it 
call bo appliod thu so-c':1.1lod lo.ws of rovolution - th", progrvseion from 
!:\ fa.lling out nmong tho ruling olasooCl through th" demands of tho 
middling mun, through tho 'turror' to tho stabilisation of tho graut 
man. Tho :i:ngliGb Rovolution 1 GO Christophor Hill c!).lls it 7 "lnd 
Russian historians data from it the b0ginning of thtlt mod.,rn world 
whos.:l COurso is markod by ruvolutions - the Amorictln? tho FrCJnch, t}H:~ 

Russi:m. Increasingly th0 :;nglish Rovolution - or tho Groat Re:bellion, 
sit is cnllod by tho historians of whom I am ono vlho prof0rs to us/) 

tho cont "tnpornry torminology in ordur to presorve something of the 
contompor,ry attitudus - is coming to bo SGen as of equ"ll significance 
to th so othor sron.t upho~vals. Th~ debato on its origins is, 
th0reforu, no trivi"l or irr,: lcvant one even if that debate sometimes 
takes us througb appnruntly todious and unimportant dot8.ils. 

I s~id abovo that thu w.rring historiann of the Groat Rebellion 
W0re in '1 historiet"raphic.'ll poriod which corre;spond.3d to the bit tor 
ideologic:l.l disputus which followed tho end of what is known :LS the 
First Oi vil War. There i .s a.nother analogy which it is il1uminating 
to ctr::l.\7. Tho disputos in tho ycarE: which immoiiat..;ly prvcodod ~nd 
fol1owod tho execution of Charlos I wore disput0s b:.:twecn mon who hnd 
fought on the s.:une sidu and ,·,ho hold 3. numbGr of common assumptions. 
It is, indeod; of ton tho C:lS~l that disputes arc more, bittor bet'i:ecn 
thOSE) who sharo a good dun 1 of common ground than bot_ioon thoso who 
havo little or nothing in oommon. So it ,,·{\S with th9 LovolLns j the 
Millennrinns) the Indopcnd~nts, tho Pr~sbytorians: so it u.s ~ith thE) 
Anarchists, l;yndico.lists Sl.nd ~!nrxists be foro the 1914-18 \-7~r: so it 
is \"it" tho Stalinists, the Trotskyi tos and. the Titoists today. And 
so it is with the cont~sting histori~ns of th0 Groat ncbellion. All 
of them sharo an importa.nt sot of common assumptions) all of them howe 
fought against a common vnemy. Bofore we cnn understaPd the disputes 
which divido thorn we must undorst.nd these common assumptions. 

'Tho object of this ossny', wroto Christopr.er Hil1 in 1940} 
'is to suggust ••• that tho gnglish Rovolution of 1640-60 was a 
greed social movom..:nt like tho Frunch Revolution of 1789'. This 
o~press~s cloarly nbat n.ll th~ contesting historians beliove - that 
tho Gruat Rebellion can only b~ undorstood as tho oxpression of social 
and oconomic forcus. 'Ul timatoly' ,r/ri tus Professor Trovor Roper, ""ho 
is, as ',W shal1 soo, tho groat adversary of Mr Hill and ~rofessor 
Tawney, 'Ultimately social prOC0SS0S mmifest themselves in poli tiC3.l 
effects. Tho Great Robellion in tho centrJ.l ,-'vont of th>3 sav-:;ntoonth 
century in England, and any inturpretation of English socioty which 
leaves unexplained that grunt convulsion is obviously uns~tisfying'. 
Professor Trevor Roper accuses Professor Tawne;"i of failing to provide 
s'.lch an explanation in his nccount of the most significant ccon:lmic 
and social dc:.volopm(3nts botwo.;;n 1540 and 1640. Professor Ta.\'.'noy docs 
not, of cours0, reply that an analyois of those dov310pmi-nts need not 
'e:zpl:'.in' tho Gro~t Robollion - for he bolievGs in th0 noc0ss:'.ry int0r­
r(Jlation as firmly as Professor Trovor-Ropor - he mur~ly rJplios that 
to his 0.10 mind thu soci~l and oconomic devclopmonts b0 hac! doscri b d 
do account for tllO Robollion and tho onos which Prof0ssor Trovor-Roper 
describes do not. 

'Tho orthodox attitude to th~ Dovontoonth cuntury revolution is 
misleading', writes Mr Hill, 'bocnusu it does not try to ponetrate 
bulow tho surfacQ, b(;causo it takos tho actors in tho rovolution at 
their fa.co valuo ~nd assumOD th'lt tho bost way to find out what people 
wor0 fighting about is to c~nsidor what tho Ivadors said they were 
fighting about'. . And although both Prof'·'sor Tavmoy and Profossor 
Trovor-Rop0r ondoavour to show that somo sharp-sightod contomporarios 
ronli::wd tho eignific'1nco of sooial ohango, both rodly approaoh tha 
problom in liIr Hill ' fJ spirit. This is partioull'l.rly notio(j!~ble with 
rvgard to thu problum of roligion. Nono of tho controv~rsialists 
tako norlously thu i<1ol.l, that roligion was Il fundamontal issuo in tho 
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Or nt Rub~llion - n t I1ny r! tu not rul t l{lon j n:lny o th r) 1" fm '~., t h(I,J1 
tho l1nv niont th~10 10g1 oal 010 thing o f voon(Jmi 0 o,t'lrl Flool nJ (~ ~ pi r-r.l, tI 1 CJYJl'J. 

'Th f t,ot th~t llIun poku I\nd wroto in (l, ruli giouu l r.l.n t;tll.l.gv r,hrm Jd n f) ~ 
pr v nt us from ru l1 lioin~ that thor o 10 (;l. sooj nl oont vnt boMnrl '11h:d, 
l).%'O npparol'lt ly puroly thooloeioal iduaB' ~ writ oo Mr Ifi ll ~ ' ~I 'ljGh ol :.r.HJ 
or ~t d nnd nttemptud to imposo tho religious outlook boot Gui t od t o 
its own nO..lds a.nd intor13sts .; bohind tho parson stood th o 0 '1Ui J'0 ' . 
Mr Hill is a Ma.rxist and Professor Tawnoy 0, noo- 11ar xi st . Ono mi ght 
oxpoot their ohief o,dvorsary to o,ttack this sort of assumption . But 
Profossor Trvvor-Ropor h.:1S~ if anything, a moro mochanistic approaoh 
to religious belief than Mr Hill as anyone can soo who ce,r UB t o r oad 
tho introductory cha.pter to his biography of ~rc1bishop Laud. Indeod 
so resoluto is ho in his dismissa l of the religious f ooling t hat I 
havo h0ard Marxist historians ploading in discussion VIi th b.im for th0 
postulate that more attention should be paid to religion a s a factor 
in . 17th contury history! 

And so~ a s ?rofessor }Toxter complains in his summary of the 
controversy in 3ncounter? May 1958 j tho controversialists both dismiss 
'conflicts over Parlia~8ntary privilege? royal prGrogative; judicial 
indepondenc J ~ arbitrary arrest, power of taxation and tho rule of law 
in England' and count as of no significanco tho fact that the Rebellion 
was 'triggered by a religious upheaval in Scotland and •• L-wail ••• 
travorsed by the complox linGs of fission that separated Anglican from 
Puri tc.n' • Both find ~ in Raxter's ratter clumsy phre.sQ 'tho source 
of human action in tho oircumrunbient economic configuration'. It is 
in t Lis context that tho controversy must bo examined. 

Tho idea that English history can be interpretod through concepts 
of economic 3.nd social change is not~ of courso? a now one. Nor has 
it been confined in English historiography to t he Marxist or neo­
Marxist historian . The gr0at Victorian and early twentieth century 
historians wore groat onos for the RisCl of tho Middle Cl[16S. Professor 
Postan in a brilliant essay dcscri bos how 'tho mid.dle class formula has 
been used to bridgo g:c,ps in historical knowledge. The ~ecipe has boen 
to CTodi t the rising middle class with almost ovory revolutionary event 
of E-llI'opean cultur~ to which a more specif.ic cause has not yot beon 
assigned. If towns grow in tho elevonth and tvwlfth conturies ~ this 
was duo to the riso of the middle classes: if lay culturo and religious 
dissont flourishod in the lato t welfth and the early thirt0enth con­
turies this was also due to the rise of the middlo class. So, if we 
are to beliove some writers, was the consolidation of tho national 
monarcbies in £ngland and Franco. in the later Middle Ages? the dissolu­
tion of feu~al power in the fifteenth century~ the RoformRtion j tho 
Tudor despotism? the Elizabethan renaissancG~ the scientific develop­
ment of the seventeenth contury~ tho Puritan rGvolution~ tho economic 
liberalism and the sentimental noval of tho oighteenth century. In 
fact the martyrdom of Pol <" nd and the Russian rGvolution arc very noarly 
the only historica l phenom~ma which nobody has yet seen fit to lay at 
tho door of the newly born bou::ogooisio.' But as a matt~r of fact~ 
although Professor Postan includes 'tho Puritan revolution' in his 
list? tho concept of the Rise of tho ~hddle Class wa,s not appli Gd to 
the Civil W"ir iy 'tho great ninoteenth and early t ".'entioth century 
historians of tho poriod - prosumably becauso 'more specific causes' 
had beon and wore being assignod. It was aft ar the 1914-18 war that 
first writers of history and then historians bogan to exp~riment with 
looking at the early seventeonth century through the sp~ctacles of 
class-conflict. 

One of tho explanations thus produced was the Marxist - whicl1 
wo ~~ll have occasion to look at more closely in a moment. Another 
was what Christophor Rill calls the 'Tory' intorpretation to distin­
guish it from the provalent 'Whig' interpretation. This 'Tory' 
interpretation - which with its mixturo· of authoritarianism and concern 
for tho small man might b8 doscribGd as a. 'National Socialist' inter­
pretation - was boing much canvassed in the intor-war years by writors 
'whose political prejudices royalist or Catholic sympathies and bias 
against liberalism in general' to quote I~ Hill's unsparing but 
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accurato account1 made 'up for their lack of historical understanding. 
Their idea is that Charlos I and his advisors were really trying to 
protect ordinary pe_ple from economic exploitation by a small class of 
capi t a lists on the make and that the opposition '.'lhich faced Charles was 
organised and worked up to serve their own pur:90ses by the businessmen. 
Though superficially occupying much of the same ground t~is approach 
was really standing Marxism on its head 9 and Christopher Rill's pamphlet~ 
THD 3NGLISR R-310LU'l'ION wi th which I want to begin my account of the 
current controversy was as much concerned to deal with the 'Tory' version 
as with tho long established Whig interpretation of the Revolution as 
a contest for libertY9 religion and parliamontary governmont. 

To Rill? as we have alread_y soon 9 'the English Revolution of 1640-
60 was a groat social movement like the Frenoh Revolution of 1789. The 
state power protecting an old order that was essentially feudal was 
violently ovorthrown 9 power passed into the hands of a nm" class 9 and 
so the freer dovolopment of capitalism was made possible. The Civil 
\!far was a class war in which the despotism of Charles I .. vas defended 
by the r eactionary forces of tho established church and conservative 
landlords. Parliament beat the king bocause it could ap)G:l.l to the 
enthusiastic support of the trading and industrial classes in town and 
countryside ? to the yeoman and progressive gentrY9 and to widor masses 
of the population v:henever they were able by free discus-
sion to undorstand what the struggle was rea~ly about' . The most 
notice~ble thing about Hill's essay is that it is concerned with nloral 
values to an extraordinary degree. It is really about what one should 
retrospectively support. Hill is concerned to show that the revolution 
was a class one not a national ono and to sho'.'! up the Whig historians 
for pretending that tthe interest of the bourgeoisie are identical with 
those of the nation 9 a legand obviously convenient for our own day 
though so much less tru3 now than in the seventeenth century'. But 
he is evon marc concerned to show that tho bourgeois revolution was in 
its own time ' progressive' • 'The Tories' 5 he says 9 'stress the olass 
nature of the rovolution in an attempt to dony its progressiveness and 
value in its own time? to whitewash feudalism and to suggost that 
revolutions nover benefit more than a narrow clique'. This ? he says, 
is nonsense. The co~rt stood not for the people \ut for 'aristocratic 
commeroial racketeers and their hangers-on sucking the life blood from 
the whole people by mGthods of economic exploit ation, •• , The middle 
class struggle to shake off the control of this group was not meroly 
selfish : it fulfilled a progressive historioal function •• , it was 
necessary for the further developmont of capitalism that this choking 
parasitism should be ended by tho overthrow of the feudal state. It 
was to tho advantage of tho masses of the population that~ capitalism 
should be allowed to develop fre ely'. 

This idea of Hill's is one of powerful attraction bGcause it 
allows belief in the supremo, importanoe of oconomic developments -
which is the dominating beliof of most historians - to underprop rather 
than to overthrow some of the older ideas -' such as that the trimYlph of 
parliament in the civil war Vlas a 'good thing'. In fact Hill admits 
some of the oldor a rguments for tho excellenoe of that triumph - such 
as the fact that parliament's victory 'was important ~s establishing a 
certain amount of solf governmont' - and adds to them the oxcellenoe 
that comas from being in tuno with the inevitable progress of history. 
It was certainly much more attractive to a shaken ;iifhig in 1940 - and 
most W11ig historians were shakon by then - than the Tory on National 
Socialist thoory. 

The 'National Socialist' theory was discredited by the war; the 
Whig certaintios also became more difficult to hold. An interpreta­
tion like Mr ~ill's stood, thoreforG 9 an excellont chanco of achieving 
canonical status. But there '.'Tas one difficulty. Mr. Hill's thesis 
seemed to giv~ too'much importance to the ur~an classes, to the merchants 
and tho industrialists. And as Mr Rexter writes, 'from the beginning 
of that r ovolution to the end the men with the deoisive power were landed 
folk not city folk, not bourgeoisie in the inconvenient etymological 
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meaning of the term'. How does one get around this dilclTIffi?? Hill 
himself indicated ~ne solution when he included his 'progressive gantry' 
among the coalition which def89.ted Charles I and when he devoted a good 
deal of his description of the Economic background to the emergence of 
what he calls 'rural capitalism'. Here? as we shall see? lay the 
answer. But Rill's account of the rural capitalist was rather confusing 
- one could never tell from one section to the next on which side the 
landowtling gentleman was going to · crop up - and he had? in any case? 
put 'trading and industrial classes in the town and countryside' before 
the 'progressive gentry' in his list of thc opposition. 

It .was Professor Tawney's achievemont to produce the solution 
and to produce it in an extremely convincing way. Professor Tawney 
h<;l.d been working in the field of 16th oentury economic history since 
before the first world war and had produced some exceedingly distinguished 
resul ts - among them his famous 'l'IrJ AGR.:\RIAN PR:::r'3L-Jj)il IN TH:j SIX'l'E'::'11TR 
C~T~RY. In this he describod tho fate of the 3nglish peasantry as 
tho result of ohanges in tho organisation of agriculture. In 19l2~ 
when this book was published; Professor Tawney's attitude to these 
changos was rather diff0rent from Mr Hill's attitude in 1940. 'Some­
times it seems'? comments Professor Trevor Roper? 'that he has been 
misled by emotion? by a genorous but uncritioal sentimentality towards 
the English peasantry and a corresponding hatred of the ~nglish gentry 
who (he supposes) rose by their ruin ; "that blind? selfish? indomitable 
aristooracy of county families" as be once called them "which made the 
British Empire and ruined a considerable proportion of tho British 
nation". This would never do for Mr Hill who had some h:.::,rd words to 
say about those 'who lookod back regretfully to the stability and 
relative security of the peasantry in the W~ddle Ages'. Such senti­
mentalists were? according to Mr Hill, 'Quite unrealistic and in effect 
reaotionary. Their role vias the same as tbatof many liborals at the 
present day who think how nice it would be if capitalism could still 
work in the 'libera1.' ninet.aenth century way without having to rosort 
Qui te so froQuently to fascism and war. But fine 'Nords alter no 
historical processe~'. By 19419 when Professor Tawney's article 
THE RIS'S OF T~ G3NTRY was published in the Economic History Review he 
had come to terms with historical prooesses. The gentry were? as 
Rexter puts it, 're-characterised'. 'Those who recall'; writes Rexter? 
'the magnifioent and ambivalent sketcb that Marx draws of bis hero­
vil1aisn~ thG bourgeoisie~ in tho Communist Manifesto] will hardly fail 
to recognise the lineaments of his old aCQuaintances in TannGY's des­
oription of ;'thE; agricultural capitalists • • who vwre making thG pace 
and to whom the future belonged:!? the rising gentry r ovolutionising the 
rolations of produotion in the oountry side in their ruthloss single­
minded drive to appropriate the surplus value of ~ngland's largest 
industry' • 

Hextor's Quotation indicates tho natur8 of Professor Tawney's 
solution. For 'bourgeoisie I Profes'sor Tawney read 'gentry'. 'To 
speak of the transition from a foudal to a bourgeois society '1 wrote 
Professor Tawney? 'is to decline upon a cliche. But a prooess 
difficult to Gpitomiso in l08s hacIr.neyed terms has left deep marks on 
tt8 social systoms of most parts of Europe. V/hat a contomporary 
descri bod as tho conversion of "a g0ntI"J ad.dictod to war" into "good 
husbands" who "knew as woll how to improve thGir lands to the uttermost 
as the farmer or country:nan" may reasonably bo rogarded as an insular 
species of the same genus'. E:exter COEl!llents on this~ 'The ::TInglish 
gentry must be transfigurod into the bourgeoisie ' to maintain the view 
that the rise of tho bourgooisie is the indispensable framowork for 
almost a millenium of history. This necossity becomes tho more 
pressing if one is co~~~tted to the belief tha t socially the Revolution 
was a bourgeois revolution'. So instead of the apPl.icElti on of the idea 
of the Riso of the Middle Class Profossor T£:.wney appli8d the ooncept 
of the Rise of the Gentry. 

The solution was brilliantly sucoessful. All obstaole s to the 
accoptanco of tho thesis in Mr Hill's form fell away. 'All historians 
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who havo sinco studiud that p~riod aru inovitably if unconsciously 
aff0ct.:ld by his r()-" l1tol'pruta tion ' I wri too Profossor Trevor-Roper who I 

as wo havo S0(3n, dGscribos tho yoo,rs botwvon 1540 and 1640 as 'Tawney's 
contury I. 'It is now something of a commonplacG'? wroto Mr. La:NrOnC(; 
Stan" in 1948 ? 'tho. t the collapse of tho ancion rogime in 1640 was an 
0VGnt that must bo related to a shift in the social balanco, tho 
transfor of a sootion of tho nntionnl incomo away from tho crown, somo 
of tho peorago and tho opiscopacy to thG middlo class of gontrY9 
officials~ and lawyers that took place in tho proceding contury'. 
Profossor Haxter? who disagroos with TnwnGY's thGsis? commonts ruefully 
that 'it does indoed S00m that tho hypothesis is on thG vorgo of 
enshrinomont in tho pantheon of historical commonplaces'. Yet? of 
courso, Professor Tawnay could not havG bOGn so successful just by a 
brilliant conjuring trick - hoy prosto' thG gentry aro transformed 
into tho bourg<:Joisie ., Two things at loast arG nG8ded to account for 
tho popularity of his thesis - one tho fooling that it is not ridicu­
lous to describo the gantry as a capitalist middle class~ the other 
that it c~n be shown with apparent truth that tho gentry wore incrGasing 
in wealth and influcnco at the expense of the crown and the nobility. 

Professor Tawnoy' s articlo endeavours to show - and many v:e1.l1d 
say SUCCElods in showing - thc.t the gantry did so increasG tl'Gir power 
and wealth. It does not bother to demonstrate that they wore a class 
in the Marxist sense with a class intorest distinct from that of the 
aristocracy and from that of tho 'lower classes' but rather relies on 
the justifi3~le assumption that the r0~dcr is conditionod to think in 
class t"rms . Professor Tawnoy moroly doscribes tho gentry . 'Tr.8 core 
consistod', ho wri tos? 'of landod proprietors 7 above tho yeomanry and 
below the poerage, togeth0r with a growing body of Vicll-to-do farmers, 
sometimes tenants of theirUrelativGs who had succeedod tho p3asants of 
the past as lossoes of demesne farms , profossional men, also rapidly 
increasing in ntlIDbor 7 such as tho more eminent 1~'.7yGrs j divines and an 
occasional modic~l practitionerj and tho wealthiDr merchants wh0 1 if 
not~ as m?ny of them wor3 f thomsolvos sons of landed families? had 
received a similar oduc ~tion, movod in tho sa~8 circles and in Sngland? 
unliko France, were commonly recognisod to be socially indistinguishable 
frem thorn'. (We may nato in passing that this differs Eignific~ntly 
from Hill's account of the progressive gentry whom he included among 
th~ victorious bourgeoisie . According to Hill the 'now kind of farmer 
••• the capitalist farmer •• might be a pirate or a slave trader, 
a r c spoctable city morchant who had done well in currants or a country 
clothing capitalist'. Hill's account thus giv~s primacy to commerce 
and industry - his progrossive gentry being merchants or ~ndustrialists 
turning to the land. T~wnoy's account, however, significantly gives 
primacy to tho land itself, his 'woalthior merchants' finding their 
way into the ranks of tho agonts of historical destiny becauso they 
were oithor sons of landed families or sharod their attitudes.) 
Tawney, then describod the 'gontry' merely and was careful to say that 
the'elasticity of a class recruitod from bGlow' was 'not favourable to 
preciso classifications'. It was loft to tho 0nthusiastic disciple 
Mr Stone to actually statG that tho g~ntry woro a class with clearly 
dofinod class interests. 'Tho gentry', he writos, w9re 'a new class 
whose political aspirations~nd whoso viows on foroign} rGiigious and 
social policy difforod fundamuntally from thoso of tho aristocracy'. 
If this is truo? and although boforo Mr Stono no-one actually said it 
no mora did anyonu disputo it, thon the gontry class is clvarly a 
middle class since it has abov0 it another class, the 'homogonous j closod, 
self-contained casto' of tho nobility and bulow it a variety of property­
less classes. 

If Tawnoy does not bothor to show that tho g"mtry vwro a class 
hG doo8 show in what way they can be called oapi talist" Hill had 
written of tho transition from foudalism to c.;1pitalism in theso terms: 
'Both in tho Middle Agos and in tho 17th contury the first importanoo 
of an estato was that it suppliud n landowner (through his control 
ovor thc labour of othors) with tho moans of livelihood. But over 
and above this? tho largo ostatos had in tho Middle Agos maintainod 
with thoir surplus agricultural produco a body of rotainurs who would 
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on occa.sion a.ct as soldiors and so were the basis of pOV'10r of the 
feudal lords. Now 7 vri th tbe -d0velopment of the capitalist mode of 
production within t: 0 structur3 of feudalism? many lando~vner6 began 
either to market that portion of tte produce of their -estates wtich 
was not consumed by their families or to lease their lands to a farmer 
who could produce for tho market. So landowners came to rogard thGir 
estates in a new light~ as a source of money profit7 of profits that 
wero elastic and could be increased'. This is tho process Tawney 
shows - the capitalisation of- land in that land was being used for 
producing cOIl'-'llodities to sell for cash~ in that capital was being used 
to develop the land in order to more efficiently produco such commo~ 
ditics, - in that land was being bought by morchant capitalists as a 
safe investmont for their profits because it could be usod in this 
'capitalist' way, and conversely in that landowners wore investing 
profits Irom thoir land in industrial and commercial enterprises. 
Tavrney shoWS t~egentry turning to these various capitalist alternatives. 
'Soveral types emerge •• ThClro is the gentleman farmer 7 loasing land? 
till he makes mon6y~ without owning it9 and not infrequently - sinco 
the thing is his profossion - running several farms at onco. There is 
tho man 'i,ho works his •• lown/ . . land as a commereial undertaking -
a John Toko in Kent buying Welsh and Scottish runts to finish on Romnoy 
Marsh for tho London markot~ a Robert Loder in Berks~ire9 all pioty 
and profitsi a Sir Thomas TrGsham in Northamptonshire solli:lg overy thing? 
from rabbits supplied on a contract to a poultorer in Grno cchurch Stroot 
to wool to th0 valuo of £,1900-0 a yoar 0 •• i a Sir John Wynn in North 
Wales 7 cuttle brGod<:1r 9 tribulchioftan, land-grabbar~ scholar and 
prospGctor for minorals unknown to scionce 9 •••• Thero are families 
like tho Pelhams and tho Twysd::ms 9 -living mainly on rents, but doing 
on tho side a useful trado in grain~ hops, ',-:001 and iron in local 
markets and in London. Each type has idio~crasios but none is in 
land for its health. All W'1tC!l markets closely; buy and soll in 
bulk, compare the costs and yiolds of different crops , oharge the 
rent, when the custom allows, that a farm will stand5 kOGp careful 
accounts. Mr. Fussell's description of one of them - 'b-:>fora all 
things a business man' - is true of all' • 

• now W0 must noto that all these examplos ar8 examples not of men 
from tho towns bringing ne~ idoas into the conservative countrysido but 
examples of men whoso families were rural adapting thGms elves to new 
circumstances. 'Tho enterprising country gentluman' 9 the 'owners of 
emaIl and modium sizo estates' were primarily rosponsiblo for this 
capitalisation of agriculture; evon although 1 as Professor Tawney shows 9 

professional ~en and morctants from the towns l oarning that 'properly 
handled, land could be made to yield' hastened to invest in land. Tho 
initiativo is with the gentry oven although, P?'ofessor Tawney says, 
(~uietly completing his conjuring trick) there camo to be little 
difforonco botween them and thG urban bourgooisio. 'The landownor 
living on tho profits and rGnts of commorcial farming and tho merchant 
or bankor who was also a landown0r represented not two cl~sses .but one. 
Patrician -and parvenu both owod their ascont to causes of -the same 
order. Judged by tho source of thGir ' incomos both wer..:: oqually 
bourgoois'. 

• 
So lnuch for Ta1.'rney' s dGmonstration that tho gentry wore capi ta-

lists. Vfuat of tho socond half of the equation - that this capitalist 
class increasod in woalth and pOYler at the expGnso of tho crown and 
nobility? Now 7 of course , it will already be plain that tho very 
transition to capitalist agriculture will bring an incroas0 in wealth 
ospocially in a situation doscribod by Professor T~r,noy in these terms~ 
'Not only wora prices rising, but, with tho process of int~rnal unifi­
cation, tho dovelopment of spocial~s0d semi-industrial aroas~ and the 
growth of urbnn markets, demand ~as spreading" ' But it will not 
nec3ssnrily bring an increase in power unless ttat inc~oaso in we~lth 
is not only absolute but also rolativJ to thb position of other groups. 
If tho landowning cl~ss as a wholo - king~ nobles? gentry - were able 
to exploit thv new situation, would thero not 00 an increase in the 
~oaltb of landowners as a whole vis a vis their tonants rather than a 
shift in th~ balanc~ of power within thG r~~s of landownors thomsolv~s? 
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Tho answor is thnt thore would, and that in ordor for Professor Tawne;,y 
to maintain that tho gentry 'roso' in rolation to tho nobility and the 
orown ho must also maintain that only the gontry or the gentry in a 
uniquu dugroo woro I1blo to oxploit tho now capitalist agriculture, 
This is procisoly what ho does maintain. 

As Profossor Trevor Roper commonts this is in many w~ys an odd 
thesis . 'Ip gcmorR.l, historical analogy would load us to oxpoct an 
opposi to rosul t 'j wri tos Professor Trovor-Roper, 'Who survi vod bett(Jr 
tho economic crisis of tho Roman Empiro? the groat magnat0s or tho 
small landowpers? Who woatherod tho crises of tho fourt(;onth ccmtury 
bettor, th;) greFLt landlords or the gentlY? Whose economic situl3.tion 
proved stronger in sixtoonth contury Spain - which was perhaps not so 
difforont as is vulgarly supposod from sixtGonth contury ,Lngland - the 
nobles or tho hid~lgos? Who withstood the oconomic~isis of tho late 
ninoteonth qontury in England more successfully - the peors or the 
gantry? Who in our own day can better cope with rising prices and 
falling incomes, tho groat landlord who can solI half his estato to 
adl3.pt tho othor half or tho small landlord whose property is not so 
happily divisiblo?' (I should add hero for thoso whoso ability to 
answor those rhotorical questions is as limitod as my own that I am 
informed by experts that in oach case tho larger landownor is the right 
anSWGr. ) 

B0fore explaining how Prof0ssor Tawney justifies this apparent 
paradox I must pauso to romark on one noticeable foature of the examples 
cit~d by Profossor Tr0vor Roper. They are all examples not of rural 
opportunity but of rural crisis. p~d here we come to one of the 
most important aspects of tho 16th century scene as it appears both to 
Professor T'1.wrlGY and to PrQfessor Trovor-Roper - an aspect which I have 
not yet stressed but which is fundamental to Tawney's thesis. The 
16th century was a period of rural crisis. The reason for this was 
the gre3.t Prico Rise? what Profossor Tawnuy calles 'the crisis of 
depraciation'. Hore is Professor Tawney on the effect of the threefold 
incraase in prices during tho 16th century. 'Tho ability of nFLture 
to cause confusion with her silvor is gr€atly infG~iorJ wo now know, 
to that of human art, and in vicw of tho dimensions of the movement 
tho lamentations provoked by it seem today overdone. But in judging 
the effects of this most unrevclutionary of monet~ry revolutions three 
truisms must be remembered. It broke on a world which had knovm 
within living memory something like a curruncy famine. Th8 society 
which experienced it was crossod by lines of petrification; which make 
modern rigidities seom olastic. Except for brief intervnls the move­
mGnt was continuous, on the Continent for some throe geno~ations~ in 
England for nearly four. Tho wave of rising prices struck the dyke 
of customary obligations~ static burdens, customary duosg rGboundedg 
struck againg and then either broko it or carved new channels which 
turned its flank. More than one country known a dreadful interlude 
whon anarchy was not romote. In most it was discovered? when the 
worst was over? that the land system which camo out of the orisis was 
not that which had gone into it.' 

We know alruady the nature of tho agrioultural rovolution so 
produced in England - tho emergency of agrioultural capitalism. Here­
in the Price Revolution - Tawney has the oonvincing stimulus whioh 
explains how it was that tho rural middle class whioh had grown up 
within the old order should havo become pionoers of the now. In ear]ier 
cruder? Marxist interprotations the transformation had beon wrought by 
the urban bourgoois~ liko a dGUS ox machina? turning their oapitalist 
techniques to tho land. With Tawney it becomes a question of 
'Challenge and Responso' - the threat presented by a risa in prices to 
landlords dependent on fixod rentals producing first ':1. dosporate 
turning to the various 'capitalist' mothods described abovo and then 
a stElady oxploi tation of thorn oncc they had pl'ovod profitable. 

But tho Prico Riso does moro in Tawney's thesis than provido a 
convincing stimulus. It also provides an explanation for the sharply 
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d1ttoring fortunos of thG various class0s which T~Nnuy's ar~~nt 
postulates. If one could find the capitnlist answer to tho crisis 
than one was much t~ttor off th~ b~fore. If on~ could not then one 
was much worso off. 

'Now, as we have se~n~ it was the 'enterprising country gentry', 
'the owners of small and ~edium sized estat8s' who found the answer. 
The great landovmers ~ says Tawney, on the whole did not. Vlhy was 
this? It was partly a question of attitudes. The graat noble was 
the heir of a whole set of feudal assumptions - tbe neod for proper 
display, increasing rather than decreasing in an age of n&W luxuries, 
the demands of patronage: a cons~rvatism in matters of land ~anagement 
arising out of a foudal concept of the correct rGlation of landlord and 
tenant. All these assumptions made it difficult for tho great~ ~risto­
cratic landow~er to adjust himsolf to tho new ago. Again? the very 
nature of his wealth was ag~inst him . 'It was locked up in frozen 
assets -••• the whole structure and organisation of their estates was 
often of a kind whichy once: a pillar of the social system, was now 
obsolescent. Side by side with more lucrativG possessions, their 
propcrtiGs includod majestic but unremunerative franchises • • • a 
multitude of knight's fees, all honour and no profit~ freoholds created 
in an ago \7hen falling, not rising ~ prices had been the gr'3at landowner's 
problem and fixed rents were an insurancej hundrods of pri0kly 
copyholdors' • To ca.rry through a c api tSl.list roconstruction Vias a 
formidable task for v'hich few aristQcr'lts wore fi ttbd. 

N0'l it W'3.S the gontry 'not tempted by large estat::os into tho 
somnolQnco of the rentiGr. loss loaded than most nob10 Inndowners with 
heavy ovorhe~d chargos in thu shape of gro~t est~blishm0nts' - ~on who 
in short 'owned their proporty insto~d of b~ing owned by it', it was 
the gentry who succoedod in finding the capit~list ~nSWGr. And so the 
gentry rosa~ the aristocr3.cy - c.nd wi th it thu Crown VJhich had )10 

charioo of succossfully modernising its estates - foll~ Nobles in 
dcsper.3.te plights givo D. tr.'\gic ring to Profossor Tm";'noy's pages -
nobles in debt, nobles m~rrying city money. noblos angling 'with a· 
kind of amateurish ~ood' for the pickings of tho court. 

Haro, then, W3,S a docisive shift in aconomic and honco social 
~nd political powor. And its rolation to th~ Great Rebellion? Simply 
this -' thD.t in the Groat Robellion tl",.J n0W gontry cb.ss domn.nded and 
got the political power that its woalth justified. Tha old feudal 
a.ristocracy was swopt away; tho woaken;:;d Crown laft at tho Rostaration 
to facu the pew capitalist clD.ss. 

This was tho thesis presented by Professor TaITney in 1941 with a. 
soholarohip and wit which oxtr~cts cannot hope to adoqu~toly display. 
It was n brilliant restatoment of the Riso of the Bourgeoisio theory 
and anmmodiatoly attractivG one. Moroover it was backed by proof of 
two kinds; Ono Was a stroA.!ll of contor.J.porary cOr.:t.r:ll.mt on tho procGsses 
Ta.wn y dJscribed - comment so porsuasive that the enthusi~stic ~r.Stono 
in 1948 vm.s ablo to wri tt.: that 'all tho most acute and penctr".ting 
minds of tho lete 16th oentury and early 17th century vrGr') r.V/aro of the 
orucial import"1.rfc" of tho social transformation that was t c,king pl3.ce'. 
Tha second proof Was provided by statistical evidonce. Professor 
T~wnoy provides st~tistics for 2,547 manors in &} counties. A count 
shows that in 1560 noble families hold l3~ of the Iand:in 1640 they 
hold only 6%. In 1560 th~ gentry o~~ed !rds: in 1640 4/5t~s of the 
land. Anothor sot of statistics show that in 1560 men who held ten 
or moro of tho manors concernod - large landowners - held cs a group 
about t of tho lo.nd, and smnl1 l~ndowners o~ly 57%. By 1640 less 
than 1/6th belonged to largv landowners as defined above: 64% belonged 
to small landown:;rs. We seo clearly, tbon, an adv"nce of g;:mtry 
against nobility, of small landowner against large. 'If those statis-
tics will bear analYSiS', writvs Rexter, 'we may write ~.:.D. under 
Professor Tawney's ar~~ent'. 

And 80 for a long 'tao most· peoplEJ did. Then in 19/.;.8 :~. L~wrence 
Stone producod his article on the Elizabethan aristocracy. Mr Stone 
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was not critic~l of Tawney. Far from it. Ho accepted all Tawney's 
conclusions} made a few of them more explicit th~n thoy h~d been 
before 7 and attempvod to add a contribution of his own. 'In the 
bringing about of this social transformation'~ ho wrote, 'the decline 
of the aristocracy is perhaps equally as important as the risa of tho 
gentry' • So he examined the economic status of the aristocr.s.cy and 
found even more conclusively th~n Tavmey that they were in desperate 
financial plight. 

Mr Stone's article produced an altogether unexpected result. His 
little, polished pebble~ placed r~verontly on the cairn of tho master 
bro~ght the whole structure tumbling down. For his article provoked 
a devastating attack by Professor Trevor Roper. 'An erring colleague', 
Professor Tawney has since writt8n~ 'is not an Amalekite to be smitten 
hip and tl.igh'. This chari table viev' did not occur to Professor Trtlvor 
Roper. In wh~t Rexter calls '~ magnificent if terrifying work of 
destruction' he ar~ihilatGd Mr Stone's thesis. Mr. Stone was unlucky 
enough to have relied for many of his figures of noble indebtodness upon 
a set of merchant records which he h~d imperfectly undorstood with the 
result that he had doubled the amounts actually owod. Ho was thus 
relativoly easy game for Professor Trovor-Roper. Ris appetite whetted, 
however, Trovor Roper began to aim at a more difficult kill. Mr Stone's 
article answJring his attack was 1rushed a side in a footnote. 'My 
views', wrote Professor Trevor-Roper in footnote One of th0 first page 
of his pamphlet~ The Gentry 1540-1640, 'are not modified by!!r Stone's 
rejoind0r in which he anywr:..y seldom quotes me correctly'. So much 
for the disciple~ Professor 'l'r:;,vor Roper was after tho mc-ster. 

It was not surprising that Mr Stone's article should l~~d on to 
a re-examination of Tawney'p thosis. Those assertions wore a little 
too confident. Was it really tru~ that all the most acuto and ponetrat­
ing minds of the 16th and 17th conturies had seen the truth which 
Tawney had re-discovered? Or was there not here a dangor of a circular 
argument which awarded th0 laurels of penetration to those contemporaries 
acute enough to discern something like whC1.t Tawney discernod? Was it 
really true that the gentry were a class with soci'Cl~ oconomic and 
political interosts altogother distinct from tho nobility? Did the 
wealthy county gentleman really have more in common with tho morchant 
than with the peer? Ono might tak0 leave to doubt tho validity of 
the di vi sion when one noticed how arbitrary was Professor Tawnoy'.s I'l.nd 
Mr Stono's treatment of individual cases. 

Thus Professor Tawney, as wo have s03n, countod SirJhom~s Tresh~m 
as one of the new capitalist farmers: Mr , Stone counts his sons as 
members of a docaying 'feud~l' gentry. Professor Tawney exempts the 
Russells, earls of Bedford, from his stricture on conservative landlords~ 
writing of their 'gr'3.ndiose reconstruction of their estatosr~ to Mr 
Stone the young earl of Bedford was a follower of Essox because ho was 
a ruined poer: Mr Stone writos of the earl of Clare's grandfather who 
by excessive eating and drinking 'sent all his revenues down the privy 
house' as if this was a typic~lly aristocratic excess - yet the earl 
of Clare'S ancestor was plain HolIes, a rising gentl8man whose 
descendents were to become poors. If those illustrations W0ro so 
unreliable and vitiated by the confusion between gentry and aristocracy 
might not Professor Tawney's statistics also be vitiat0d by similar 
built in confusions? 

So Professor Trevor-Roper set himself to examino tho assertions 
and statistics. He found thatz 'the distinction betwoen aristocracy 
and gentry as if they were seps.r-3.te social classes is an arbitrary 
distinction ; and secondly, that even if such a distinction be allowed, 
the conclusion that 'the aristocracy' was being replaced by 'the gontr,y' 
in the manner suggested is not only unsuppor+~d by such ovidence as has 
been adducod but is positivuly ropugnant to it.' 

The importance of Professor Trevor-Roper's denial of the division 
of gentry and nobility into two distinct classes is obviously very great. 
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It rests upon two assumptions. The first is more implicit than 
explici t in the essay The GEm try 1540-1640 but it is r0I'111y the more 
fundamental of the cwo. It is the denial of tho validity of the 
modorn - and especially the M~rxist - concept of class as an instrument 
of interpretation for tho 16th and 17th centuries. The idea emerges 
from many of Trovor-Ropor's othor essays but I will Quote hero not from 
them but from a historian who has taken a generally individualist line 
in the controversy and adheres to neither camp9 Miss C.V.Wedgwood. In 
her admirable pamphlet - The Common Man in tho GrGat Civil War - Miss 
Wedgwood states clearly a viow which has· come to. be acceptod by most 
non Marxist · historians: 'The uso ·of modern terms'~ writes ~liss Wedg­
wood 9 'in describing tho socioty of another epoch can be misleading. 
It is convenient to use th0 word 'class' and hard for anyone born in 
.our century to do vi thout it ••• But 'class f in our sellSO is a 19th 
c-entury·word and suggests a society stri1tified laterl'1lly as ours now is. 
There vms, of courso. 9 some lateral stratification in the 17th century 
~rid thore were social groups that can be described as 'classos' though 
they did not usc tta word themsolves. Tho nobilitY9 tho larger g(mtrY9 
tho smaller gentry 7 merchants 9· yeomen and so on down to tho landless 
labourer - such a str:l.tification of society c,,,rt'.l,inly existed. . But 
the key word in tho 17th century social pattorn is not~l~ss but degree, 
whichsuggosts not tho lateral grouping of society wo kn0W, but a 
pyramidic9.1 soci0ty rising step by step from 10WGs1; to highost'. 

Profossor Trovor-Ropor's socond point is that if one is going 
to usa tho word 'Cl:1SS' in thulimi ted g,nd convenient sense mentioned 
by Miss Wedg#ood, it is much more 'convenient' to think of all landovffiers 
as a class rather than to stross . the differences betweon large, middling 
and small landowners. 'Peers and gentry had, on their own different 
lovols, the same problems j the SaID8 ambitiopsj the same tastes. Both 
werG landlords, both had large families, both ~cceptod the rule of 
primogeniture and th8 custom of entail; both had to find portions for 
daughters and youngor sons - it was an aristocratic ago and the gentry · 
acceptod - in goneral - tho standards of value and conduct of the 
aristocracy' • 

• These two propositions - that the ide~ of class is not the key 
to 17th century politics or sociotyg that in so far as class is a 
useful concept it should be applied to landowners as a whole to distin­
guish them from other groups such as merchantsg obviously drastically 
reduce j if true y the significance of Professor Tawney's thoory. I 
think myself that they are true but to demonstrate their truth would 
taka much mo~e time than we have available and I intend merely to say 
that to my mind tho trend of modern research amply demonstrates their 
truth. But even if they are true Professor Tawney's thesis is not 
entirely domolished - there may have been y not the rise of one class 
at the Gxpense of another j but a re~adjustment within a class. Stripped 
of its widor neo-Marxist implications the idea that the medium sized 
estate enjoyed economic advantage over tho large estate might provo as 
valid and as useful as Professor Habbakuk's demonstration that after 
1660 tho large estate oV'.rner incr0asod his · prosperity to a greater 
oxtent than the smaller estate ownGr. Thoro are still Tawney's · 
statistics~ st~ll his citation of contemporary observation" 

Trevor-Roper examines both. The contemporary quotation he 
deals with by balancing it with contemporary Quotation on a reverse 
ph(momena - tho difficulties and decline of gentry families. As for 
the statistics they como in for devastating criticism. I am going 
to anticipato hore and Quoto, not from Trevor-Roper's pamphlet, but 
from Rexter's article. After the appearance of Trevor-Ropor's article 
other historians oxamined the statistics ~nd found additional faults 

which Rextor summarises togethor with those pointod out by Trevor-Roper. 
You will remember that Tawney's statistics s ·~em to show an increase in 
tho amount of land hold by owners of less than four manors. But as 
Rexter says, 'a very considerable number of gentlemen with no more than 
four manors in the six and a third sample counties j owned manors in the 
other thirty-three and a third counties of England~ in Wales and in 
Iroland, Some of them far from being small landowners wore veTY large 
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landownors indood. And of course any assurtion about tho total number 
of manors hold by small landowners bocomes moaningloss whon we actually 
have no notion how many of tho landowners so classified v.TGro really 
small'. On the othor hand the statistics showed a loss of land held 
by largo landownors. Horo~ as Roxtor points out~ Professor Tawnoy 
included all the land lost by tho king. 'In his six and a third 
county srumple tho Crown holding of nearly 25J manors in 1561 dwindled 
to n.bout 50 manors in 1640. This whole loss Professor Tawney appears 
to havo dobited to the holders of ten or mora manors'. Now no-one 
disputes tho hoa'TY 10SSGS of tho Crown - it is tho 10SSGS of the large 
It:mdownor that aru in controversy - and when the Cr01T1n loss os arE: 
removed from tho table the loss 'of tho largo holdors drops from the 
33 per cent that lad Professor Tawnoy to consign thorn to bankruptcy 9 
to i of 1 per cant - h~rdly a pres~g0 of impending economic catastrophe'. 
So much for one set of T1.wney's stntistics. What about the others -
those which show an advance of gentry against nobility) statistics 
which cannot havo boen distorted in the sarno way by tho inclusion of 
Crown lands? Thoso, too, arc dubious for a variety of roasons. 
'For his computations'? writos Rextor, 'Professor Tawney classifies 
as noble only m~n who hold poorages in 1560 and tho inhoritors of 
those poorages'. But by 1640 ono third of thoso peerages woro extinct 
due to 'normal domographic attrition'. Moreovor in oth0r cases the 
title itself had dosconded to a morG remote rolative in tho n.bsonce 
of a son but much of tho land had desconded through the peer's daughters. 
As Raxter sn.ys theso fates bof"ll many gentry families - 'dying vrithout 
a sen to inherit tho family estato and making proyision for daughters 
and younger sons out of such an estate are not among the special 
privileges of tho pe8rage • . • but such losses scarcoly ever show in 
Tawney's statistics as a loss to the gentry. They cannot show because 
anyone but the inheritor df a peerage of 1560 who acquires the lost 
manors of the gentry is classified morely by virtue of his acquisition 
as gentry'. As Professor Trevor-Roper writes 9 Professor Tawney's 
aristocracy 'consists of a diminishing group of those families who 
happened to be noble at the beginning and still noble at the end of the 
period 9 while his gentry consists both of tho gentry who romain3d 
gentry throughout thl: period .'3.nd of those men whoebugan as gentry and 
ended as peers 9 and of those who began as mcrch~nts, yeomen or anything 
else and ended as gentry. No wonder tho gentry, thus calculatod 9 

appears to rise at the expense of tho peerage'. 

RextJr gives the biography - hypothetical but eminontly possible 
- of a grandson of a poer of 1560 to illustrate the deficivncios of 
Tawney's st'J.tistics. 'In this caS8 our subject is a yOli'nger son and 
his father gonerously settles five manors on him. Then the king 
ennobles him? ho is now a peor. Re marries the rich sole survivor 
of another noble family of 1560 ) who brings him 25 manors held in 1560 
by the head of her f~ily. In Professor Tawney's statistics all the 
thirty manors our man now holds will appear as a dobit against the 
nobility~ aaedit to the gentry. Then gradually our man buys up 
twenty manors of neody squires. In Professor Tawney's statistics 
where our man is classifiod as g0ntry - those purchases do not register 
at all since they aro transfors within tho gentry. So in 1640 this 
descendent of a nobla family of 1560, himself a nobl~9 holds fifty 
manors~ twenty of which he bought from poor gontlemeng and Professor 
Tawney's table will Bcoro the effoct of such a careor as follows: 
noble lossus - 30 manors 9 gantry losses - 0 m~nors; noblo gains -
o manors} gentry gains - 30 manors'. 

I have given tho various criticisms of TaI"l!1oy's statistics at 
length for three reasons - first b0causo thoy show how difficult it is 
to distinguish betwoon 'classes' in Tawney's wayg secondly becauso 
thGy show how unreliablo most statistioal t".blos built on modern 
assumptions are for the 16th or 17th contu!')'? and third b'-.!c.:mse they 
must givo rise to tho deprossing conclusion that ther~ must be something 
wrong with a historical world which has accoptod Tmvney's statistics 
happily for a docado although onco tho voice of irrovoronco is raised 
it can bo cloarly soon that tho omperor has no clothos. These three 
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reflections are worth bearing in mind whan ono talks of 'scientific 
history'" or demands from a histori'1,li tho sort of' proof ttat oven a 
sooi13.1 scientist :'_l3 oxpected to provide. 

So Professor Trevor-Roper demolished Tawney's caso. Thore 
~I3.S n6 rise of a gentry class against a noble cla~s. Thera was no 
rise of tho middling land':"holder ag3;inst the groat. But thoro wer8-
within tho landowning class asa whole - familios reacting in different 
ways to tho'rur"1l crisis which Trevor-R.opor postulatos oqually with 
Tawney. Som.) of those' families - I3.t all levels - succeedod>; some 
fai,led; some remained wherD they were. But Trovor-Ropor was not 
content with this rovision'. Ho added two ne\'l suggestions. Clne was 
the suggostion that the families who 'rose' - that ' is incroasod in 
strength and wealth - whether gentry or noblu~ rose not boc3.use of 
more skilful land management. At best land management could only 
gi vo: stabili ty ~ 'The improving gentry survi vod' 7 wri tos Trevor-R.oper} 
'woathGrcd tho economic storm ••• they wore the soiid substance of 
rural ' society? its soundest membors and? because sound~ gonerally 
unobtrusive'. :To rise a familynoedcd to add to land mD.nagement -
indGed af8lllily could risa without lind managGment if it could get 
"offico'S in the household ~ tho army ~ and - particularly - tho law i • 

The secrot of success was 'a risky gambIa at court.. Thoso who vvon 
that gamble - ' court lawYGrs? court officials~ court'peers and royal ' 
favouri tes !? runs Raxter's sumrnary of Trevor-Rop0r' s thesis? 'compri sed 
the rising class in tho century beforo the Great Rebellion'. Here 
indeod the whoel has turned full circlo for these 'rising g'ontry' o.f 
Trevor Roper are identical with the anachronistic 'feudal' survivals 
of Christopher Hill~ survivals who wore swept away by tho 'progressive 

'gentry' among othGrs in the Great Rebellion . 

• Tr",vor-RopGlf's second addition seeks to replaco this theory of 
the Great Rebellion with another. The true revolutionaries 9 he says~ 
were not the victors in the gamblG but some of the losers. The peers 
were in a better position generally to ~chieve court favour and those 
who did not could live off their groat estatos ' even if they had not 
achieved stability by mo'dernising. But the smaller gentry who could 

, . 
neither modernise nor get court p9..tronage - their fate was desperato 
indeed. These declining g~ntry - radical in politics~ Puritan or 
Catholic in religion - I!Vere ,says" Trovor-Ropor 7 the main-spring of ' the 
various 'plots' against the Tudor and Stuart monarchy~ Thoy were 
also the revolutionary~ radical force in the Groat Rebellion. Profes­
sor Tawney's thesis', writesTrevor-Roper~ 'so8ms tOmo quito inadGquate 
when W8 como to examine the actual course of the Rebellion. ' For 
quite apart-from the fact that the English peerage j on the ove of the 
Rebellion was at least as rich as at any timo in theprecGding century 
this explanation entirely loaves out of account the: m,'m 9 who 9 more than 
any other~ made the Gr~at Rebellion - the men whoso radic'1li~ni , 60nvorted 
it from a serios of political manoevre'S into civil war and social 
revolutiong the Indopendents •• ' • why ~ if rovolution w" s simply the 
le~st expensi va ' form of foreclosure 9 were tho great <::rodi tors -
lawyers and City merchants':" generally fourid on the same side (for if 
not royalists they were gener~lly 'J2resbyta:rian') as th8 paors ~ whom " 
according to Pnofossor Tawney thGy Were strangling? To imagine the 
Great Rebollion without tho Independonts seoms to ::10 an absurd specu­
lation; but who were tho Indopondents? They were ,not 'rising' gentry; 
they ware not a creditor classj nor were they a sudden phenomenon of 
the 1640s., An Gxamination of their claims, which were loud, and· of 
their previous history~ which is long, soems ' to me to show that the 
Independents~ the men whoso spectacular actions have givon a revoluti­
onary quality to a whole century? repro sent a class which Professor 
Tawnoy in his interpretation of th~t p~riod has somehow oVGrlookod? 
or at least dismissed as insignificant tomporary excoptions: the 
declining gentry'. So Trevor-Ropor - who continuos in his pamphlet 
to examine the claims and previous history of his declining gentry 
group - rovlacos ono oconomic intorpretation of the r3volutionary 
character of tho G.R. witb another. Instead of therevoiution being 
the hastened climax of inovitablo historical developments it ' becomes 
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the last? nihilistic, throw of men doomed to failure, by definition 
negative because merely diroctod ~t the destruction of th~ hated 
successful - tho rJurt, tho poers, tho lawyers, tho monopolising city. 
Thus Trovor Ropor. 

Now bofore wo go any furthor I would like to make a numbor of 
clarifying points about Trevo r-Ropor's thesis. First it is obviously 
possible to accopt tho dostructive part without accopting the construc­
tive - it is not a question of accepting T8.wney or Trevor-Ropor . It 
is quito possiblo to accept Trevor-Roper's picture of a situation in 
which somo membors of oach strat 1 of the landovming class prosper and 
somo fail without accopting his thesis that prosperity was essontially 
rolatod to the court rather than to land managomont. So proof - if 
it is forthcoming - tha t some rising f~ilios did depend on improved 
land revenue will not reinstate Tawney's thesis. It is also possible 
to accept Trevor-Roper's picture of the successful depending on court 
patronage and not to accept his identification of tho Independonts 
with the unsuccessful or his thosis that they caused the Rovolution. 
A demonstration that the Independents were not all gentry of any kind 
would not demolish the groater part of Trovor-Roper's picture - it 
would certainly not r oinstate Tawney. The second point I would like 
to make is tha t Trevor-Roper is giving an idiosyncratic moaning to 
tho old question 'Who caused the Great Rebellion' or 'What WflS the 
Great Rebellion about'. Most answers to the question begin by 
oxamining tho parliament ary opposition to Charles I, or tho split in 
the parliamontary opposition which made war possible. T!Gvor-Roper 
dismisses all this as unimportant and counts most of tho opponents of 
these early stages as on tho same side onco tho revolution had bogun. 
You may fool that this is an indefonsible position to hold but cloarly 
the discovory that parliament, say, was not compos od of doclining gontry 
is of no rolevance at ~ll ~o Trevor-Ropor's theory. 

So much for tho contestants. What, finally, of tho future 
of tho controversy? Mr Hoxt er refers mockingly to the 'appropriate 
prof~ ssional reaction to the stormg mOn tho ono hand, this ; on the 
other hand, that. It is promature to arrive at any conclusion. What 
we noed is 37 monogra,phs, fifte~n more years of investigation , a 
research instituto and a two million dollar grant from the foundations". 
There are some signs that the 'pamphlet controvorsy Js turning into a 
book controversy and evon, horror of horrors, into a rosoarqh thesis 
controversy. A book has already boon written on the Indopendents to 
show that Trevor-Roper is ,wrong about their social origin: sevoral 
theses are in preparation about the management of this, that or the 
other group of os tates: Trevor-Roper himself is busy pr~paring the 
solid tomes appropriate to his rocently acqUxed professorial status. 
Mr Hill, who has, it is only fair to say, progressed a long way from 
the exuberances of that youthful essay and is now ono of tho best 
historians of the 17th century, has suggostod a list of tasks for 
historians to complete in order to resolve the 'enigma' of the Great 
Rebellion. Among the tasks suggvstod are: a moro serious study of 
the political effects of the 'industrial revolution' of 1540 to 1640g 
more work on politics in the towns: a closer look at colonial and 
imperial politics: an analysis of the economic situation of the 
yeomanry: an oxamination of tho attitude of the 'people'g a detailed 
study of tho gentry based on tho recognition that f we still do not 
know enough about' them: a study of ideas ospocially at the point 
whero they interact with economics and, finally, tho discovery of 
'a bettor explanation of the importance for contemporaries' of 
religious foeling than is yet availablo. 

Tasks formidable and l~ngthy enough in all conscience! It 
looks as if the controvorsy will stretch on to thu crack of doom. 
And yet there are sons os in which it can he held to bo already ended. 
So Hexter, who confesses himself an unblush_ng Whig, maintains that 
it will become obvious that both Tawney and Trevor-Roper have failed 
to explain the Great Rebellion ontirely in economic terms and men 
will turn to tho problems of roligion and liberty once again. 
Certainly thero are signs of this - and even Mr Hill's latest essay 
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shows how far we ar~ from 1940. Criticising Trevor-Roper he writesg 
'For OV,8r a c;;ut,u,'T'Y before '1640 men ' all ovor Europe had boon suffering, 
dying and :K;ill:j.ng .::ox: what tho~' 1'-9ld to. be high idealsg from the 
1620s a gr01:'.t W9.r was beit~g waged on thoil Conthwnt, over ideological 

.issuo$. which arousodthe intensGst oxci t _emi;mt in Ene1 <'I,nd and created 
.• a pr.9.found,. cleavage of opinion about f;9reign, policy. Professor 
T;r'ov0r-Rope:r;, ,asks us to s,e0 in all this only'a reflection of the 
f:i,nancia1: difficulties ,of a seotion of the ::!:nglish gontry. The 
spiri tual :wrest.lings of a Mi1ton 9 a VanG 9 a Roger Williams 9 are 

,pothing but, the epiphcmomena of ooonomic decline'. This is noL far 
in' languago·or spirit from Raxtor's sharp comment th:1t Trovor-Ropor 

", reduqq-s I that fairly maglfificent "upheaval? the Puritan Revolution 9 to 
tho dimonsions of a foolis'l). farce that could conceivably have boen 
O~ough·t · off by the lowgrade louts and sharpers who people his stage. 
In tho squalid sotting of this farce there is not room enough for 
William Ghillingwortp or Richard BaxtGr, for Edward Coke or Francis 
Bacon 1 for . • .' John HampdGn? ,or John ?ym 9 or John Mil ton 1 • The 
M:1rxist and tho VV'b-iguni to, to sayg 'Economics aro not enough'. 

But bofor:) we dismiss thG economic into,rprot.ation lot us 
":rocord: :i ts services. 

For Professor Tawney, Rextor says9 'the motor of history is 
the grGat impersonal secular movoments of ",conomio change 0 •• the ' 
pattern of history is economic'llly determined'. This has producod 
too rigid, too doctrinaire an interpretation, forcing past ovents into 
prosent intellectual moulds. But it has also shown up the inade~uacies 
of the traditional INhig interprotation by stressing areas of evidence 
which do not fit in with it. No-one will be able to 'decline upon 
the cliche' of the Whig interpret~tion aga~n and evon if men turn 
away from tho rival oconomic interprotations they will have to 
construct a now model for themselves. And that is 'ln admirable thing. 

Professor Trovor-Roper's services aro~ in my opinion, tho 
great ones of having suggostod the social and economic framework for 
tho new model. , His 'economic determinism' is of a different kind. 
It is not tho patte~n of r"istory but the motives of individuals and 
still mora of groups which are oconomicPolly determinod. 'The rising 
court gentry act the way thoy dO'9 writes Raxtor, 'boc~uso th~y have 
got their snouts into tho rich swill box of court favour and intond 
to keop them thore. The declining country gentry join conspiracies, 
bocomePuritans, and disport themselves in other unseemly and disrup­
tive ways because they cannot muscle thoir way to tho trough. The 
great crisis of tho 17th century is the conse~uenco of a certain lack 
of empathy between the little piggies who went to court and had roast 
beef and the little piggies that stayed home ' and had none I. Rowever 
inado~uate this simple economic detorminism is as a measure of human 
behaviour it has at least great advantages over Tawney's moro dignified 
varioty. For it looks at thG 17th century scene with uncommittod 
o~esg it asks what economic goods men aspired to then rather than 
what their placo was in the marc~ of history towards the proletarian 
society. In so far as the economic and social structure of socioty 
is concerned Pr~fessor Trevor-Roper is a great re-disooverer of 
contemporary rJalities - this is where he fits in with the prevalent 
philosophy of the Namier school in English historiography. Re has 
rediscovered tho court and its contral importance i~ English societyg 
he has rodiscovered the whole apparatus of patronago and clientage 
which my ~uotation from 1liss Wedgwood hint ed at - not of course 
single handed, for Professor No~le and many othors have been at work 
laying bare the same structure. As a result we are nearer than over 
before to understanding the bread and butter' politics of tho 17th 
century and although as Rexter so elo~uently p10ads bread and butter 
politics are not evorything they arc a gr0at deal. For my part? 
as I hav.::J suggested above, I believe that c' .e does not have to accept 
the whole Trevor-Roper thesis in order to profit from his work. I 
think that his declining gentry arc a significant element of the 
situation - but not so significant as he, with surely some delight 
in perverse paradox, makos out. To my mind the d~clining gJntry, 
tho stable rural gentry, the court gentry, all have thoir part to 
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pl y - but it is 'l.n inunvn8Q slt!n to hn.vlJ rid our.~lvus of tho 
nyO saity of h~vi~g to Bu~ thom ~8 n ol~88 in thw Marxist svnao. 
As T!\wn y now adm.1.ts thoru is grw\t v'\rivty Mlong th~ gantry. a. 
Rill now urgus soholars should sot th ... mso1vvs to study how t.o gont17 
vnry r',thvr tr.n.n how thQy :->.pproximn.toJ to n ch.es. But with all th1. 
v riuty onv must hold firmly to tho now axioms - that th\;l ltuldowninc 
class ns a wr.olo sharvd common probloms o.nd. o.ssumptions ,and thnt the 
socivty of 17th oontury Bngl~nd w~s hold toguthor not by tho cohu.ion. 
of ol~ss but by th0 compl.Jx str.'mds of tho patronagu syet"m. Anyono 
who now wishvs to oonstruct 0. now modul must do eo bon.ring in mind s. 
tho ossunti."l.l soci'1l and economic backglound tho pruvai1ing Iltt.1osphore 
of tho p,~tron~gv systom with its othic and op~ration so difforent 
from that of our own socioty. To my mind th~n tho controvorsy ~e 
boon far from storilo. It hns not only rosult~d in tho destruction 
of T~wnoy's thesis - 'Evon though', writ~s Raxter approvingly of 
Professor Trovor- Hoper's work? 'evon though it IvavQs doubts about 
the right r01.d to London it holps if somoon.;; rips up, how",vcr 
violently, a 'To London' sign on tho Dovor cliffs pointing South'. 
It sooms to mo that in addition now signposts hnvo b~cn oroctcd whict 
will guido those who follow thorn to a now, richer, and mor .... convincing 
interpretation of tho society which produced the Great Rebvllion, 
than any wo havo aohiovod beforo. 
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Locturo given by Mr. Richard Brown of thG Department of History. 

I havo chosen this mo.jor topic of ninote enth' ,century European 
history with some misgivings. It is a subjeot of which I have no 
direct r.3search knowledge 9 but I know that many o,f you teach this 
subject in the upper school forms and this has , enc'ouraged me in my 
choice. At the , same, time it has increased /my sense of misgiving for 
I hav.o a hoalthy respect for the mast ery of detail wbich is the r oward 
of teaching history in schools . 

In the ·history of Europa in the ninoteenth century the abrupt 
forma tion of G0rmany and Italy ,as nation states were events of fundamen­
tal importance. Altho1,lgh It aly just failed . to achievo her aim of 
becoming Ii Groat Power~ the period from . 1871 .- 1945 can legitimately be 
regarded as the German agcl in European history. The battle,s of Sadowa 
and Sedan marked tho close of tho long poriod of. French a?cendancy in 

. Europe. 

The making of thGse t wo nation states exerted a .f ascination on the 
peoples of Europe at the time and subsequently through the writings of 
historians. Croce writes of the unification of Italy as "the master­
piece of the European liberal spirit" and of the r ebirth of Germany as 
"the masterpieco of political art in union- with the military virtues ll • 

In the two countries concerned these "mastorpieces ll have long been 
matters of intense national pride and hav~ operated as national myths 
of major politioal importance. Following the collapse of the fascist 
regimes Gorman ' and Italian historians are keenly rcscrutinising the 
stops by which th8V two countries became unified. Outside Italy and 
Germany there is also rone'ved interest and ', as Europe Rlides into the 
background of world affairs, 0. gro3.tcr air of rea lity is being injected 
into tho' discussion. 

+ + + + + + + + 

There. are many ways in which this subject may be discussed, but, 
with my eye on the needs of tha classroom~my main concern -is with 
Cavour and Bismarck in particular rather than with European nati,onalism 
in general. 

There is? however? .one characteristic of most inter.pretations 
which needs to be mentioned. They have been subject in their explana­
tions to an unresolved contradiction . At one and the same time it is 
suggested that Italy and Germany were croated single handed by the 
incrediblo mastery of political events achieved by Cavour and Bismarck 
and also that l'ta,ly and Gormany were tho inevitable outcome of the 
irresisti ble power of nationalism. Obviously? you oannot have.,. 
Carlylian heroes manipula.ting the course of history if determinist 
impersonal forces are also offered in the e,xplanation. The . confliot 
arises· from the vague language and concepts wh,~ch pistor:i,.ans use about 
causes. In my view, the ' imporsonc,l forces .such as na.tionalism are not 
~otGrminist ones. They are rathe~ t~e background conditions and ' 
tendencies which ma.ke a givon outcome iik~ly or even probablE?? but it 
is human beings individually exercising free will and, the Ch,ancerela­
tionship of human actions Which expla~n the exact nature ~nd tinieand 
place 'o:r historical even~ s. ' "The human being works in,thG context of 
the conditions and t 'ondeni los of his .. time ,but he, is not t:q.ei;< complete 
pris~:mer. Nor can he escape them altogether. BismarclC 'and Cj'avour 
wElre notCarlylian' supermen anymore than / they we,re the' helpless pawns 
in the hands of the great iinpersonal ~dr.ccs s,Ubh as nationalism and 
industrialism. 'Both men were mar-E ..... ~an ordinarily ca.pabl.e 9 but no man 
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generally suppo.sod and that the steps by whicr Tt"'lv and. Germl'l,ny 
bocame united were as much the rosult of miscalculation and fo.rtuitous 
happenings as of conscious pl~ning. Bo.th Bismarck and Cavour derived 
much of their strength as statosmen from their flexibility ? because they 
were not tied do.wn in advance by rigid pro.gramm0s 9 least o.f all by 
pro.grammes which fo.resaw the nation states o.f 1870 and 1871. In faot? 
we sho.uld note at onoe thnt Bismarck's Germany was a divided Germany~ 
for it stretohed only to. tho river Inn and excluded the Austrian Germans. 

It is not difficult to see how the legend arose that those two 
supermen wore the sol" ,arbit0rs of thGir countri-3s histories. In the 
years after 1870 the two unifications appeared as glorio.us triumphs of 
human wills over the conditions. The underlying conditions which made 
some form of unification probabLJ were ignorod. Th0 first histories 9 

as was natural ~ "~Jere written in the two countries concerned and Were 
glorifications of recently achieved nationhood. In Bismarck's case 
these early acoounts were muoh under the influence o.f Bismarck's own 
Memoirs written while he was in retirement. They have bGen oalled 
"the most misloading work of. autobiography ever wri ttc;;n;I. ' 'They were 
diotated at r~ndom and without co.nsulting the documents and even 
Bismarok's hero-worshipping assistant was shooked at his disregard for 
the faots. Old men in retiremont are even more prone to egoism than 
are younger onos in power. In his Memoirs Bismarck claimed oonscious 
plans skilfully implemented~ but his day to day remarks show him to have 
been much shrewder and more scoptical about contro.lling events~ he 
said~ "J:vents are stronger than the plan.:! of men"~ and o.n another 
occasion? "Man cannot create the current of events. He can only float 
wi th it and steer". • 

One of Cavour's favourite sayings was "history is wont to improvise lf 

but unlike Bismarck h0 left behind no. retrospective ratio.nalisation of 
his career. Instead it was done for him. State paid archivists 
infatuated with the Risorgimento myth~ edited his papers by leaving 
parts o.f tho documents ou!,? r0writing parts and even adding completely 
spurious matter. Some sentences were turnc1 inside out' to mean 
exactly the opposi to of ho.w they were o.riginally wri tten. Mussolini 
considered himself tho culmination of tho ~isorgimGnto and appointed 
a close friend to the ominous sounding post of Director-G0n~ral of 
Historical Research. Only since 1945 has it been possible to. ge~ free 
access to the papers which contain the real story of Italian unity • 

• 
Tho First World War caused one groat shift. Outside Germany 

Bismarck began to be regarded as the arch-deviL . The previous argu­
ment was stood on its hoad~ Bismarck was still super-human but for a 
false causo. Within Germany? there were those who continued to hero­
worship Bismarck in the old way and blamed the German leaders after 
1890 for the debacle of 1918. 9~hers actually strengthened the myth 
'and reemphasised Bismarck's role. Thay regarded the Groat War as 
tho result of the encirclement of Germany by hostilo powers. By 
backdating this supposed hostility to 1848~ they found Bismarck's 
achievement a~ oven greater super-human act of will~ since he 'had 
overcome by his diplom,l, tic skill thG hostility which had prevented 
German unity in 1848 and later conspired against ,its reality in 1914. 
(This view has been eX3.IDin8d in an important recent book liThe European 
Powers and the German Question" by W.3.Mosso? in which ho also reacts 
against the cult of perso.nali ty arld sho.ws that Bi smarck wo.s in fact 
operating in em extremely favo.u,rablo diplom3.tic si tuation c~oated by 
events unconnected with t i18 German question and involving the policies 
pursued by the othor European powers.) 

Cavour, his documG:_~S safe in the hands of tho Stato~ and Italy~ 
in any cas~~ o.n the winning side in 1918, was not given frosh historical 
treatment: HUnitod Italy" was still seon as "tho liberal masterpiece" 
of which Croce wrote. Even when th ,~ nationality problems of east and 

. central Europe wera at their ·mo.st ac te and caused a ,clo'se.r analysis 
of European nationalism, little new v , 3 done on Italy. 

+ + + t + • + + 
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Cavour was the younger son of a lIlinor Pied,nootese aristocratic 
faillily and therefore had to make his own Gd.I':;ar. He was first 'a 
soldier and then beca,ne a progressive and successful a~ricul turalist 
and a financ ier. He sent for agricultural information from Northern 
Europe, conducted experiments, p~blished his results, and generally 
helped to bring furin up to date (for rurin had formerly lagged behind 
Milan and even Naples). His scientific bent was quite new in 
conservative, monarchical and cleric~l furin. 

Cavour was also an intellectual. An important practical 
disciple of the ~nglish ~enthaillites and the classical economists 
like ~assau Senior anJ Adaill Smith. rte had a doctrinal faith in free 
tr ade and, as is well known , was a great believer in the ~nglish 
parliament~ry system, t hough , as is less well known, his practice of it 
i n Pied~ont was full of flaws (as I shall descriee). 

Another characteristic not usually stressed is that in many ways 
he was un-Italian. He was in fact ~rench speakin; and his articles 
had to be translated into Italian. All in all, he was admirably 
suited to perform the t ask of brin~ing the North European advances in 
econoillics, politics, and SOCiety, and planting the~ in Italy. 

Cavour's character was singular in its balance and 600d sense. 
He was admired thro~3hout ~urope by those - like Gladstone and Palmer­
ston - with whom he came in contact. His amiaJility, his tact, his 
patience, and his obstinacy made him a superb ulas ter of the diplomatic 
art. Yet he was ruthless too, and it is this ruthlessness together 
with ~ is likeableness wh~ch are unusual: Sir dobert Peel and Aachia­
velli inhabited the same ooJy. 

His views on p01itics are important, for in the nationalist 
myth certain aspects are glos3ed over. For all his protestations, 
Cavour had few princi i, les. tie was an opportunist, looking for the 
"juste Ivl illieu" > the er:1pirical, the possible. For Cavour the ends 
justified the means: "The thing most to be shun\led in politics' he 
said" is to be t axed with Utopianism. I' 

Cavour's aims, so far as he had any, were two-fold. To increase 
the power of Pied.nont in Northern Italy and to "empecher le debordement 
de l'esprit revolutionairre" (prevent the upsurge of the revolutionary 
spirit). It i s the second aim which tends to be ignored in the 
traditional account, for it concerns particularly Cavour's relationship 
with Mazzini. Italians like to think that their roles were complement-
ary - Cav our the brains, Aazzini the heart. In reality they were not 
compleillentary but contradictory. Cavour hated Mazzini and what he 
stood for. He once sentenced Mazzini to death and disliked him more 
than he di91iked Austria. In 1853 Cavour warned the Austrians of a 
~azzinian revolt. On another occasion he borrowed French police in 
an attempt to capture the elusive revoluti6nary. In a document never 
published he wrote to a close personal friend that he was prepared for 
Civil War with the Mazzinians if public opinion became favourable. 
Mazzini d~not respond to Cav our's propaganda again:t him and was 
prepared to compromise his views to work with Piedmont, but Cavour was 
not prepared to do the same. 

The differences in outlook b3tween them were considerable. 
Cavour believed in diplomacy, Mazzini in insurrection. Cavour had 
no faith or interest in the people; Mazzini passionately believed that 
unless the people benefited nothing was worthwhile. Cavour's motivat­
ions were illaterialist, Mazzini's spirir,ural. Cavour believed in 
gradualness, dazzini in it 'neJiate action. Cavour believed in limited 
monarchy, dazzini in ~epub.icanism. 

Cavour came into power through a squalid intrique against 
lJ'Azeglio. His best work was undoubtedly his contribution to making 
Piedmont a strong and resonably enlig'tened state. The dissolution of 
a group of monasteries led to the enrilment of a reliable class; 
exiles were welcomed in Turin, which cdptured the intellectua: leader 
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snlp from ilorence;· the armed forces were built up; economic and 
financial ~eforms and the mortgaging of her finances created a minor 
industrial revolution? led to the iillportation of forei~n clpital, and 
therefore to greater foreign concern for Pied~ontese affairs. These 
reforms were not a conscious preparation for Italian unifieation ~hich 
Cavour? in 1850 1 regarded as d a lot of silly nonsense." 

In Piedmontese politics his curious .nixture of liberalsim and 
ruthlessness of Peel and ~achiavelli are well revealed. In spite 
of his passionate belief in the freedom of speech, he suppressed 
opposition newspaper. In theort he believed in freedom from arbitrary 
imprison.Jlerit? in practice he' did not hesitate to arai trarily i,uprison 
people and to keep it quiet. He had a special fund (secret) for 
bribing newspapers and ev;en privately boasted of having bribed "rhe Times~' 

In elections loc~l officials were given express orders to prevent the 
election of certain candidates. Cavour's treatment of Parliament was 
often extremely shabby - he would ~et parliamentary' approval only after 
action had already been taken. And althou~h in thiory he believed in 
a system of p_rliamentary opposition, Cavour in fact helped to destroy 
opposition parties. Members were ejected from Parliament on fallacious 
grounds and when out of office Cavour showed his distaste for oppositioij 
by refusin~ to organise it. Ins~ead he would hide away in 8witzerland 
conducting long range political intrigues. In Parliament he favoured 
the so-called "connubio ol system of raising and maintaining a majority. 
The "connubio" \"as a marriage of moderatt.: right and left in a centre 
grouping. As a res~lt important'problems 6et shelved because if they 
were discussed the government would :split.. fhe'connuoio \ system 

I 
(Oir "transformism" as it was later kno,m) helped to ruin Italian 
politics after unification and prevent Italy becoming a truly democratic 
state. At ths time the iicon~ubio~ system helped C~vour . to ignore the 
existence ~f his Cabinet. He was in fact the first of Italy's long 
line of parliamentary dict~tors • 

• Now I want to examine wore closely Cavour's policy as it bore on 
the makinci of Italy, from which it becomes cl(jar that Cavour's real 
aim \"as the terri torial expansion of Pi·;J n nt and he only really became 
involved in the movement for national unification during the crisis 
of 186J. It also becumes clear that A.J. ~hyte's claim that Cavour 
knet .. , _"the steps that had to be taken to achieve" United Italy is nonsense. 

'fo s"tart with - the famous entry of PieJ.nont into the Crimean 
~ar in 1854. rhe theory that this was a brilliant coup of Cavour's to 
gain recognition for Piedillont at a subsequent peace treaty is exploded. 
In the first place entry meant the possibili~y of siding with Austria -
the barrier to Piedwontese expansion - and risking precious resources 
that Cavour and others wanted kept in readiness for an attack on 
Austria. :.:iecondly, it was Bri tain and :France' who suggested Pied!I!ont 
should enter the war because they wanted mercenaries. Thirdly, it 
was not Cavour but Victor i.lliUanuol who accepted the invitation. Victor 
BJlliUanuel did sa. because he hoped to upset Cavour's govern.nent, because 
he had the mentality of the barrack , room and enjoyed war in which he 
could be supreme; and finally because he hoped, it would switch 
attention from ~ombardy. It is now known that the relations between 
Cavuur- and the King \·Jere at all tiU:.es 'far from cordial and Cavour 
only came out in favour of the war as a means of avoiding dismissal 
and in spite of the opposition of all the Cabinet. 

The Congress of Paris in 1856. ~as also been mythologised. 
Cavour is supposed to have gone full of plans and eager to show 
Piedmont's new statl.lS and nower. In fact he went to Paris reluctantly 
and fearful of humiliation. Nor w~r8 Its.lian affairs at all in 
pro.ninence during the ConGress discussions: Italy received one small 
mention. Nevertheless, when Cavour :ictually arrived j he did see 
how hostility to Austria could be plc:ed upon (nus tria had followed 
a disastrous policy during the Cri:oea; War and had succeeded in annoying 
both sides):. 

• 
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Cnvour w,l.~ uventu:J.lly cotJrc(.)d into u kind of nationalism by 
public opinion cnd by his own rualisation th~t it offered an opportunity 
for Pi~d~onL to s~izu the initi~tivu in Italian aff~ir3 from Mazzini 
and thu r~volutionarius. It was only aftur this roalis~tion that 
C,wour sot l1is .nind upon ,1 Wil,r policy against Austria, convinclz:d 
hi~cl~lf that outsidu help waD necu8sAry and bugan to take adv~ntQge 
of PiclJlllont's position as a buffer state bL.tw8un .l"rancc and Austria 
which assurtJd nur survival wh~tev0r th ~ outcome . 

C~vour waa now pruparL.d to do anything for France to gain his 
wur. He wus 8ven prep~rud to allow Japolcon III the whole of 
::louth~rn It 'lly, proviJcJ h...! \lolld '1.1low Piedmont thl; 110. tho 

Napoleon III had his own r Gaso ns for supporting Piedmont and 
of ton took thu initiatl.v0 in his relJ,tions 'vlith Cavour. l~apoleon 

soubht marriage alliances to ~ak~ his position s~cure, and Savoy was 
thtJ oldest ruling house in iurope. Napoleon also saw a chQnc~ to 
ga~n 'Savoy ',nj Nice and he also hdnt"d support against Italian 
revolutiJn~rie3 af t ~ r the Urslni plot on his life. 

Tha fa~ous m~etin~ at PlombiLr~s b~twe~n C3vour and Napoleon 
in 1853 was suggested by ~apo l~on. At ~lombieres it was agr~ed to 
try and gain ~ war ~gainst Austri~ th~ following s~ring . Uice and 
u~voy woulJ b~ franc~'s r~warJ, Lombardy and {enstia Pied.nont's. 
Now althou6h the war was to s~t in train th~ avents which l ed to a 
United It~ly, th~y were not the events or rL.sults that Napoleon and 
Cavour h d forGs~en at Plowoieres. 

hftur a tantalising wait hustria was provokad into d~claring 
war . LXPQnsiv~ victorius at tiolferino and Aagenta evaporated 
japul~on's enthu5i's~. He gave u~ the chance of Nice and ciavoy and 
mada th~ ar~isticc of ifill~fr~nc~ behind Cavour's back. Lo~bardy 

was gained but only ),5 ' ;ift throll~h the hands of Napoleon . 

rhc I.ir.~ SlW in th~ ~rJi~tice a chance to rid himsLlf of 
L8.VOUr (in ;.:: !)riv 'lt ... In.lnuscript Victor ~;Mla .U2t tlad denounced Cavour 
as .J. traitor for th6 agre0m~nt ~t PlombiL.rbs). ~hen the ~ing 
acc,-pt~J the ar~ist ice, C~vour rbsi~n~d aad buried himself in 
0' .... i t zerl::..nd. 

UnforSL~n and JnfOrse~.J.bl~ w~s thl; position in the Central 
Duchies and it was herL that 'bvents wure stronger thqn the plans 
of ~.:n" . I:-! f':;,ct the eVants in the Duchies were r ealelJ the crux to 
It~lian Jniflc~tion. Unexpectedly, and for the first time, national 
feelinJ re a lly was rually signific~nt in Italy's development as a 
nation stat8. After the outbre~k of war with Austria, revolutions 
occurrud in thb Central Duchies . fh~y contributed little to the war 
affort . Then c~me VillQfranc~ with the possibility of a Confederation 
in Helly of "!hich Austria would havll been a m8,,1ber. This l,"ft the 
revolutionari~s in the lurch , 1849 would be repeate~. Nat ionalism 
bec~me a r~~l Q~ttur of survival. Absorption by Piedmont had not 
belln rcg~rd ~d as d8sirabl e , but after Villafranca~ the Central Duchies 
under RicBsoli and F~rina d~clqred for Piedmont as the only way of 
consurving their gains. The Centr~l Duchies position was purely 
fortuito~s. The rovolutions had sucC~Qded in thd first place bL.causG 
Britain had proclaiill~d the ductri1e of non-intervention by outside 
powurs in orJer to kuvp Fr~ncu out of It~ly. 

It w~s aftur thu d0cl~r~tions by the Central Duchies in favour 
of Union wi th Piedmont th'1.t C:wour b,'eo.n to r Gasser t some control. 
Aftur Vill'1.franca event h~d push~d far ~huad of him. H~ had pl~nncd 
for .i?iudlllontusl.! exp,lnslcl in Lombqrdy '.md if~n\:;tiR and now Central 
Italy was knocklng at hur door. He returned froill ::lwitzGrland, 
play~d on n~tion~lism within Piedillont, anJ by J'1.nu~ry 1960 w~s once 
a,zain Primu l"linisttlr. In a su cr\;lt ~r(Jaty with Francu which was 
highly unconstitution~l, hu ~~r0ud " sacrifice Nice and ~BVOY in 
r0 turn for frunch ~uppor t wi th tl1w 0 hur .c;urope.an powers. Cavour 
h~d promisud Lord John Russoll (the ~nglish P.M.) no~ to do this. All 



- 7 -

C::l.vour's ruthlt:;ssn8ss was displayed :l.nd Cavour likened himself to 
Str2fford. Garibaldi was furious at his birthplaco bcli ng sacrificed 
to France and it was Garib~ldi who now took 8v0n ts out of Cavour's 
hands onCG morci with his inv:l.sion of Sicily. 

Cavour dGfinituiy did not approv~ when Gqribo:tldi in April 1860 
decided to tll.1k~ something of the l:'::i10r:no insurrection wi th or wi thout 
C,wour's blt:ssing. C'wour is supposed to have supporttu GSlribaldi 
so far as diplo ~tic prudence would ~llow. In fact Cavour thorough ly 
disliked the move ~nd r8fused hin ~oney and arms. Cavour w~s unabl e 
to prevGnt the bxpejition because of Garibaldi's popul~rity; because 
the King waS in favour and w6uld lik~ to rid himself of Cavour if ho 
lost his hold on public opinion; and finally bec~US0 elections were 
ne~r in which Co:tvour had to get support for his French tr0~ ty and the 
cession of Jics Slnd Savoy. Cavour's support W2S limit ed to a delayed 
tclogram: h~ want~d th~ best of borth worlds. If Garibaldi f~ilcd 
i t W~tS good riddanco to him; if he succ8eded: C'lvour need t: d the excuse 
to interfere. 

Me .lnwhilE; G:::.ridbaldi W(lS 3.chit:vin6 his ')' stonishing SUCC0sse s 
in Sicily which have be&n i ~ao rt31ised in fr eve lyan's splendid prose. 
Unfortunately Trev01Y3n interpret ed t h\;; situution solely in t e rMS of 
the heroism of The Thousand. A proper understanding of the whole sit­
uation h8.s bOCOJlc possible with, riJ::lck Smith's 450 page book devoted to 
the rel~tion ~ betwe8n Cavour, Garibaldi, and Southe rn ItSlly April -
Dec 0mber 1860. Garibaldi's success was due to the pr~sence of social 
revolution in Sicily. His success led on to the anndxa tion of the 
~ingdom of the Two 30cilies tv P{edillont, but it is of crucial signific­
ance to unJerst3.nd that the situ~tion in ~out hcrn It a ly had little to 
do with national~st cnthusias~. For :niddle class Sicilians it w~s 
part of their age old provincialism ag~inst being r~l ed from daples. 
At the sailie tiille there was a Q0Sperate pe~sant revolt against the 
exi~ting social ~nd econoillic SYStCill. Uaribaldi was welcuffiud as a 
deliverer by th~ ~~~s~ntry and it w~s t hi s fact (of which Garibaldi 
had a n instinctive appreciation) which enab l~d, wtat in any other 
conditions was illerely a foolhar ly enterprise, to hav= its brilliant 
SUCC8SS0S. 

Cavour's attitude was one of continuing dislike. ' As soon as, 
but not before, the fall of Pal e rillo, Cavour sent a second expedition 
whose job w~s to take over the rule of ~icily, lessen Garibaldi's 
power, rul~ in the inter~sts of the dicilian conservatives and 
propa~andise for Piudwontese annexation. He opposed Garibaldi's 
advance on Nap16s? but again had to follow it up because of ~aribaldi's 
success. At all costs Garibaldi had to be prevented from a march on 
ROlUB, which would almost certair.ly bring Pied,nont' s expansionist 
monarchical structure falling to the ground, whateve~ other form of 
It~lian unification rose to take its plnce. Cavour was even toying 
with startiriga Jiversiunary war with Austria, rather than a llowing 
Garibaldi to succeed. Eventually he was forc ed to act. He invaded 
the Papal states in order to prevent Garibaldi getting any further 
and talked of hunting Garibaldi intu the sea. 

The situation was only r eaeemed by Garibaldi's loy&lty to 
Victor Emillanual, to 'whom he surren-lered his victories. Naples and 
~icily wer0 then annexed to Piedmont by means of plebiscites -
'annexed' because the plebiSCites wer e in fact an exploitation ' of 
democracy. Ih~y involved onlY'S sixple choice between Victor 
Emmanuel or the Neapolitan Bourbons (othe r features such as thE open 
ballot and the c~3ting o~ more votes than there were electors were l e ss 
import~nt). The plebisc~tes g~vetho fnlse allUSion th3t Piedmont 
was really welcome in the douth. The se~uel is usually gloss0d over. 
Within Piedmont nothing was known about conditiuns in the .30uth. 
Farina, Cavour's agent there, - told CPlour that there were only 100 
unitarians (i.e. supportGrs of Unitea Ttaly) 8.Bong the 7,000,000 
populace). ,Cavour replied that unity must be imposed, and b~r November 
1861 half the Italian army was suppressing a rebullion in the South, 

• 
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where a n~tion~l spirit a nd knowledge even of the existence of 
Victor ~rum~nuel and CQvour were ~lmost non existent. The only 
feelings ware middle CIISS opposition to the Bourbons and the pro­
Garibaldi enthusi~sm of the pe~s3nts. ~ore Italilns were killed 
in the civil war th It followed unific ·~t ion than in 'lll the previous 
w~rs, insurrections and executions of the disorgimento. 

My account of C~vour's role in the unificqtion has been h'lsty 
~nd episodic, but I hope it has shown the sort of picture of him that 
is emerging now th~t his p~pers can be properly studied. The jungle 
of n St tionalist myth is being hacked aw'1Y. Far from being."The 
m'lster-piece of the liberal spirit", It a li an unific~tion was p~rt the 
product of chance and purt of Eiedmontese ruthlessness. It is far 
closer to the unific:J.tion of Germ'my than Croce would 'lllow. The 
only real difference is that Prussil did it alone. 

++ 1-+ ++ ++ ++ ++ 

Just ~bout the time these stirring events were tumbling one 
after .mother in It:1.ly, ':1, pure ly dOluestic crisis brought rlis;;13.rck to 
power in Prussia. He '.VelS ne)l'" 47. Like C'wour, ~islnarck W'lS the 
Y0un6er son of a mInor aristocratic fa~ily. His father was a member 
of the Junker cl :tss of Prussi~n landowners, but his mother, from whom 
he inherited his intelli~ence, W:1.S not. For a short time he was a 
Prussian ci~il serv~nt, but then resigned in dis~ust. rie next spent 
eight l :1.ngu ishin~ ye:1.rs working the f amily estates. Unlike Cavour, 
J3ismJ.rck had no interest, whatsoever in ~l.gricultur3.1 i mproveillent or in 
any of the new Joctrines in economic s or science, or, inde ~d , in any 
of the norm~l arts of cultured life; He held few friends :1.nd when in 
power "had no collecl6ues ) onl/ s uborjin 'l tes oi

• Ehere are two features 
of Bismarck's b 2ckground th~t ought to be stressed. He was a North 
German and a Protest ~nt7 Lhat is, he W'lS represent qtive of thqt part 
of germany which looks out tow~rds the Jort~ Se~ and the world market, 
rather t h'ln to C:ltholic ::)outh Gernetny, Vienna ilnd the outlet of the 
D::mube. 

When dism~rck rasi6ned from t he Civil Service (before doing so 
he had abandoned his official duties to ch~se after 1 niece of the 
Duke of Clevel ~nd a nd nearly m~rried her - intersting to specul~te 
what would have happened) he m~de the revealing com~ent: "The Prussian 
official i s like a member of an orchestra, but I wlnt to play only the 
music which I myself like, or none at '111". ..iost men in authority 
love power illore for its own sake thln they care to admit. In 
Bisill~rck's case, love of power determineJ illany of his a ctions. He 
held it for twenty-eight years and was furious when he lost it 
(deservedly) in 1890. 

Bismarck w~s Q. far less a ttractive char~cter thln Cavour 
(exce p t to those to whom strength of will and intell igence are in 
themselves attractive). Cavour ~ained much of hia strength ~s a 
statesmln from his wide aLllost co,anon-sense knowledge of the world. 
jismarck's strength lay in his power over the men with whom he would 
come in contact - a power derived from his superior intelligence, but 
also from his ruthle ssness . C~v0ur 's ruthlessness w~s disse~bled 
under his ailli~b ility and his finesse in ~ct ion, 3ismarck's was all 
perv _l.s ive. liere is one eX:1..aple: whilo he was in the diplolTIltic 
service he wa s an aJvo cate of an 211i~nce with Napoleon III in 
defian ce of the princip10 of leJitimacy on which Prussian foreign 
policy h'ld hitherto be~n . ased. fhis is what he wrote; "I subordin:lte 
legi timism in Er'lnce completely to my specifically Pr'lS8iu.I1 p'1.triotism. 
Without 'lny r egard tu the p~rson 'lt the he~d for the time being, Fr:1.nce 
counts for lne merely as a piece:, but an u;1 _",o iuu.ble one, in the game of 
poli tic""l chess, 'l ga:ncl in which I ::I.l. callaJ upon to serve only my own 
kinl5 and my olm country •••• nor do I oelieve it possible to carry out 
a prinCiple in politics as something whose remotest consequences 
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l ~d~u of thu outcomu of ~v~ntu . 

.t3is,,'\ r c:< w:: fir:3t 111cJ for..:no!lt' Prl'sl .. n n t 'on 1 st .. ~ 
b ., l iuv ed t ~l't t l-'russi"'n int",rlo! ta \,71' inly 'ln 1ncn n o in ~er Crc:lt 
l)o lvG r st· t us) 113, .. ,mded til t!)f1 sho 11 iJ0ln n t,<: n.·, whol of nQr r.&,rn 
uerulll1Y ).nd uxclw.l AU3tri 1. fl'011 .. ",r.o",n 'lff tirs . Hi ~Jol1c1_s wee 
g uide d t h ,"r ~fllr", by t he t('/st of whe thl.lr ti",.', u1 tad thv 1ntcroo :: 1)1 the 
.er ussi J. n s t .1.tc . Jf cours~ , tll·j st?tom"nt "thtJ .. ert.:sto of tr.e 
Prus s i n s t 'l t e,1 is t oo 15ulWC' 1 to 00 of llu(.h sie!inific nc- . dut 
"?r uS S1 .ln i n tores t s' ue nt for .hoJn rck tht: pr .. scr'/')ticn of his soc!",l 
Cl lSd, t h~ junke r s, n1 thoruforu of tho cons r/ltlvu, on rc~lc 1 
pol it i c a l ~ t r~e t J r a in PruBsi~ which e~ r5~d from l84e . This meant 
t h ~ t 1. t .11 1 e03 t s , r US8i mus t not ,n<.. r ti'" lnto ~crm ny, but ;er-:l~r.j' ::;~t 

be Pruss i '1l1 is ~d . l:lism'uek put tfjis in his usu'l crud .. '.11'./ w1;l.ln .e 
s~id " ..r c r Gl:lny dc..U3 nvt l·.)o~c to Pr ussi n :' i b~r"lis:n, but to her .;;tr.ngtl". ·I . 
fh is l ed finl11y t o th~ d i vision of vcr:no.ny .t tL~ .{ivt,;r Inn , O..it 
If: ~ny e:l.s~ , ~e r .nJ.n uni t y W:)'3 111ei JGnt'll , 9. bY-·t'r~11uct of ~hc purs'li ~ 
o f J?russ i 3.n in t e r ~.3ts . In thi3 s~n..,~ ' io1;;L":!!1 unity w s si.1l11'lr 
process t v C,lVOUr' ,. pr ",uourin •• 1tly i,-Jlont~se consi er .tions I'.S 1 ti:::.. 
i n It2. l~ ·n uni t," , :.lnJ re m'u'k.:> y siwillr l.n th:lt both C1V.;lUr ~"d Jis::nrc .. 
hJ.u fir Gl pr ~ct i c tl r-ro_r· .... :lr.p <> of <lX, ln~non, C'I"our in nor :n~rr: I" :11", 
J i slil' ,rc]c 1.1 no r th': r !', rl:! r .;J ... l, .... Lien w.:r~ Sll:'),:. r$~ ' . '.l t::c p '3,~. : 'J:-
e ven ts : tho 6",n i ous of bctl~ of i,. in W S to rc:co '>?I' 50:1-= S<' "bl'lnc~ o!' 
control by t he ir 1. ~pt)Un to chln~e~ ciurcu.st nces. 

At fir 3 t 3 i sm~rek' s polici for Pr~~si JiffGr~( little fro:n that 
of his pr ~ d c cc ssor s . ~ve r sinc_ the ~rfu~t Un_o~ of _849 nnJ tte ~gree-

l!1e~t of Jl:nutz in 1850, Pru>sil .1I1J .,",~-.;t!'i_ I .d :)02en cy.plicitl~' 'lnJ 
implicitlJ qu :-. rr t lling in Ge r .n:-.ny . As 1''1.:/1 r COO:lo::!nts "~is:n.rc!{ did 
not invent t he con f lic t ~ it h AUJtril . It 1 3d been in exist nee ave r 
since 1849 " ,:,vt..ry Prusei 'ln h ,,1 in3 i s t (;; I ttl1t equ:llity ';/:\3 the 
n6eess'..ry condi tio n for Au s t ro - .C' russ i 3.n fri0nd shi p . ,hn tt:uffc 1 
refused to b ~ck A ustri ~ during th0 Cri :ne~n w~r ; ~eh l €in i t z de.n~nJed 

Jlilit "uy s,"prel!1~cy not b of th ~ .h in i n l 8?9; ..::l'..:, r nstoff repe~.t~d this 
d o :n~nd in 1 361. All thr tie s hr ~n~ fr o~ aJmit t i n~ th.t th~J could 
achi eve t h i s a.im only by '.nr ; 'md :j i .sill'lrc:~ tou , did not ydt f1ee th i s 
h,:l r d fac t . ' 

dis~~rck i n f ~ ct t ho ~gh t th~t AUQLril ' S J i f f iCJlt i es : l one 
p~rt i c~l~rlJ in I t a ly, wou l d anlo l e h i m t o l chi e ve the nticess~ry 

incre~se of Pr~ a 3i qn po wu r, th q t i s "s upr ~m~cy 1n north Ge r many , 
equality Lhr oughout Ge rm~ny . And, inde e d, had Aus t r i a. pur s ued the 
wi ses t cours~ she woul d h 3v e conc e d ~ J this . Inst ~'ld she ~ct e~ li ke 
a r a bbit p ~r ~lys e d by th e sn l ke ab out to s tr ike . Sh d n dit her p urs ued 
the po licy of Me t t e rnich of co oPb r ~tin~ with Pr uss i l , or of Schw~ r =e nburg 

~nJ d ict ~ ting to he r . Ji 3m~rck , too, w~s f 0und e ring in sd~rch of 
t he righ t ' p olicy . He h':cd 'J.t l tJ'.ls t thr ,,,,) po l icie s for building up 
Pru8s i an powe r each i nvo l v i ng hur r d l l t.lOn S with A ~ s tri 2 . fhEY Wd r e -

Fi r stly : in ~ lli ancu wi ' ~ Aus t r i 2 ~Jain s t t ha othe r Ge rm~n dt n t es -
t ri ed i n J ~n. 1'6 4 in the agre dwe nt for j Oint Qction ove r 
S l ~svig ~nd Ho l s t e i n, a nd r epu a ted i n th o tre~ ty of Gas t e in of 
1865, '.lnd off ", r ed '1S l 'l t e ' ,S thy l866~ only 1. month be for e 
t he outbr a~k of wa r. f h 0 jem'lnd w~s : Pru ssi~ to comm1.~ d 

~ll the a rme d f orcus d or t h 0f tho ~Qin . Austri a woul d on l y 
agr ee provid e d Prus si'). wo ul ~uarant~e Vena til . 
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fear of defeat, but because of the consequences which victory 
would bring." As Bismarck himself said "~ven if Prussia wins, ' 
where will it lead to? i;ven if we took Alsace, we should have to 
defend it, and in the end the French would finJ a llies again, and 
things could ~o badly." In 1867 Bismarck thou~ht he had found a 
means of satisfying Napoleon's need for presti~e. 1ux~mbour~ could 
be acquired by ~rance. It was in personal union with the King of 
Holland who cU ;.l. ld sell it to pay his de..-)ts. This was no trap for 
France: rlismarck wanted peace, while the north ~erman Confederation 
was made. fhe Luxembourgers did not consider themselves , German. 
What took Jisillarck by surprise and removed events out of his hands 
was the outburst of German national feeling against France acquiring 
Luxemboc1rg. Just as after Vill,afranca Italian national feeling 
became a force to be reckoned with so, after ciadowa did Jerman national 
feeling. All Bismarck's instincts were to compromise with new forces 
in an attempt to alter their character. 

As .o:.:rich .8yck remarks of Bismarck and the strength of Gar 'nan 
opinion in 1867: "Until then he had been enga,5ed in a cabinet policy, 
which did not take account of public opinion and whiqh was merely 
dictated by the interests of Prussian power politics. No~ he , saw 
that public opinion could no longer be ignored. Indeed, Dismarck 
found that the national feeling of the ~erman people was the strongest 
weapon in his hand. From now on he brought his public utterances 
into line with this idea. He spoke and acted as the champion of the 
German national cause. The Luxembourg affair was the turning point 
in Bismarck's development from a Prussian to a German statesman." 

So far I have roughly followed the interpretation of Bismarck's 
• two latest biographers, ~yck and Taylor. But at this point comes 

the parting of the ways. l';yck, as a g ood German emi iS re liberal 
now turns on Bismarck for having mercilessly plotted the downfall of 
Prance. faylor's interpretation continues to picture Bismarck 
coerced by events. ~qual certitude accompanies both interpretations. 

If I now ,ut forward Taylor's I do F0 without cOillplete conViction, 
but because it is certainly the more arresting. '\~e have reached the 
stage where in France Napoleon is being fJrced on by demands for a 
reassertion of French prestige~ and in 1870 Gramcnt became Foreign 
l'linister of France ~ an extremist who hoped to hum'ble Prussia. In 
Germany Bismarck has cominitted himself to the German national cause 
for his own ends. Did they include also the next stage in the 
unification of Germany? 

fhe cause of th~ war was the French reaction to Prince Leopold's 
candidature for the vacant ~panish throne. The documents for a 
complete study of this episode have recently been published. They 
reveal Bismarck's secret complicity in the proposal of Prince Leopold~ 

.but they do not throw conclusive light on whether the episode was 
planned by Bismarck to unleash a major War. Dr. G00chthinks they 
do. ~ut there is one curious piece of evidence on the 6ther side 
which {aylor ~ses. 

Prince Leopold was a Hohenzollern (of the Prussian royal 
family), as a Catholic and King of Spain he would enhance the 
prestige of the King of Prussia a.ld thus help Bismarck in his 
dealings with the south Germans. It would also prevent France from 
making a satellite of Spain and, by forc:i,ng her to keep an army on 
the cipanish border, reduce her po\ver to interfere in Germany (and so 
make war either less likely, or easi~r for Jermany - depending on 
which interpretation is followed). . 

When France heard of the candidature she insisted on its 
withdrawal and guarantees th~t it would not be renewed. Bismarck 
is supposed to have foreseen this and that it would be a pretext 
for war. Here is wh~re the curiou' occurrence fits in. In fact 
France only knew of the candidature ' rough a fortuitous accident -
the blund~r of a cypher clerk. OtJo~nlise Leopold would have been 



tlQ/3 t.hli! w(lt' lLli"l b~O)Ill,j .Lfl'Vlt 1 01', Ji .1i'lreK el~.ifil11t. •• 
Ius yWf1. rhQ "Tid t 1",[,1"11,1 dIll YlOt c l.l'h~ tt.' wur, it exploded it 
t· tim' to $ Ii t, .Jl lm,lrc~, 1 t: ~lilS .llerpl.( u ell b.l hirtt to n'\toh 

the JoIn. ltv from th rren~li. J.hJl!Drl; only Cl .. iw' J to hllV§ planne! 
th 1 \>/.dh j t .ll1ificu tion .. ftl.!r it b i bElen ""1'1 td aft~r 
mi-fic' hen hUd b It'l Jcl1ieved. 

Jism~rck'G original plun for Unific~tlon hi1 re~ched only to 
th~ I~ in: dUrln~ the war it was extendecl to thl Inn und so br <.Ight 
in the ;5 uth G r.nQn Jtates, chiefly as 11 necessi ty of tn~ 'oJ r against 
franne. !h1. 4 is "'ow Inylor put:;l it '.r'ur from uSing the 'oJ~r to 
prvtllote uniflc· .. tion , he sought unifl.cuti<>n to continue the war . " 
The prolong~tion of the war due to the unexpected continued resistance 
of Paris htld crQuted a JanliSorous si tuation. J3iSM,rck wat. di trust rul 
of the 30uch Germun States and th~ir eff~ct on protEstant ~onlrchlcal 
Prussia. He brought them in to avoid their makin~ separate pe~ce 
treaties \.i eh 'Fra.nce and so prolon,:;in,; the war wi ttl its ever increuslr.g 
risk of fOr&l~n intervention. Unc~ included in the i~pire the 
southern states w mld have to staJ in the Y.'lil.r to the finish . 

Finally, raylor ar~Jes th~t at first ~i3marck hau no d'sire to 
annex Alsace and Lorraine because he was well awarp. of the dan~ers of 
inclujin~ French Ilanori he:; Wl thin the Jerlllan ';mpire. fhe pressure 
caure froJl tl.e ,termsn generals on' str'ilteeic grounds anu from ..reI' :;an 
nationalist opinion of which Jismarck, who had be~un his c~r~er to 
defeat it , ,.,as now the prisoner . ..hat is undeniaole is that Bis.rw.rc:k 
spent the next twenty years ntteillpting to find st~ble diplomatic 
patterns wr,ich would stavlj off the consequences of the 1fin iAi-/.; 
?eace treaty with Frunce . 

+ + + + + + + 

Cavour a~d ..;is.:larc;{ were Great, but they wtlre not super human • 
.'either zet '''ut to unite their countri'~8, both were swept along by thl.l 
current of events . And yet the finished forms of the two ~nificat~ons 
- ho~ever probaole so~e unification was - were p~culiarly the proJac s 
of politics . Not of the politics of individual men alono, but a 
cOlllplicated interplay of tendency, chance, the actiona of stutesmen -
~ith consequences so.etimes and sometimes noe {ore eden - "as well as of 
the unaccountable reactions of the masses . 

As far as Cavuur anJ ~is~arck were concerned, their rc d1neas to 
make co~pro~i$es with everyday realities gave a false 2mpress1on of ths1r 
omnipotence; at th~ sa1e ti~e these c~~promi$es did give to tbo two 
states~en a ~reatar influence on events than ~ore rigid and le~~ able 
statesmen ha~e . Co~promi~cs1 however, It~J th~ lndivi~u~l f3C from hi 
starting point. Cavour died early, bllt ::lis:larCk lived on . He 
compromised ·.,ith universal suffra.ge, thllugh e.tteillptlng to hmit it,.;: 
conseqUlJnCflS i with <"atholici.':ltll, 1'1 aWRY with ";r)clal LHll (-,,,<-'If n 
letC131ati4Jn). jy l8Q O ciSinl:l.rcY.'iJ.n ,*xpudionts wen- lIt LtD 'nd: 1n the 
p.,l1t1cal crisis of th t yeur ht) clJulJ only coun ... ",l 1 coup J t t t 
w~ich thruutened civil w~r inJ~rilllny . 

r 101111 Ol)"clud with a wi·lt; tunil' 1U~>ut.l.Cln. doth It 1y a.nd 
Cernany ~onle'f(ld l,uufL"·lti.Hi only ut th(l !It'iCll of 0.1"1 flrrost<::u docial 
dovtl1op.lIont. rh 'J ,,J.J.ndd fno 10<11 of ~t.J.on 11.::; n Itlons, but .... 1thin th .. 
c:r'Jci 1 1" ljYJt:Jcn~o of ow t ,etwe n clo.oclcr; wur wl.thhvlJ. In It of 
the n:et. 01 l1estern .... urQPt: thOt,ll Llijl.lt)tw nto, t.OW"V -r fitfl,.\lly, w.re 
ta~l~. Il'D~. vut Itoly Wti run by pa 'u~D-pnrli.~ nt· ry dlct~t re 
I 1.'UI;l.11;; lJy CrlJ""'(j (1nd Chll!llJtd.ll)l'. rbi~ WI.UI l)lll'tly thtl tt:lt'lult ot C.VO\l1' 

nli Bier.: rck: r,Q ttl V~IUO ttJ h J.V \J," r ""..1 r~ Ii fttion of how n.' 1. 
fUI'lin" "oJld [) '"plOH(J t,; uU!'f1U,t ,. 'rowt:1 of liberaU 
It VI th r~ ~lt Df Lhv Bolt ~oc.ptl~n of th mal. I who 
j) ttl I) r n tiCln(11 1510ry n,th~r thlll.n w1nn:l.ni advance .. nt 
[~ p0ltpon l 1 rr at of tnt. wal the 1920 ' , oholol 0 

I 
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