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This booklet is intended to be used in conjunction with your own notes.

It contains an overview of the main changes and reasons for change.

The last section of the booklet has more detailed information on the topics for Extension Unit 4 – Witches: Tolpuddle Martyrs: Conscientious Objectors.  You are advised to tackle the optional question on these topics.

CRIME, PUNISHMENT AND PROTEST, 1450 – PRESENT

This booklet presents you with an overview of events and seeks to help you understand continuity and change in Crime, Punishment and Protest and the factors which influenced change.

EARLY MODERN PERIOD 1450 – 1750

Changes in Society

During this period many important changes took place in society.  These changes:-

· Created some new crimes
· Created new developments in old crimes
· Created a growing fear of crime
· Influenced the way people were punished
1.
Population grew rapidly


- this led to growing unemployment amongst the lower classes.

2.
Enclosures

· enclosing land for sheep farming also put agricultural labourers out of work.

3.
Bad harvests

- mid-century and in the 1590s, these led to high food prices.

4.
Low wages


- caused by unemployment meant the poor could not always afford food.

5.
Closing of the monasteries, 1536-9


- meant that the help given to the poor was ended.

6.
Religious changes


- Henry VIII made himself ‘Supreme Head of the Church in England’ in 1534

· The reign of Edward VI brought extreme Protestantism, 1547–53

· Mary returned to Catholicism and burnt Protestants, 1553-8

· Elizabeth set up a moderate Protestant Church of England, 1559

· but some Catholics plotted to replace Elizabeth by Mary, Queen of Scots

· extreme Protestants (Puritans) wanted to ‘purify’ the English Church

7.
The power of the monarch

· Henry VIII made the Crown more powerful by reducing the Nobles’ power

· ruling the Church made monarchs more powerful

· but religious disputes were now an attack on the power of the monarch

· social unrest was also seen as a threat to the monarch’s power.

8.
Civil War, 1642-8


- partly caused by religious differences, it caused great upheaval in society.

9.
Invention of printing, late fifteenth century

· books, pamphlets, broadsheets (newspapers) fanned religious discontent

· they also gave alarming reports about the growth of crime

10.
Customs and Excise duties


- by 1700 more government expenditure led to rapid increase in these duties.

11.
Increased travel, 1700-50


- better roads and the development of coaches led people to travel more

12.
Landowner’s changing attitudes

· in the Middle Ages, landowners helped the poor with charitable gifts

· alarmed by the increase in ‘masterless men’, many stopped by 1600

· the upheaval of the Civil War confirmed the need to control the poor

· landowners became determined to protect their rights and property

13.
Growth of trade and commerce

· this caused London to grow rapidly as an important commercial centre

· the size and wealth of London attracted criminals

· commercial development created a growing class of very rich people.

CRIMES AGAINST AUTHORITY – REBELLION AND PROTEST

In this period rulers did not really make any distinction between REBELLION, where the rebels were trying to overthrow the government, and PROTEST, where protesters were trying to draw attention to their grievances.

PROTEST:
Case Study 1:
The Pilgrimage of Grace, 1536

Causes

The Pilgrimage of Grace, which took place in the north, was a protest against religious change.

When Henry VIII left the Roman Catholic Church in 1534, it brought Protestant changes – services and Bibles in English rather than Latin; removal of statues and wall paintings in churches; some saints’ days and festivals cancelled.  Finally in 1536, to acquire their wealth and prevent any opposition to his new role as Supreme Head of the Church in England, Henry began to close the monasteries which had always provided help for the local poor when there was sickness or bad harvests.

Aims of the rebels

1.
Restoration of Catholic services

2.
Re-opening of the monasteries

3.
Tax cuts

4.
Dismissal of some of the King’s Protestant councillors

Events

Rebels – 30,000 protestors, including some nobles and led by Robert Aske, a gentleman, took control of York, Hull and Pontefract and asked for a meeting with the King’s representatives at Doncaster.  Their takeover was peaceful – only one person was killed.  They proclaimed their loyalty to the king although the criticised some of his councillors.

Government Action – Henry VIII pardoned the majority but the leaders, nearly 200, were tried for treason and condemned to death.  Aske was hanged, drawn and quartered in York.  The others were executed in their home counties as a warning.

Why did the Government react so harshly?

· As head of the Church, Henry was God’s representative so any challenge to him was a challenge to God.

· Nobles were supposed to support the king so the fact that some nobles took part in the protest was a good reason to punish them severely.  It turned the Tudor idea of society upside down if nobles were seen to be agreeing with the lower classes.

· At the time government would never meet even the most just demands of protesters who were armed.  It would undermine the power of the government and encourage others to rebel.

· There was a real danger that Catholic countries would try to restore Catholicism to England.  Unless this religious protest was put down firmly, Catholic countries might be encouraged to invade.

PROTEST: Case Study 2:  Kett’s Rebellion, 1549

Causes

Kett’s rebellion was a protest about economic change.

See ‘Changes in Society’, 1-4: these form the background to the crisis.

In 1549 the effects of a bad harvest were made worse by a wave of enclosures.  Poor people who lost jobs or grazing rights blamed the greed, rich landowners.  Some landowners, and even wealthy townspeople, also felt enclosures were unjust.  The fact that the boy King Edward’s Regent, Lord Protector, Somerset, set up a commission to enquire into enclosures probably encouraged the protesters.

Events

July 1549 – a large group of protesters gathers in Norfolk to pull down the fences of Flowerdew, an enclosing landowner.  They were led by Robert Kett, a rival landowner and lawyer from Yorkshire.

Peaceful protest – Kett led 16,000 protesters to Norwich where they camped outside the city walls for six weeks.  The drew up a list of 29 grievances including high food prices, enclosure, high rents.  They emphasised their loyalty to the King.  The refused to disperse when they were offered a pardon by the King.  They expected to have their grievances dealt with first.

Armed protest – the protesters took Norwich and advanced on Yarmouth.

Government Action –  the Earl of Warwick was sent with an army of 10,000 and killed 3,000 rebels in battle.  Kett was hanged in chains from the walls of Norwich castle.  At least 50 others were executed.

Why did the Government react so harshly?

· Although many felt that the protest was justified, the government could not afford to give in to the demands of an armed band of protesters as it might encourage others to do the same.
· 1549 was a year of crisis; there had already been a rising in the West of England.  There was much social, economic and religious discontent which made the government fear that society was getting out of control.
· Because the King was a minor and there was a Lord Protector (regent) it was felt that the government was potentially weak and therefore needed to show its strength.
CONSPIRACY TO REBEL:  The Gunpowder Plot, 1605

Causes

The Gunpowder Plot was an attempt be some leading Catholics to blow up the King and his ministers at the state opening of Parliament and to set up a Catholic government.

Catholics objected to the harsh laws against them set up in Elizabeth’s reign – heavy fines for not attending the Anglican church; imprisonment and fines for taking part in Catholic services; trials for treason for Catholic priests who tried to convert people to Catholicism.

The laws were often not enforced but when James I became King in 1603 he had implied that he might remove the laws altogether.  This led many Catholics, who had hidden their religion previously, to begin to practise it openly.  James and his ministers feared a possible religious war if there were too many Catholics so the laws were now rigidly enforced.

James had made peace with Catholic Spain so there was no hope for Catholics that Spain would try to help them.

Events

The Plotters ​ - Led by Robert Catesby they tried, during 1604, to dig under the Houses of Parliament but came up against a stone wall.

They managed to rent a cellar which went under the Parliament building and filled it with 35 barrels of gunpowder.  Guido Fawkes was to light the gunpowder on 5th November when Parliament met.

Meanwhile, a letter was sent to Lord Monteagle advising him not to go to the opening of Parliament ‘for they shall receive a great hurt yet shall not see who hurts them’.  This may have been written by Francis Tresham, one of the plotters and Monteagle’s brother-in-law.  Monteagle took the letter to Sir Robert Cecil, James’ chief minister.

Government action – on 4th November the cellars under the Parliament building were searched and Guido Fawkes was discovered.  Under torture he appears to have confessed to the plot.

Troops were sent to arrest the other plotters who had gathered at Holmby House in the Midlands.  Some were shot and all the rest, except Francis Tresham, were tortured, put on trial, found guilty and hanged, drawn and quartered.  The quarters were displayed on spikes in different towns.

Some historians believe that Robert Cecil knew about the plot all the time and encouraged it so that Catholics could be entrapped and Catholicism could be shown to be a danger to the country.  Certainly, it was odd that Francis Tresham was not arrested with the others, but when he was finally put in the Tower of London, in December, he died mysteriously, as did the man who rented out the cellar to Catesby.

Government treatment of the plotters

· Torture was the usual means of extracting confessions at the time.
· Hanging, drawing and quartering was the standard punishment for treason – it was intended to be as agonising as possible in order to be a warning to others, in this case Catholics.
· Most people would have supported the government’s action because Catholics, only about 5% of the population, were hated and feared as a result of the burning or Protestants in Mary’s reign and the Catholic plots against Elizabeth which could have brought civil war.
NEW CRIMES 1450 – 1750

NEW CRIMES:
Cast Study 1: Vagrancy

Vagrants or Vagabonds were people who wandered from place to place without a settled home or a job.  Some took to begging or crime but most were just looking for work.

Causes of vagrancy
See ‘Changes in Society’, 1 – 5, which explains reasons for poverty and unemployment.

When wars ended ex-soldiers swelled the number of unemployed.

Government actions – laws against vagrancy
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Why were vagabonds treated as criminals?

The government’s laws, shown above, obviously made vagabonds into criminals.

The laws were passed partly because some vagrants did commit crimes.

People supported the laws, on the whole, because they believed that idleness was wrong and felt that vagabonds could get a job if they really tried.

The better-off residents of a parish had to pay the Poor Rate to provide for the poor of their parish.  They did not want to have to pay for the upkeep of the poor from elsewhere so they supported laws which did not allow the poor and unemployed to wander.

The government was concerned that there were so many ‘masterless men’ – wanderers who owed no loyalty to any master.  They believed they were a threat to law and order and the stability of society.

Pamphlets and broadsheets (newspapers) exaggerated the numbers of vagrants and implied that they were all beggars and criminals; this encouraged people’s fear of vagrancy.

Were vagabonds really a threat?

· Those who were criminals or fraudulent beggars were only a minority.

· Most vagabonds were genuinely poor and unemployed and were simply looking for work.

· People believed that the number of vagrants was continually rising.  In fact, surviving records show that numbers went up considerably in the years following bad harvests, when wages also tended to be very low, but dropped again in more prosperous times.

NEW CRIMES:
Case study 2: 
Witchcraft

How did witchcraft become a crime?

Government action – In the Middle Ages witchcraft had been dealt with by church courts because it was a crime against the church.  Once Henry VIII became Head of the Church it also became a crime against the state.  A law of 1542 made witchcraft a criminal offence, to be tried in the ordinary courts and punishable by death.  A series of laws on witchcraft followed.

James I apparently believed in witches and wrote a book ‘Daemonologie’ about how to recognise them.  He encouraged the ‘witchcraze’ of the 17th century.

People’s beliefs – People were very superstitious about events they could not explain – therefore blamed them on witchcraft.  It was believed that witches could make storms, make people and animals sick and were servants of the devil.

Protestants, who saw the Pope as ‘Anti-Christ’ could easily come to believe that Catholics were servants of the Devil – hence witches.

Witches were used as scapegoats to explain the social and economic problems of the 16th century and the political problems of the 17th century.

The work of witchfinders like Matthew Hopkins encourage people to believe in witchcraft.

NEW CRIMES:
Case Study 3:
Poaching

How did poaching become a crime?

Rich landowners wanted to protect their property rights.

Government action – In the early 18th century laws were passed which gave the right to hunt only to landowners whose land was worth £100 a year and they could hunt anywhere.  Other, less wealthy, landowners could not hunt at all even on their own land.

In 1725 the Black Act made poaching a capital offence.  Possessing dogs or snares which could be used for hunting was punishable by a £5 fine or 3 months in prison.

Was poaching really a crime?

· Statistics seem to show that the majority of poachers were poor workers who poached to supplement their diet or income.

· Obviously there were some poachers who did it as a living and there were some who worked in gangs and made great profits.

· The opinion of most people seems to have been that the laws were a piece of class legislation for the benefit of rich landowners and therefore they connived at poaching by buying the game which was readily available at markets and country inns.

NEW CRIMES:
Case Study 4:
Smuggling

How did smuggling become a crime?

Government action – Increased expenditure meant that the government vastly increased customs and excise duties during the late 17th and 18th centuries.  This was because there was no significant source of regular taxation, like income tax, at the time.  In the 1720s the duty on many items – wine, brandy tea, silk – was over 30% of the price.  This gave rise to smuggling – bringing goods into the country without paying duty on them.

Customs and Excise officers found it very difficult to stop smuggling because of the thousands of miles of unguarded coastline and the thousands of people involved, either in helping the smugglers or in buying smuggled goods.  All classes of society, as with poaching, seemed to benefit.

Was smuggling a social crime?

A social crime is one which breaks the existing law but which many believe benefits people.

· Since about 70% of smugglers were farm labourers, smuggling could be seen as a way of supplementing, or even replacing, low wages.  In Sussex, the declining cloth industry in the 18th century led some cloth workers to take up smuggling when they became unemployed.

· It was argued that high duties prevented the poor buying certain goods, so smuggling helped them by lowering the price of items like tea.

· Adam Smith, the economist, argued that the government had just created a crime by imposing high duties which were against ‘natural justice’.

· The government argued that loss of customs duties made it difficult to run the government and pay for wars.

· Whilst many were involved in smuggling because of need, the most successful smugglers operated in large gangs and made huge profits.  They often did battle with customs officers, regularly committed murders in the course of their activities and terrorised local people into silence.

· Justice could be undermined by smuggling.  Magistrates sometimes did not dare to commit a smuggler to gaol to await trial.  His gang might well set the magistrate’s house or barns on fire.  When smugglers were executed riots to try and release them often broke out.

The decline of smuggling

Smuggling was so widely supported that it only declined significantly because, in the 19th century, the government pursued a policy of Free Trade which slashed the customs duties and made goods much cheaper.

NEW OPPORTUNITES FOR OLD CRIMES

Case Study 1:
Highway Robbery

Highway robbery was not a new crime but it became very frequent in the 18th century and was one of the most feared crimes.

Why did highway robbery develop?


Increased wealth meant there were more rich people to rob.

As some roads started to improve, richer people travelled in their own coaches or the newly developed stage coaches and so became a target for highwaymen.

There were many lonely stretches of road where travellers could easily be held up.

Handguns were more readily obtainable and were the standard weapon of the highwayman.

There was no police force and local constables did not chase highwaymen across the county boundaries.

How true is the popular image of highwaymen?

· They were believed to be ‘gentlemen of the road’ – non-violent and polite, particularly to women.  They were believed to rob the rich rather than the poor.
· This image was enhanced by a poem written about Dick Turpin in the century after his death.
· In most cases they probably did not need to use violence as their victims usually handed over their money as soon as they were stopped.  The highwayman could make his escape quickly on horseback, so, as he was not under threat, he could afford to be charming.  There was little point in robbing the poor at all.
· In reality, many highwaymen, including Dick Turpin, were vicious and violent.  Turpin robbed women travelling alone and killed at least one man who tried to capture him.  Before becoming a highwayman he had been in a gang of housebreakers who had thrown an old woman on the fire.  Even his famous dash to York for freedom was a myth.
Why did highway robbery decline?

Much improved roads meant that coaches travelled faster so it was more difficult to stop them.

Increased traffic meant there were fewer deserted stretches of road.

Travellers started to carry banker’s drafts rather than cash as banking became more sophisticated.

JPs withdrew licences from taverns which were know to harbour highwaymen.

Highwaymen were more likely to be caught later in the century because large rewards for information leading to their arrest were offered.  Mounted patrols were set up around London to watch for highwaymen.

These measures were taken because the government saw highway robbery as a very serious crime which threatened the links between towns and disrupted the postal service.

Case Study 2:
Jonathan Wild, Thief-taker General

What does his career show about law enforcement at the time?

Jonathan Wild is often known as the first modern gangster.  This is because he came to control up to 7,000 criminals in London whilst, at the same time, posing as a law enforcer.

He came to London in 1709 and was in prison the following year.  When released he set himself up as a ‘thief-taker’ – someone who informed on criminals or arrested them for a reward.

At the same time he paid thieves to burgle houses for him and then promised those who had been robbed that he would get their goods back for a sum of money.  Once thieves had burgled on his behalf, he could blackmail them, by threatening to turn them over to the authorities, if they did not continue.  He sometimes did turn people in for the reward money but they could not retaliate by claiming he was a receiver of stolen goods because he was careful not to handle them himself, except when returning them to their owners.

In 1717 Wild gave himself the title of ‘Thief-taker General’ after he used informed to break up and arrest rival gangs of burglars and highwaymen.

Though the authorities were aware of his criminal activities they appear to have allowed him to continue because of the number of criminals he brought to justice.  Finally, in 1725, he was arrested for receiving stolen goods and was hanged.  For a time after his death there was a surge in the crime rate.

· His career demonstrates the weakness of existing law enforcement agencies during this period because the authorities needed to depend on the assistance of a know criminal to enforce the law.

PUNISHMENT 1450 – 1750

Most punishments in this period were a continuation of those used in the Middle Ages:-

The Pillory – used for cheating, selling faulty goods, sometimes for sex crimes

The Stocks -  used for minor offences like drunkenness

Ducking Stool ​ -  used to punish women convicted of being ‘scolds’.

Whipping and Branding – these took place in public; vagrants and thieves who had stolen goods worth less than a shilling would be whipped and might also be branded for a second offence; regular drunkards were also whipped.

Fines – used for minor offences – swearing, gambling, drunkenness, failing to attend church.

Prisons – were mainly used for debtors or those awaiting trial or execution or those who could not pay their fines.

There were some new punishments:-

House of Correction (Bridewells) – these were originally build in the late 16th century for vagrants, unmarried mothers and runaway apprentices.  They were whipped and forced to work hard.

Transportation – this was one of the most important changes in punishment in this period.  From the 1660s criminals were sent to the American colonies to serve sentences of seven or fourteen years, or life.  Transportation was usually used as an alternative to execution.

Public Execution -  this was not a new punishment, it had been used in the Middle Ages for major crimes like murder, treason, arson and for the theft of goods worth more than a shilling.  However, a great change took place in this period because of the number of minor offences which carried the death penalty.  In the 17th century the number of capital offences increased gradually but speeded up rapidly in the 18th century.  By 1815, 225 crimes were punishable by death.  This harsh punishment of crime became known as the ‘Bloody Code’.
WHY DID PUNISHMENT BECOME SO HARSH IN THIS PERIOD?

1.
The purpose of punishment

It was believed that punishment should be as public and as unpleasant to possible:-

· To punish the criminal and so that justice could be seen to be done.

· To deter others from crime.

· To remove the worst offenders from society by killing or transporting them.

2.
The belief that crime was increasing

The government believed that crime was increasing, partly because of the new crimes which had arisen and partly because crime was widely publicised by broadsheets.  In fact, the Sources below suggest that the crime rate, in general, was falling although they relate only to particular areas and to recorded crimes we do not know how many actual crimes were committed which did not come to trial.

SOURCES SHOWING CHANGES IN CRIME RATES

The usefulness of these sources is limited because they are only a sample so do not show all the available statistics for all types of crime in different areas.  They do not deal with unrecorded crime at all so it is possible that the crime rate was not going down but that less crimes were brought to trial.

	Records suggest that crime rose in the 1500s then fell steadily from the early 1600s.  Source 2 for example, shows crime in Cheshire.

Source 2

The number of

cases of

a) theft and other

property offences, 

and

b) murder, heard in

the Cheshire courts 

between 1580

and 1709
	
	Despite this general downward trend, all through this period there were sudden surges of crime, particularly in the years following bad harvest (see Source 3).  Similar rises happened when wars ended and the soldiers came home.  During wars crime decreased, but when wars ended there was a surge of men looking for work and, finding none, often turning to crime.

Source 3

Prosecutions (in thousands) for theft and other property offences in Surrey and Sussex 1730-41.  Food prices had been low during the 1730s.  Then two bad harvests were followed by the very cold winter of 1739-40.  The river Thames froze, stopping coal arriving from Newcastle for the south-eastern counties.  Work was also hard to come by and those who struggled by in the good years found themselves in desperate conditions.


Changes in religion led to protests, plots and rebellions.  The Civil War was the greatest rebellion of all and led to the execution of King Charles I.  Therefore both government and people felt insecure and wanted crime and protest dealt with severely.

3.
The ineffectiveness of law enforcement

Some methods of law enforcement had continued from the Middle Ages:-

Constables – two were elected for a year from amongst the wealthier people in towns and villages.  They were the main defence against crime but were unpaid officials.  They led the ‘hue and cry’; dealt with local, minor crimes like begging without a licence; inflicted punishments like whipping and were responsible for keeping those suspected of more serious crimes in gaol to await trial.

The Hue and Cry ​ - everyone had the responsibility of raising the alarm if they saw a crime being committed and of searching for suspected criminals.

The watch – In towns the constable was assisted by watchmen who looked out for crime during the night and reported to the constable in the morning.  The number of watchmen was greatly increased in the 1660s.

These methods were not very effective because:-

· Constables kept their ordinary jobs and were therefore only part time.  Because they only had the job for a year the law was being enforce much of the time by very inexperienced people.

· The hue and cry had worked in medieval villages because everyone knew everyone else.  It was far less effective in the growing towns where there were many people and many places to hide.

· The watchmen were paid very little and therefore were open to bribes by criminals to look the other way.  Many of them were old men who could not get a job elsewhere and they spent most of the night dozing in their shelters.

· Obviously medieval methods of law enforcement were not suitable to the changed conditions of the early modern period with its growing population and towns.

Some new methods of law enforcement were introduced:-

Rewards – were offered for the arrest of some criminals, particularly highwaymen.

Thief-takers – who tracked down criminals for the reward money.  These were usually self-appointed but were used by the authorities to help catch criminals.

The Army – was used to deal with riots, rebellions and protests and, sometimes to capture gangs of smugglers.

Revenue men (Customs officials) – were used to track down smugglers and smuggled goods.

Justices of the Peace - who had been used to run local courts in the Middle Ages, became responsible for overseeing local law enforcement in the 16th century.  They supervised the Constables; operated the Poor Law in their area; dealt with beggars and vagabonds; fixed wages; saw that the roads were maintained.  They were appointed by the Crown from the gentry class and were unpaid but gained status in their locality from the job.

Citizens – who were the victims of crime had the responsibility of bringing the criminal to justice.  They were expected to get an arrest warrant from the magistrate, find the criminal and deliver him to the Constable.

These methods were not very effective because:-

· Ordinary people were often intimidated by well-known criminals and did not dare to inform on them for the reward.
· Thief-takers were often thieves themselves and sometimes trapped the unwary into crime so that they could then catch them for a reward, eg Johnathan Wild.
· The Army was effective but its use against protests led to much discontent with the authorities.
· The Revenue men had only limited success in dealing with smuggling because there was too much coastline for their numbers to patrol and there was a lot of local support for smugglers.  Goods were quickly hidden or transported elsewhere by innkeepers, farmers and, occasionally, the vicar.
· Justices of the Peace were too overworked by too many responsibilities to be very effective.  They did not all enforce laws in the same way; eg many did not fine people for not going to church.
· Obviously citizens did not find it easy to track down criminals.
4.
Government attitudes

The people who satin both Houses of Parliament and made the laws were all wealthy landowners.  They were anxious to protect their property rights and privileges.  It could be argued that they passed the laws which came to make up the ‘Bloody Code’ in order to do so.  The laws against poaching, for example, seemed designed to protect only the wealthiest at the expense of the poor.

Other crimes which affected the rich came to be added to the list of hanging offences – sheep stealing, damaging wool machines, damaging toll roads.  By the end of the 18th century crimes against property were treated as seriously under the Bloody Code as crimes like murder.

5.
Belief in harsh punishment as a means of control

The government believed that the only way to stop the growth of crime was to make punishments harsher to act as a deterrent.  The ineffectiveness of existing methods of law enforcement made this seem the only option, given that there was much opposition in the country as a whole to the introduction of a police force.

Did executions increase under the Bloody Code?

In fact the numbers of executions appears to have gone down, partly because of the severity of punishments for relatively minor offences.

· Juries were often unwilling to convict for minor offences, like sheep stealing, because it carried the death penalty.  So about 30% of those tried were acquitted.

· For the same reason judges would often show leniency towards those who showed remorse for their crimes and would commute the death sentence to transportation.

· Transportation was the most important reason why the number of executions fell.  An increasing number of criminals was sent to the American Colonies.  Transportation had the advantage of removing the criminal from society.

SOURCES SHOWING THE FALL IN THE NUMBER OF EXECUTIONS

These sources are only a sample and should therefore be treated with some caution but they do seem to indicate a significant trend.
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A comparison of executions in Devon and London.






The numbers are the averages for executions in






each year in the decades listed

1600-10 1700-10





London
  150


  20





Devon
   25


   3

INDUSTRIAL BRITAIN 1750 – 1900

Changes in Society

During this period Britain underwent more rapid change than ever before.  These changes:-

· Created some new crimes

· Created new developments in old crimes

· Increased the level of protest

· Influenced the way people were punished

1.
The effects of the Agricultural Revolution

· led to poverty and unemployment in the countryside

· enclosure caused some small farmers to sell their land and become labourers

· new machinery meant less labourers were needed on farms
· too many labourers resulted in unemployment and kept wages low

· the roundsman system also helped keep wages low

· the rapid rise in the Poor Rate encouraged farmers to pay low wages

2.
The effects of the Industrial Revolution

· led to poverty, unemployment and poor living conditions

· new machinery used in factories created unemployment for skilled workers
· movement of people from rural areas created some unemployment
· cyclical unemployment in the textile industry was caused by trade fluctuations
· employers could play low wages because there was a pool of unemployed labour
· until 1833 unsafe machinery made factories dangerous
· overcrowded living conditions were created by the rapid growth of towns
· overcrowding, lack of sanitation and clean water supplies caused disease

3.
The Poor Law Amendment Act, 1834

· all outdoor relief was abolished

· so the poor and unemployed had to enter workhouses or starve

· this Act was unsuitable for towns where unemployment was often short-term

4.
The Corn Law, 1815
· was passed to protect farmers from foreign competition

· until its Repeal in 1846, this law made the price of bread artificially high

· this caused hardship for poor families

5.
Trade Unions

· were illegal until 1825 and had only a limited right to strike before 1872

· in 1834 Robert Owen formed the Grand National Consolidated Trade Union
· he wanted all workers in one union so the could threaten a General Strike

· the GNCTU collapsed in 1834: unskilled workers then had no unions till the 1880s

· without unions unskilled workers had no power to bargain for higher wages

6.
Britain’s wealth

· in the 1800s Britain’s trade, industry and Empire made her very prosperous

· this led to a growing divide between the very rich and the very poor

7.
Education

· in 1750 only a few children went to school

· in 1884 the government set up the first primary schools

· by 1880 education was made compulsory by law

8.
The right to vote

· in 1750 only one in eight men could vote

· in 1884 nearly all men were given the vote

· governments then had to make reforms to win votes

9.
The French Revolution, 1789
· this had a major effect on government attitudes to protest up to 1850

· the French lower classes had overthrown and executed their King and Queen

· they had executed many of the nobility and set up a Republic

· the privileged classes feared a similar revolution in Britain

CRIMES AGAINST AUTHORITY – RIOT AND PROTEST

From 1750 to 1850 the government made little distinction between RIOT and PROTEST.  They saw all protest meetings as riots which, potentially, could lead to REVOLUTION.  The Riot Act, 1815, had made it a capital offence for a meeting of twelve or more people not to disperse if a magistrate read the Riot Act.  It was supposed to be used against rebellions but was increasingly used against peaceful protesters.

PROTEST: 
Case Study 1:
The Luddites

The Luddites were handloom weavers, stocking frame knitters and croppers who smashed new machinery.  They took their name from their mythical leader, Ned Ludd.

Reasons for Protest

A drop in trade, caused by the war with France, and poor harvests led to cuts in workers’ wages and a high price for bread.

Employers in the textile trade had introduced powered weaving looms, cropping machines and stocking frames which resulted in unemployment or large wage cuts for skilled handworkers.

Protesters’ Actions

1811 – stocking frames smashed in counties of Nottingham, Leicester and Derby.

1812 – frames smashed in Yorkshire; weaving mill burnt at Houghton, Lancs.

· two Luddites killed in attack on Rawfolds Mill; murder of a mill owner

May 1812 – armed Luddites rumoured to be drilling on the Yorkshire moors.

Government Actions

1812 
– thousands of soldiers were sent to deal with Luddites

· smashing was made a hanging offence

1813
- Seventeen Luddites executed; seven transported

Why was the protest treated so severely?

· The government feared a Revolution which would be difficult to deal with whilst fighting France.

· Government panic was increased by the assassination of the Prime Minister in 1812 (not by Luddites)

· The government wished to protect property rights and also trade, which they felt was damaged by the machine breaking.

Luddism ended by 1816 partly because of government action and partly because the textile trade improved with the end of the French war and there was more employment in the textile factories.

PROTEST:
Case Study 2:
The Peterloo Massacre

Peterloo was a mass meeting held at St Peter’s Fields, Manchester, to demand the vote for workers.

Reasons for Protest

The 1815 Corn Law made bread prices high and unemployment had been driven up again by soldiers returning from the French war.

In 1817 a peaceful protest march to London from the north – the ‘March of the Blanketeers’ was dispersed by soldiers.  Workers came to believe that the only way they would be able to influence government was if they could vote.  Some middle class people agreed with them – they were the Radicals or reformers.

Protesters’ Actions

In 1819, Henry ‘Orator’ Hunt one of the best Radical speakers arranged to speak at a meeting in Manchester – one of a series of reform meetings.

The large crowd arrived in their Sunday best, accompanied by wives and children.  The actual events of the meeting are difficult to decipher because of the many conflicting accounts.  However, it appears that the crowd welcomed Hunt with a rousing cheer.

Authorities’ Actions

The Manchester magistrates, fearful of riot and rebellion, had special constables and the Manchester yeomanry (the local militia) waiting to deal with any trouble.

When the crowd cheered they seemed to have decided not to let Hunt speak in case he caused a riot.  The Yeomanry, on horseback, moved into the crowd to arrest him and cleared a way through the crowd by using their sabres.  Eleven were killed and about 400 wounded.

Despite the condemnation of the Manchester magistrates by several newspapers, the government felt it had to support their action and sent a telegram congratulating them for avoiding disorder and sent troops to stop any further outbreaks.  They also refused to hold an enquiry into the massacre.

Hunt and three others were imprisoned and the government passed the Six Acts to stop meetings of over 50 people and to prevent the spread of Radical ideas.

Why did the government react in this way?

· The feared revolution

· If they did not back the magistrates it would encourage more demonstrations and discourage people from becoming magistrates

· They did not believe that workers should have the vote as they were uneducated and could not read election materials, so would not be able to vote in an informed way.  They also thought workers were too irresponsible to have the vote.

· They did not want to introduce reforms to reduce poverty and unemployment because they did not believe it was the business of government to take action to change these things.  This attitude is called ‘laissez-faire’.

PROTEST:
Case Study 3:
The Swing Riots

The Swing riots of 1830 – 31 were attacks of farm buildings, machinery and hayricks by agricultural labourers.  They took their name from their mythical leader Captain Swing.

Reasons for Protest

Recent bad harvest had put up food prices.  Wages had fallen and labourers had been put out of work by the introduction of new machinery like threshing machines.

The Game laws of 1816 prevented labourers supplementing their inadequate diet by poaching.

They were hungry and desperate to focus attention on their plight and knew no other way to do so.

Protesters’ Actions

They operated in large gangs, broke up threshing machines and burnt hayricks and barns.

Threatening letters were sent to prosperous farmers demanding higher wages but people were not attacked.

Disturbances took place in Southern England, the Welsh borders, the Midlands and Norfolk.

Authorities’ Actions

Hundreds of labourers were arrested; 19 were hanged, 581 transported and 644 imprisoned.  This seemed like an over reaction as they had not hurt anyone.

Why did the authorities react in this way?

· The riots involved large numbers of people and lasted four months so the government felt that harsh action was needed to stop them and to act as a deterrent.

· The threat of revolution seemed very real.  Revolutions had taken place in France, again, and elsewhere in Europe in1830.

· Local magistrates were outraged that their farmworkers had dared to riot and used the full force of the law against them.

The severe punishments stopped the riots and prevented further outbreaks in the countryside.

PROTEST:
Case Study 4:
The Tolpuddle Martyrs

The Tolpuddle Martyrs were a group of agricultural workers transported to Australia, in 1834, for joining a trade union.

Reasons for Protest

Bad harvests in 1828 and 1829 put up the price of food and also caused farmers to cut wages.  New machinery caused unemployment and led to the Swing Riots of 1831.

Protesters’ actions

In Dorset, in 1833, further wage cuts led 40 labourers to decide to set up a union which would eventually join the Grand National Consolidated Trade Union.

In Tolpuddle, led by George and James Loveless, the labourers swore a secret oath to join the Friendly Society of Agricultural Labourers.

Authorities’ actions

The farmers, hearing of the oath, were afraid that if their workers went on to become part of the GNCTU, they would be pressured into granting higher wages.  They also feared more riots.

Local magistrates contacted the government and found they could prosecute the labourers for their oath under the 1797 Law of Conspiracy.

The six ‘martyrs’ were tried, convicted and sentenced to seven years’ transportation.  (Public outcry led to their pardon two years later)

Why did the authorities react in this way?

· The government was afraid of revolution

· They were afraid that the GNCTU would organise a general strike

· The landowners, ‘men of property’ were very influential in government

· Workers’ protests, 1815 – 31, made government wary of workers’ organisations

PROTEST:
Case Study 5:
The Chartists

The Chartists were people who campaigned for the right to vote for working men.

Reasons for protest

Protests from1815 had failed to bring any improvement in wages and working conditions and had only caused the government to act repressively.

The 1833 Factory Act had not improved things for adult workers, only children.

The GNCTU had collapsed in 1834, following the Tolpuddle Martyrs’ case, so it seemed that unions could not help the working class.

The Poor Law Amendment Act of 1834 had not dealt with the causes of poverty – low wages and unemployment – but simply put the poor in workhouses.

The working class had failed to get the vote in the 1832 Reform Act.  Chartists, therefore, set out to win the vote for workers and so force government to improve workers’ conditions.

The depression of the mid 1830s focused attention on the plight of the workers.

Protesters’ actions

In 1838 the six points of the Charter were drawn up – vote for all men; secret ballot; no property qualification for MPs; equal size constituencies; annual elections.

In 1839 the first Chartist petition, containing 5 million signatures was presented to Parliament asking for acceptance of the Charter.  Parliament’s rejection of the charter led to a division between the ‘moral force’ group, who believed in peaceful demonstration, and the ‘physical force’ group, who believed in using force to get their way.  The 1839 Newport rising followed resulting in 14 deaths.

In 1842, following another recession, a second petition was presented to, and reject by, Parliament.  Once again the ‘physical force’ movement took the lead and a wave of strikes followed and, in the north, the Plug Plot.

In 1848, the final petition was triggered by another slump.  Launched at a mass meeting at Kennington Common, the petition had, in the end, to be presented only by Feargus O’Connor, as the Chartists were forbidden to march to parliament and their meeting was dispersed.  The petition was rejected and Chartism, as a political movement, collapsed.

Government actions

The government acted swiftly to deal with violent Chartist outbreaks.  Soldiers were sent to Newport and opened fire on about 3000 Chartist demonstrators.  The leaders of the rising were transported and, over the next year, about 500 Chartists were imprisoned.

The new police forces were sent from London to combat possible Chartist violence in Wales and the north in the 1840s.

The government prepared for the Kennington Common meeting, in 1848, by drafting in 150,000 special constables and had 7,000 troops in readiness.  They forbade the demonstrators to march to Parliament, as they had been allowed to do in the past.

In 1846, Sir Robert Peel, Prime Minister, repealed the Corn Law.  This reduced the price of bread and, combined with growing industrial prosperity, helped end the Chartist movement as the working class only really supported Chartism when times were hard.

Why did the government react in this way?

· They feared revolution, so acted swiftly against any threat of violence

· They made no distinction between the peaceful and violent Chartists

· They did not feel that the working classes were educated enough to vote

· They wanted to protect property owners against attacks like the Plug Plot.

PROTEST:
Case Study 6:
The Rebecca Riots

The Rebecca Riots, 1839 – 43, were protests by poor farmers in Wales against high tolls on the new turnpike roads.

Reasons for protest

Recession had led to a fall in prices of farm produce.

Rents were high and most of the landowners were English.

They had to pay tithes to maintain the Church of England though most were Non-conformist.

They had to pay the Poor Rate and a road rate to maintain local roads, so the introduction of tolls on main roads was the last straw.

In 1839 new gates were added to the existing ones and sparked off the riots.

Protesters’ actions

In 1839 farmers destroyed a tollgate, then destroyed it twice more after it was re-built.  The rioters wore women’s clothing and called themselves ‘Rebecca and her daughters’.

Bad harvests in 1840, 41 and 42, led to the destruction of 20 tollgates by May 1843.

Attacks then took place on large landowners and the Carmarthen workhouse was damaged.

In September, several rioters were arrested, a tollkeeper was killed and the farmers became worried that criminals were using female disguises and committing crimes, whilst pretending to be ‘Rebeccas’.  They, therefore, put their grievances in a petition to the government instead of continuing their campaign.

Authorities’ action

Local magistrates ordered the re-building of the first gate destroyed and brought in 25 soldiers.  After its repeated destruction they ordered all the new tollgates to be taken down.

In 1843 the government sent in 1800 troops who beat off the attack on Carmarthen workhouse; 70 London policemen were also sent to the area to assist.

The few who were arrested were sentenced to transportation.

Sir Robert Peel responded to the ‘Rebeccas’ petition by setting up an enquiry.  A Roads Board was set up to take over the turnpike roads and the tolls were reduced.  Tithes and rents were also reduced in the longer term.

Why did the authorities react in this way?

· Troops were used because the government would not give in to armed rioters

· They reacted more favourably to a petition containing genuine grievances

· Sir Robert Peel was persuaded by a just cause

WHY DID MOST OF THE PROTEST MOVEMENTS FAIL?


Lack of organisation

The Luddite outbreaks and the Swing Riots were sporadic and unco-ordinated and could, therefore, be dealt with piecemeal.  They had no real leaders to direct operations.

The organisation of the petitions was, on the whole, successful but the Chartists had too many leaders with conflicting aims.

The threat of violence

The Luddites, Swing Rioters and the Chartists all used violence which turned reasonable people against them.  The Peterloo demonstrators, by their very numbers, gave the impression that they could become violent.

Damage to property, perpetrated by the Luddites, Swing Rioters and the Chartists, was a powerful incentive for the government to take repressive action.

Authorities’ attitudes

The authorities feared revolution and would never give in to armed protest.  They were determined to protect the rights and property of the privileged classes.  These views account for the failure of all the protests.

The Peterloo demonstrators and the Tolpuddle Martyrs fell victim to overreaction on the part of the authorities rather than to any wrongdoing on their part.

Use of troops and police

The government was able to maintain law and order by the use of troops and, in the 1840s, the police.  Protesters did not really stand a chance against these forces.

Transportation and imprisonment of large numbers of protesters was meant to deter others.

SUCCESSFUL PROTEST:
The Dock Strike, 1889

Reasons for the strike

Dockers were employed as casual labourers by the hour – there was not guarantee of a number of hours work.

Hundreds of dockers struggled with each other to catch the employer’s eye when work became available; there were many injuries.

The dockers were amongst the lowest paid in the country; this combined with erratic employment mean, much of the time, they could not earn a living wage.

In 1887 Ben Tillett set up a small union of tea warehousemen.

Two successful actions by unskilled workers – the Match Girls’ strike, 1888, and the Gas workers’ threatened strike, 1889 – convinced Ben Tillett that his union could win a strike.

Dockers’ actions

In 1889 Ben Tillet’s union went on strike for the ‘dockers’ tanner’ – sixpence an hour and a guaranteed four hours work a day.  Other dockers joined in.

Ben Tillett, John Burns and Tom Mann organised the strike extremely well.  Funds were collected and food distributed to families.  Daily meetings were held to keep up morale.

Peaceful processions were organised through London, carrying fish heads to show what the dockers had to live on.

They picketed dock gates so that employers could not bring in other workers.

Dockers at other ports would not handle ships diverted from London.

The middle class in London, when they saw that demonstrations were peaceful, came to support the dockers; some important writers wrote in their favour.  When it seemed they would run out of money, funds came in from many sources, notable £30,000 from Australian workers.

The union made a point of keeping on good terms with the police and did not try to intimidate other workers or the public.

Authorities’ actions

The dock owners, at first determined to win, had to give in, in the face of public support for the strikers.  After five weeks Cardinal Manning negotiated a settlement in which all the dockers’ demands were met.

As the strike was peaceful and the law was not broke, the government did not intervene.

Why was this protest successful?

· The French Revolution had receded into the past

· Public and government attitudes towards protest was more tolerant

· Trade Unions and peaceful picketing were now legal

· The protest was peaceful and had much public support

· The dockers had just grievances, clear aims and were well led

· The campaign was well organised

CRIME, 1750 – 1900

Source 6, below, shows the trends in the rate of recorded crime.  Remember, there are problems with these types of statistics.

SOURCE 6

A graph showing the

trends in crime

1750-1900

The statistics, nevertheless, indicate a rise in crime rates till 1850, after which there was a gradual fall.  There are several probable reasons for this rise:-

1.
Increased population – this probably accounted for a substantial part of the 
increase in recorded crime.




Population

1750
-
11 million




increase

1800
-
16 million







1850
-
27 million







1900
-
42 million

2. Poverty and unemployment – all the causes of poverty and unemployment led to an increase in crimes committed because of need.  These included the Luddites, Swing Rioters and Rebecca Rioters, as well as increases in petty theft, which was the most common crime.

3. The ending of the Napoleonic wars – this led to a sudden rise in crime up to 1820, caused by unemployment created by returning soldiers.  The Corn Law of 1815 protected farmers after the war but kept the price of bread high, which helped fuel discontent amongst the working class.

4.
City Life – squalid living conditions, combined with the greater opportunities for crime, led to a great increase in crime in the cities.  The houses of the wealthy were a temptation to those living in poverty.  Gangs of thieves often worked together to plunder the rich.

5.
Increased trade and industry  - gave more opportunities for stealing from shops, factories, warehouses, railways.

6.
Drink – this was seen as one of the main causes of crime by the middle and upper classes and probably did have some impact on rising crime rates.

7.
New Laws – these created new crimes like obstructing the police or failing to send children to school.

8.
New crimes – the growth of commerce and lack of government supervision led to the development of fraud and embezzlement.  Many investors lost money in crooked business ventures in canals, railways and banks.

9.
Crackdown on crime – periodic attempts to deal severely with crime may distort statistics by showing more recorded crime.  The number of prosecutions of peaceful protesters, like the Tolpuddle Martyrs or non-violent Chartists, falls into this category.

10.
The role of the media – people believed that crime was rising because newspapers and novels about crime, like the Sherlock Holmes stories, gave the impression that crime was rife. On occasion, ‘copycat’ crimes took place as a result of reporting, for example the ‘garrotting scare’ of 1863, when one reported example of garrotting and robbing led to over 40 other cases.

HOW AND WHY DID PUNISHMENT CHANGE, 1750 – 1900?

Abolition of the ‘Bloody Code’

Between 1823 and 1841 the number of capital offences was reduced to two – murder and treason.

Why did this happen?

Source 7, below, will help explain why.  The death penalty was not effective.  Until 1834 the number of death sentences went up every year but the number of executions went down.

	Decade
	Death sentences per year
	Executions per year
	% of those executed who were executed for murder

	1780 - 1805
	The number of hangings had been falling steadily

	1805 – 14
	443
	66
	20%

	1815 – 24
	1073
	89
	18%

	1825 – 34
	1218
	53
	23%

	1835 – 44
	199
	13
	77%

	1845 – 54
	57
	9
	100%


Source 7:
  Executions 1805 – 54.  The figures show averages for each year in that decade.  Those sentenced to death but not executed, were usually transported.

Juries would not convict for minor offences, so people often got off without any punishment at all.

Judges often commuted the death sentence to transportation for minor offences or young offenders.

Public executions did not act as a deterrent, in fact they were often the opportunity for crime, like pickpocketing and prostitution, to take place amongst the crowd.

Ideas about punishment were changing – some enlightened reformers believed that the punishment should fit the crime and not be unduly brutal and that criminals could by reformed by punishment.

The most important factor in the reduction of capital offences, at this particular time, was Sir Robert Peel, who was Home Secretary in the 1820s.  He had been convinced by the work of Sir Samuel Romilly, lawyer and MP, who had been campaigning to reduce them since entering Parliament in 1806.  In 1823, Peel abolished 100 of the 218 capital offences, which led to steady abolition of all but treason and murder by 1841.

The availability of transportation until the middle of the nineteenth century made it possible to remove criminals from society without needing to execute them.

Public executions ended in 1868 because writers like Charles Dickens made it clear that, not only did they provide opportunities for crime, but they also brutalised the spectators and made them have less respect for law and order and human life.

WHY WAS TRANSPORTATION WIDELY USED, 1750 – 1850?

Transportation as a punishment grew during the eighteenth century – at first convicts were sent to the American colonies, but after the Americans won their independence from Britain, another colony had to be found.

Transportation to Australia began in the 1780s partly to help Britain to gain control over this territory, newly-discovered in 1770.

Transportation came increasingly to be seen as an alternative to hanging because of the reluctance of juries to convict on a minor capital offence and judges’ tendency to commute the death penalty to transportation.

Transportation was regarded as an effective punishment because it was more severe than whipping or the pillory, which were less used by this time, and it was cheaper than imprisonment; prisons were, in any case, overcrowded.

Transportation effectively removed the criminal from society and could act as a deterrent because people would be afraid of being sent to an unknown place.

Transportation could reform criminals; they had the opportunity to work hard and, when released, acquire land.

WHY WAS TRANSPORTATION ENDED?


Australian settlers objected to the dumping of convicts on them; they also had less need of convict labour by 1850 because Australia was now widely settled and developed.

No other country was likely to claim Australia.  Britain had earlier had to fight rival claims to her colonies both in India and America but her hold on Australia was now too strong for this to happen.

Law abiding English citizens came to see transportation as a chance to start a new life rather than a punishment.  Upon his release, a convict could earn higher wages than in Britain.  This seemed particularly unfair when, in 1851, gold was discovered in Australia and many people were trying to save to buy a passage.

Transportation had not acted as a deterrent ​– in fact crime appeared to have increased.

The prison system had been developed – there were more of them and they were better run, so that prison now seemed the better alternative.

The cost of transportation was now higher that prisons – this was because of the numbers being sent abroad and the cost of keeping their families and because, in prisons, useful work could partly pay for the prisoners’ upkeep.

Transportation ended in 1857.

WHY DID PRISONS REPLACE TRANSPORTATION?

Prisons came to be seen as a better alternative to transportation for all the reasons above.

The reform of prisons meant that they gradually became the most important form of punishment.

HOW AND WHY WERE PRISONS REFORMED?

1. Prisons were reformed because humanitarian reformers drew attention to prison conditions.

John Howard, Became High Sheriff of Bedfordshire in 1773. One of his jobs was to inspect the county’s gaols and he was shocked by what he saw. He made it his life work to visit and report on every prison. He was very careful, he measured the size of each cell, weighed prisoners’ food, and made records of the numbers who died from diseases.

The report he wrote on all his findings came out in 1777. He made the following recommendations to reform prisons;

1. More space for prisoners

2. Better food

3. paid gaolers

4. separation of male and female prisoners and children

Sir George Paul, High Sheriff of Gloucester, re-built Gloucester prison in the 1780s, based on Howard’s ideas. These are some of the important changes.

1. The new prisons were secure, with high walls.

2. Prison had to be healthy. At the time people thought disease was caused by bad air. So the prisons were built with large entrances to suck in fresh air. Large heated cells were built.

3. Prisoners were separated into those awaiting trial and those convicted of an offence. With male and female sections for each.

4. He paid attention to the rules. There was a paid person in charge, the Governor, and a Chaplain and a Surgeon. Prisoners were to be reformed through work, education and religion. If they could not read they were taught and given religious books. Prisoners had to wear a yellow and blue uniform and keep clean. They were well fed and not kept in irons. Prisoners followed the separate system but only for the first nine months of their sentence.

Elizabeth Fry changed conditions for women at Newgate prison.  She first visited Newgate in 1813 and from 1816 was a regular visitor and persuaded other Quaker women to join her.  She introduced the following changes at Newgate:-

· A set of rules for women to follow

· Female warders

· Provision of clothing and furniture

· Religious education

· School for children

· Provision of work for the women.

Her work influence the treatment of women in other prisons at a later date. Peel’s Gaols Act of 1832 took up many of her ideas. However she was disappointed at how weak the enforcement of the act was. Her reforms would cost money and she knew many prisons would not adopt them unless they had to.

Opposition to reform.

By the 1820’s public opinion was turning against reform. The latest ideas were for punishment to be strict through isolation of the prisoner or hard labour. Edwin Chadwick sneered at the ideas of Fry and Howard. 

Elizabeth Fry’s long-term influence

When she died in 1845 prison regimes were not what she wanted them to be. However three of her ideas are still present in British prisons and owe their origins to Elizabeth Fry.

1. Separate women’s prisons with female staff in charge

2. Volunteer prison visitors

3. A belief in reform, that prisoners can be improved while in gaol

2.
Prisons were reformed by government action

Sir Robert Peel, Home Secretary, became convinced by the work of the 
reformers and, in 1823, passed the Gaols Act which:-

· Confirmed the payment of gaolers, introduced in 1815

· Introduced separate accommodation for women

· Made female warders compulsory for women.

This Act was the first in a series of government reforms which improved conditions in prisons and which gradually led the government to take over the control of prisons:-

1835 – the first prison inspectors were appointed

1839 – the government set up rules to be followed in all prisons

1842 – Pentonville built as a model prison for the Separate System

1857 – hulks no longer used as prisons

1864 – Penal Servitude Act introduced harsh conditions in prisons

1878 – Government took control of all prisons

Separate and Silent systems

Reformers believed in the Separate System which kept prisoners in individual cells, where they could reflect on their crimes and receive religious teaching.  Even during exercise they were not allowed to come in contact with other prisoners.  This system was expensive – 50 new prisons were built to operate it – and led to many suicides.

The Silent System was cheaper.  Prisoners were allowed to work together but were not allowed to talk.  This required very strict discipline to operate.

By the 1850s a system combining both elements had evolved.

· First year solitary confinement

· Next three years hard labour

· Sentences reduced for good behaviour

· Useful work – making boots, mats, prison clothes, mailbags, coal sacks

3.
Prisons were reformed because of changes in public opinion

Initially, public opinion generally supported the work of reformers and the government which led to the great changes in prisons.

In the 1860s public opinion favoured harsher treatment of prisoners.  This was because, although the crime rate was actually falling, highly publicised crimes, which the press blamed on the reformed prisons being too soft, caused public alarm – particularly over the early release of prisoners.

As a result rehabilitation gave way, again, to the idea of punishment as a deterrent and a more savage regime was enforced:-

· hard labour – picking oakum, walking the treadmill, turning the crank

· minimum 5 year sentence for a second offence

· punishments – whipping, electric shocks, bread and water, solitary confinement.

This system  continued until the turn of the century.  Since nearly all men had the vote by 1884, the government obviously had to take some notice of public opinion.  Whilst the work of the reformers had been influential in influencing reforms in the first part of the century, in the latter half there was a reaction against the idea of rehabilitating criminals by fair treatment.

LAW ENFORCEMENT, 1750 –1900

Early attempts to improve law enforcement

In the eighteenth century John and Henry Fielding, both magistrates at Bow Street court, tried to improve law enforcement by better policing and by publicising crime.

Henry Fielding – wrote a book analysing the causes of crime and called on the government to improve the conditions which led to crime.  He published the ‘Covent Garden Journal’ which gave details of crimes and criminals and was useful to victims of crime who were responsible for bringing about the prosecution of the criminal.

John Fielding – set up the ‘Bow Street Runners’, trained and paid constables who operated from Bow Street court.  By 1800 there were 68 of them in London.  In 1763 he set up a civilian horse patrol on the roads into London to stop highwaymen.  In 1772 he published the ‘Hue and Cry’ which covered crimes committed throughout the country so people could help find suspects.

As a result of his work, in 1792, London was divided into 7 police districts with 3 magistrates and 6 paid constables.

CHANGES TO LAW ENFORCEMENT IN THE NINETEENTH CENTURY

Why did they happen?

1. The example set by the Fieldings – they showed how paid contstables improved law enforcement.

2. The obvious failings of the existing systems  - they were medieval and not capable of dealing with a changed society, particularly the growth of towns.

3. Harsh punishments were not acting as a deterrent – certainty of arrest might do so more effectively.

4. There was and increase in crime and, therefore, the fear of crime  - this made people more willing to accept a police force.
5. Increased taxation – this meant there was more money available to pay a police force.
6. The work of Sir Robert Peel  - he became convinced that certainty of arrest was a better deterrent than harsh punishment and, as Home Secretary, set up the first police force.
1829
-
the Metropolitan Police Act – set up a police force to operate over a 7 mile radius in London.

1835
-
Municipal Corporations Act – gave towns the option of setting up police forces.

1839
-
The County Police Act – gave counties the same option.

1856 
-
Police forces made compulsory in all areas

Attitudes to the police

At first there was opposition – to the cost and because of the fear of invasion of privacy.  It was also feared that the police would be used as an army against protesters or as a secret police force.

To allay these fears, the police wore distinctive uniforms and were armed only with a truncheon.  By the 1840s they were widely accepted by the public.

PROTEST IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

In the twentieth century protest became acceptable as long as it was non-violent.  Peaceful marches and demonstrations were allowed to take place with permission.  However, where protest was seen by the authorities to represent a threat to government or society, action was often taken to suppress it, violent or not.

Case Study 1:
The General Strike

The Dock Strike of 1889 had led to a rapid growth of trade unions for unskilled workers.  The General Strike of 1926 was the most significant protest to date of organised labour.  Though the problems which led to the strike occurred in the coal industry, the miners were supported by workers in many other industries.  For nine days two and a half million were on strike.

Reasons for the protest
The coal industry lost export markets as a result of the First World War.

To maintain a vital industry during the war, the government took over the mines and maintained the miners’ wage levels, granting them a minimum wage agreement.

Despite recommendation by the Sankey Commission that the mines should be nationalised, they were handed back to the mineowners.  The government did, however, grant a seven hour day.

When the mines went back to the owners in 1921, they abandoned the wage agreement and tried to link productivity to wages.  The Miners’ Federation refused and called on the railway and transport unions to support them in a strike.  On ‘Black Friday’ the other unions pulled out and the miners struck alone.  After three months they were defeated and went back to work with a 30% pay cut.

Brief prosperity improved wages but another recession in 1925 led the mineowners to demand further cuts.  The miners refused and called on other unions to help.  The Prime Minister, Baldwin, gave a nine month government subsidy to maintain wages till May 1926.

The Samuel Commission decided that wage cuts were inevitable.  Two months of negotiations between miners and owners failed – the miners’ leader, A J Cook, insisted ‘not a penny off the pay, not a minute on the day’.  The owners locked the miners out of the mines.  The Trade Union Congress (TUC) claimed to be ready to call a general strike but Walter Citrine, its acting General Secretary, still continued negotiations with the government to try to avert it.

When printers on the ‘Daily Mail’ refused to print an editorial condemning the proposed strike, Baldwin was persuaded not to continue the talks and the General Strike went ahead on 3 May.

Protesters’ actions

Daily meetings were held to keep up strikers’ morale.

Strike committees were set up in every area to take charge of the strike but there was no co-ordination between them – some acted like alternative governments distributing essential supplies, others co-operated with local police to keep the peace.

An official strike newspaper, ‘The British Worker’, was published and the TUC used it, and the radio, to put out propaganda explaining that the General Strike was not illegal but was only trying to win a decent standard of living for the miners.

The strike was mainly peaceful and some strikers played football with the police; occasional fights did break out.

The strikers tried to stop all transport and one train was de-railed.

Government actions
The government had already prepared for a possible strike in 1925 by setting up the ‘Organisation for the Management of Supplies’ and, on 1 May, declared a state of emergency.

The country was put under the control of ten Civil Commissioners who organised the maintenance of supplies.

Volunteers were recruited to run transport and the armed forces were used to protect food convoys and man power stations.

Thousands of special constables were enrolled to help keep the peace.

A government newspaper, ‘The British Gazette’, was published which tried to persuade people that the strikers were acting unconstitutionally.  Baldwin used the radio to broadcast the same message.

The end of the Strike

On 7 May, Sir Herbert Samuel started negotiations with the TUC to end the strike.  As the miners rejected his proposals on 9 May, the TUC called off the strike on 12 May.  They felt that the miners were being uncooperative and were worried because the strike had been declared illegal.

The miners carried on their strike till November 1926 and went back to work with a 15% wage cut and longer hours.

Results of the strike

Trade Union membership dropped by nearly half by 1930.

The Trades Disputes Act made general strikes illegal.

The Labour Party lost funds because union members no longer automatically donated part of their union subscription to Party funds – instead they had to sign to say they wished to do so.

How serious a threat was the strike?

· The TUC was unprepared and lacked organisation
· volunteer workers kept essential services and transport running
· the government had organised in advance
· little violence took place
· the TUC did not really wish to continue the strike after it was declared illegal
· serious in intent because the government was held to ransom
· potentially dangerous because of the large numbers involved
· potential damage to the economy
Cast Study 2:
Conscientious objectors

Conscientious objectors were those who refused to fight in both world wars because it was against their consciences.  The Conscription Laws, which they were breaking by refusing to fight, had a clause which allowed opting out but the onus was on the individual to prove that it was a matter of conscience – either for religious or political reasons.

First World War – protesters’ actions

14,000 refused to fight and were brought in front of a tribunal.  Those who refused to accept the tribunal’s decision were imprisoned for ten years.  As a result 73 died and 31 went mad.

Government actions

The tribunals were biased – many had ex-soldiers on their panels.

Tribunal decisions:-
only 400 were exempted





6000 were sent to work of national importance





5000 were given non-combatant duties with the army





2600 cases were totally rejected – these were imprisoned





after the ward COs lost the right to vote for 5 years

The public was as intolerant as the government and treated COs with contempt and sometimes violence.

Second World War – protesters actions

Owing to the growth of pacifism in the inter-war period, 59,162 registered as COs.

Government action

Tribunals were made up of a cross-section of society – ex-soldiers were not included.

Suitable work was found for COs, to which they did not object.

Why did government attitudes change?

In the first war, COs were a direct threat to the war effort as huge numbers were needed to fight and the horrors of the trenches meant that many might try to avoid conscription if some got away with it.

Government needed to show the families of the dead and wounded that others were not being allowed to shirk their duty.

Government reflected public attitudes which were very hostile to COs.

By the second war technology had replace manpower as the most important weapon, so it was possible to let COs opt out as long as they made another contribution to the war effort.

The general increase led to a greater understanding of COs’ views.  Also it was felt that, as Britain was fighting for freedom, COs should be allowed freedom on conscience.

Despite the change in government attitudes, some of the public were still hostile to COs; some were sacked and there was some criticism in the media.

CRIME IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

Like the previous century, the twentieth century has been social and economic changes which have influenced the crime rate.

Wars and the Great Depression

The two world wars and the intervening Depression of the 1930s, undermined living standards which had started to improve by 1914.

Post war prosperity

The 1950s saw recovery from the war and the beginnings of greater prosperity for all in the 1960s, when Britain became an affluent society.

Cycles of depression

The period of prosperity was followed by regular cycles of depression which led to temporary high levels of unemployment.  By the 1990s this resulted in a growing divide between rich and poor.  There were a growing number of substantially wealthy middle class people and an ‘underclass’ of poor and unemployed.  In some inner city areas a culture of ‘non-work’ and dependency on state handouts developed.

Is there a twentieth century crime wave?

Sources 8 and 9 appear to indicate an increase in crime since the 1950s, even taking into consideration, as Source 8 does, the increase in population.  However it may well be the reporting and recording of crime that has undergone a great increase rather than the actual incidence of crime.

Source 8

Graph showing all crimes to the police in 1870 – 1990.  This graph has been adjusted to allow for rising population, ie the graph shows crime per 100,000 population

	Date
	Murder/

Manslaughter
	Burglary
	Theft

	1900
	312
	 3812 
	63604 

	1910
	291
	6499 
	76044 

	1920
	313
	6863 
	77417 

	1930
	300
	11169
	110159

	1950
	315
	29384
	334222

	1960
	282
	46591
	537003

	1970
	393
	190597
	952666

	1980
	620
	294375
	1643469

	1996
	681
	1101000
	2280000


Source 9    Exact numbers of murders, burglaries and thefts known to police 1900 - 1996

Reported crime has risen for several reasons:-

People are more likely to report burglaries in order to claim insurance.

Telephones make it quicker and easier to report crime.

Rape and domestic violence are more regularly reported as people feel that the police will react more sympathetically than formerly.

The recording of crime has increased:-

In the past a policeman had some discretion about whether to record a crime – for example if he assessed the damage caused by vandalism to be less than £20 he did not record it.  From 1977 all crimes had to be recorded.

NEW CRIMES IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

Some of the increase in crime is accounted for by crimes based on new technology which has given new opportunities for crime and new versions of old crimes.

Case Study 1:
Car Crime

Car theft for the re-sale profit, or for joyriding is continually increasing and accounts for much of the rise in crime statistics.

New laws against motoring offences have created a new category of crimes – drunk driving, speeding, dangerous driving, parking offences.  In 1996 there were 1.3 million car crimes.

Case Study 2:
Computer Crime

The prevailing use of computers has led to opportunities for new crimes – stealing computer time or hacking into confidential information and selling it.

Computers have also given new opportunities for theft – diverting money from other people’s bank accounts – and for vandalism – the introduction of computer viruses.

Case Study 3:
Terrorism

Terrorists use violence to achieve political ends.  Owing to the problems in Northern Ireland, Britain has lived under the threat of terrorist violence by the IRA for many years.  Bombing, though infrequent, has led to civilian deaths and is costly in terms of preventative security.

Case Study 4:
Racial violence

Racial violence, whilst not unknown before, is mainly a crime of the twentieth century.  In the first half of the century there were isolated outbreaks – against the Chinese in Cardiff in 1911 and Jews in East London in the 1930s (mainly by the British Facists).

After the war, ethnic minorities grew rapidly because owing to a shortage of labour, people of the Empire were invited to come to Britain to take spare jobs.

British people at first reacted against different cultures – in 1958 and 1962, black people’s homes in London were attacked.

Later cyclical depressions caused a backlash against ethnic minorities because it was felt that they were taking British jobs when there was high unemployment.  From the 1980s there were racial attacks on Asians and Afro-Caribbeans on the streets and in their homes – for example the stabbing of Stephen Lawrence.

A new element since 1975 is racial violence by ethnic minorities in retaliation for perceived police racism.  At Notting Hill in 1976 and 1977, Bristol in 1980, Brixton, Moss Side, Toxteth and Handsworth in 1981, the trigger for violence tended to be attempted arrests by the police.

Causes of this type or racial violence are ‘racial disadvantage’ – racial discrimination leading to high unemployment and poor housing – as well as retaliation against racism.

NEW VERSIONS OF OLD CRIMES

Case Study 1:
Drug smuggling

Smuggling has always been a significant source of profit for the smuggler but has often, in the past, been seen as a ‘social’ crime because it supplied public needs.  Drug smuggling is an altogether more vicious version of this crime as it provides huge profits for the drug barons and creates independence and leads to crime among drug users.  Children are targeted by drug pushers as a means of ensuring future sales.

The cost of policing drug smuggling is very high, as is the cost to the National Health Service of treating drug addicts.

Case Study 2:
Poaching
The advent of new technology has enabled poaching to take place on a much larger scale and it has now extended to domestic, as well as wild, animals.  Drugs or explosives in the water can be used to stun large quantities of fish; deer, cattle, sheep and horses are regularly stolen and be rapidly transported from the area in lorries.

CRIME AND YOUNG PEOPLE IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

80% of recorded crimes are committed by men.

Over half of these are committed by men aged

21 and under.  The crime rate among teenage

boys has increased faster through this century

than any other group.

Source 10
Age and sex of offenders in the




1990s

As demonstrated by Source 10, most crimes are committed by young people – a higher proportion than in past periods.  There are several possible explanations for this.

Explanations for the involvement of young people in crime

Unemployment – unemployed teenagers get bored and often turned to crime for excitement.

Poverty and deprivation – Juvenile crime is highest in inner city areas where these are rife.

Drugs – young people often steal to pay for drugs; drug-related crime accounts for half of all burglaries.  Addiction can also lead to violent crime.

Television – makes robbery and violence seem part of everyday life and therefore more acceptable.  Adverts encourage the young to want expensive possessions.

Cars – tempt young people to crime; stealing cars is relatively easy and joyriding is exciting.

Parents – often fail to discipline children and allow them out late at night.

Gangs ​ - have replace family influence in the inner cities.  This has led to the growth of organised crime amongst the young and to gang fights.

The education system – has allowed too many to fail and, therefore, to be unemployable.

Punishments – are too soft – probation or community service – and the justice system are too slow; youngsters often re-offend whilst awaiting trial.

POSSIBLE SOLUTIONS

The question of how to reform juvenile offenders is a matter of debate.  Here are some of the ideas:-

Faster justice system

Severe sentencing

To be made to face the consequences of their crimes by meeting and compensating their victims

To increase parental responsibility

To improve social and economic conditions for the deprived

In 1998 Youth Offending Teams were set up to prevent young people re-offending by trying to implement the first four of the above.

TYPICAL CRIMES INVOLVING YOUNG PEOPLE

Car crime – theft of cars for joyriding and theft from cars

Gang violence  - fighting rival gangs or attacking property

Vandalism – covers a wide range of actions – damage to property, graffiti, blocking roads or railway lines.  Though vandalism can be ideological – acts of destruction to draw attention to a political or social problem – or acquisitive – smashing up ‘phone boxes to take the money – or vindictive  - to settle a grudge – most vandalism by young people is senseless play vandalism, sometimes resulting from drunkenness.

Football hooliganism – is not exclusive to the young, but they usually start before the age of 21.  Gangs of fans, often drunk, fight the supporters of rival teams and serious injuries can occur, as they did at the Heysel stadium in Belgium when 38 were killed when a wall collapsed during a fight.

PUNISHMENT IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

Changing attitudes to punishment – hanging

In 1965 capital punishment was ended, except for treason in wartime, and was replaced by life imprisonment.

In the fact of increasing violence there have been 10 further votes on hanging in Parliament, all with the same result.

Public views are considerably at variance with those of government; since 1977 opinion polls have usually found at least 70% of the public in favour of a return to capital punishment.

ARGUMENTS FOR AND AGAINST HANGING

	Source 11

Arguments for bringing back capital punishment
	1. It is a major deterrent.  The threat of capital punishment would make intending robbers think twice before using, or even taking, a firearm.

2. Some forms of murder are so appalling that a special form of retribution is needed.

3. The victim’s relatives deserve to have the shadow of the murderer removed from their lives.  Capital punishment would therefore act as a form of resolution.

4. Bringing back capital punishment for acts of terrorism would show a tougher campaign by the authorities.

5. The United States has allowed the restoration of capital punishment; Britain would therefore not be the only western country to do so.

	Source 12

Arguments against bringing back capital punishment
	1. It is barbaric for the state to take a life in cold blood; this would be ‘judicial murder’.

2. It would be a step backwards to bring back a punishment which has already been abolished.  Why not bring back flogging and the pillory as well?

3. It would not deter terrorists.  The IRA and other groups might become martyrs for their cause and there would also be more public sympathy for them.

4. There is always a chance of a miscarriage of justice, as in the case of the Guildford Four and the Birmingham Six.

5. There is always the chance of rehabilitation, even for the worst offenders.

6. Apart from the United States, no other western power has capital punishment.  The United States has also had many controversies; one of these is that the vast majority of those executed are poor or black.


Imprisonment

In the latter half of the nineteenth century prison meant hard labour, isolation and few visits which was intended to act as a deterrent to crime.  In the twentieth century the following changes took place:-

1902
-
the crank and treadmill were abolished

1922
-
solitary confinement ended and free association allowed

1922
-
improved food and condition in cells


-
teachers provided education to help prisoners get jobs

1934
-
the first open prison was introduced to prepare inmates for ordinary life

1942 
-
corporal punishment was ended

1948
-
remand centres and detention centres were set up for young offenders.

Why did these changes happen?

A main factor was the influence of Alexander Patterson who worked in the prison service, 1922 – 47, and inspired many of the reforms.  He believed that loss of freedom was the punishment and harsh conditions should not increase the punishment.

BUT his influence was only effective for the following reasons:-

Crime and fear of crime reduced in the first half of the twentieth century.

80% of prisoners were on short sentences.

There was change in public attitudes – the recognition of poverty and deprivation as causes of crime and the belief that criminals could be rehabilitated by good treatment and the chance of education in prison.

The development of the view that it was not the threat of harsh punishment which acted as a deterrent but the certainty of arrest and conviction.

PROBLEMS WITH PRISONS IN THE LATER TWENTIETH CENTURY

Overcrowding – because length of sentences increased and more people were imprisoned for particular crimes, like drunk driving.  The numbers in prison awaiting trial increased.

Fear of crime increased again – because crime rates appeared to go up and, as a ‘vote winner’, governments had to promise to ‘crack down’ on crime.

Prison riots occurred – because of overcrowding, so more prisons were built and prison ships and private prisons were used once again.

Prisons did not rehabilitate – first time offenders learnt criminal methods from old hands and re-offended.

The causes of crime – were not solved by imprisonment.

Prison costs – were continually rising.

Alternatives to prison

A number of measures were set up to try to reduce overcrowding:

1907 
-
the introduction of probation

1967
-
parole and suspended sentences introduced

1972
-
community service orders introduced

1998
-
electronic tagging, a form of probation, introduced

POLICING IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

Changes in the police since 1900

The number of separate police forces has reduced from 188 in 1890 to 41 today.  As a result crime is often dealt with on a national basis and computer records cover the whole country.

Training has improved – all police today have 14 weeks’ training.

The need to represent all sections of society was recognised in 1920 with the introduction of women police and has continued till today with the attempt to attract ethnic minorities into the force.

Technology has helped crime detection – fingerprints and blood groups were discovered in 1901 and the first forensic laboratory was set up in 1935.  Telephones, radios and computer records have also assisted.

Transport developments – cars, motorbikes and helicopters have enabled police to arrive quickly at a crime scene and to give chase more effectively.

Specialist units have been set up for the prevention and detection of particular crimes – the Fraud Squad, the Vice Squad, the Drugs Squad, the Anti-Terrorist Squad and the Robbery Squad.

The police have undertaken a growing variety of work – helping Neighbourhood Watch schemes, policing football matches and accompanying demonstrations.

Changing views of the police

By 1900 the police had won wide acceptance and by the 1950s the image was of the friendly policeman who was supported by the public.

By the 1980s police methods were often questioned after the exposure of cases of fakes evidence and corruption.  Television programmes portrayed the police as tough and sometimes violent.  The public began to blame over-aggressive policing for incidents like the Brixton riots.

In the 1990s measures were taken to re-build links between the police and local people by community policing – police visits to schools, Neighbourhood Watch schemes and even, in some place, the re-introduction of foot patrols.
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WITCHCRAFT IN THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY

From the middle of the sixteenth century to the end of the seventeenth century, about 3000 people were tried for witchcraft in England.  90% were women, mainly over 50.  400 were hanged and many more died in prison.  There were two peaks of witchcraft trials – the 1560s and the 1640s.  What started witchcraft hysteria?

THE MIDDLE AGES

Before 1500 there was belief in witchcraft but it was seen as an offence against the Church and was punished by Church courts, not very severely.  Only in times of crisis, like the Black Death, 1348 – 50, and periods of famine, were witches persecuted in the attempt to find a scapegoat.

THE SIXTEENTH CENTURY

Witchcraft became a serious crime because:-

· The Wars of the Roses, 1461 – 1485, disrupted society – monarchs wished to re-assert their authority in general and witchcraft came to be seen as a conspiracy against the power of the crown.

· When Henry VIII made himself Head of the Church in 1534, what had been an offence against the Church now became a crime against the authority of the state.

· Throughout Europe, Protestants tended to see Catholics as servants of the Devil and vice versa.

· 3 acts turned witchcraft into a serious crime – the Act of 1542 imposed the death penalty; the Act of 1563 differentiated between major and minor forms of witchcraft; the Act of 1604 put together all earlier laws.

· Inflation, unemployment and the growth of vagrancy made ordinary people insecure and superstitious; they blamed others for their misfortunes by accusing them of witchcraft.

SO GOVERNMENT ATTITUDES AND ACTIONS MADE WITCHCRAFT A CRIME BUT PUBLIC ATTITUDES SUPPORTED THEM.

THE SEVENTEENTH CENTURY

Witchcraft hysteria reached its height in the seventeenth century because:-

· James I, who became king in 1603 professed a real belief in witchcraft; he wrote a book against witches, ‘Daemonologie’, and had had the Berwick witches burnt in Scotland.

· The mainly stable government of the sixteenth century gave way to the turmoil of Civil War 1642 – 48 and the execution of the King; this was ‘the world turned upside down’ – people were even more ready to believe that witchcraft was responsible and the Parliamentary side in the war seemed to encourage this belief, perhaps so that the other side could be associated with Satan.

· Religious issues became even more important – Puritans associated the Catholic church with anti-Christ and the fear that Charles I was trying to impose Catholicism helped cause witchcraft hysteria.

· During the Civil War the persecution of witches by Matthew Hopkins, the ‘Witchfinder General’ created widespread panic about witches.

· Belief in what witches were supposed to do – putting spells on people, animals and crops to cause them harm; holding black Sabbaths; making pacts with the Devil caused great fear.

· The fact that people often confessed to witchcraft increased belief in it.

WHY DID ATTITUDES TO WITCHCRAFT CHANGE?

The last hanging for witchcraft was in 1682, the last witchcraft trial was in 1712 and witchcraft ceased to be a crime in 1736.

This happened because:-

· Stable government had returned after the Civil War and the period of the Commonwealth under Oliver Cromwell – the government no longer had to assert its authority in the same way.

· After the Revolution Settlement of 1689, religious differences between Catholic and Protestant were no longer so important so neither group felt the need to accuse the other of witchcraft.

· The development of scientific knowledge, particularly medical science, helped explain many things which had earlier been regarded as supernatural.

· Better educated people turned against the horrors caused by ‘witchfinders’ like Matthew Hopkins who was paid for each witch he found and became rich.

· Books began to be written against witchcraft trials and previously accepted ideas of good and evil.

Changing attitudes to witchcraft are an example GRADUAL CHANGE and the fact that government and the educated changed their views does not mean that ordinary people did.  In Tring, in 1751, villagers arranged the ‘swimming’ of a witch who died – one of the villagers was tried and executed for her murder.

THE TOLPUDDLE MARTYRS, 1834

Why were they regarded as criminals?

THE BACKGROUND

1. Following the successful French Revolution of 1789, the British government feared that any working-class activity designed to improve conditions would lead to a similar revolution here.

2. As a result, the COMBINATION LAWS were passed in 1799 and 1800 which banned Trade Unions.  The lack of Unions made it very difficult for workers to get pay rises and was one reason why wages stayed low.

3. In the nineteenth century the ‘men of property’, factory owners and landowners, wielded great influence and they were against any attempt by workers and agricultural labourers to form unions to win higher wages.

4. Working-class unrest between 1815 and 1820 further convinced government and employers that workers were particularly dangerous when they organised for action.  However, owing to the campaign of Francis Place and Joseph Hume, the Combination Laws were repealed (removed) in 1824 and unions became legal.

5. In 1833 Robert Owen founded the Grand National Consolidated Trade Union, for workers in all trades – by 1834 it had half a million members and was a cause of great concern to the government which feared a general strike.

EVENTS OF THE TOLPUDDLE MARTYRS’ CASE

In the early 1830s conditions for agricultural workers had taken a turn for the worse.  Always the lowest paid workers, bad harvests in 1828 and 1829 caused farmers to cut their wages further whilst the price of food went up.  The invention of the threshing machine put many out of work in the winter.  Discontent erupted in the Swing riots in 1831.

In Dorset, in 1833, farmworkers’ wages were cut from 9 shillings (45p) to 7 shillings (35p) a week.  Forty labourers in Tolpuddle decided to set up a branch of the Friendly Society of Agricultural Labourers to try to prevent further cuts.  It was intended that the branch would join the GNCTU.

The farmers feared that the strength of the large union would force them into paying higher wages so local magistrates contacted the Home Secretary who advised that the secret oath which the labourers swore on joining the Society meant that they could be charged under the 1797 Law of Conspiracy (originally passed to deal with mutinies in the Navy).

George and James Loveless and four others were tried and sentenced to seven years’ transportation in 1834.

RESULTS OF THE TOLPUDDLE MARTYRS’ CASE

This decision was a triumph for the ruling class and the employers but such was the public outcry against the conviction that they were pardoned within two years.  

The GNCTU collapsed because other workers were afraid of prosecution so any attempt by unskilled workers to form unions and use the strike weapon was delayed until the 1880s.

The Tolpuddle Martyrs’ case is an example of the creation of a crime by the ruling classes in order to maintain government and employers’ control of the working classes.  The attitude of government and employers is clearly at variance with public attitudes to the case.  Despite public support for the Martyrs, it was not until the Acts of 1872 and 1875 that the full legality of unions and their right to strike was recognised – an example of GRADUAL CHANGE.

CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS IN THE TWENTIETH CENTURY

Conscientious Objectors are people who refused to fight in wars for reasons of conscience – they believe it is wrong to kill in any circumstances.

Normally, not wishing to kill would be seen, be society, as a good thing but the two World Wars in the twentieth century turned it into a crime for the following reasons:-

1. In both wars Military Service Acts were passed which enforced conscription (compulsory military service) – so refusing to fight meant breaking the law.

2. If some people refused to fight and no action was taken, it might cause others to follow suit; in any case the fact that some escaped fighting could lower others’ morale.

3. In a war of attrition like the First World War, as many soldiers as possible were needed.

4. Some COs not only refused to fight but would not do anything which would contribute to the war effort; in the Second World War the Peace Pledge Union actually tried to persuade others not to fight, thereby undermining the war effort.

ATTITUDES TO CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTORS

World War One

When conscription was introduced in 1916 the GOVERNMENT ATTITUDE to COs was very harsh – all COs had to appear before a military tribunal to state their case.

Of the 14000 COs who went before tribunals only 400 were given exemption: 6000 were sent to do ‘work of national importance’ – farming, mining or hospital work: 5000 were given non-combat duties in the army: 2600 had their cases completely rejected.

Of the 13600, over 6000 refused to accept the tribunals’ decision and would not undertake any duties which helped the war effort.  In the end approximately 305 of all COs ended up in prison, often in solitary confinement.  Those who had been ordered to do non-combat duties in the army were viewed as soldiers and were treated even more harshly – some were sent to France, near the fighting, and were threatened with the firing squad for disobedience.  They were given long prison sentences with hard labour instead of the death penalty but by the end of the war 73 had died as a result of their treatment and 31 had been driven insane.  COs were not allowed to vote again until 1923.

PUBLIC ATTITUDES to COs reflected those of the government.  COs were accused of being cowards and were often presented with white feathers on the street by women as a sign of their contempt.  Some COs were actually attacked.  This resentment was fuelled by the high casualty rate in the war as most families lost someone.

World War Two
By the time of the Second World War GOVERNMENT ATTITUDES to COs had changed for the following reasons:-

1. The Prime Minister, Winston Churchill was against persecution of people for their beliefs.

2. As Britain was fighting against Nazi Germany to preserve freedom it did not make sense to persecute people for their beliefs.

3. COs had won respect by their refusal, in most cases, to give in to persecution during the First World War.  Also, the horrors of that war had given rise to increased pacifism and, therefore, a greater understanding of COs views.

As a result, COs were treated more fairly.  Tribunals had to examine people’s reasons for not wishing to fight and a real attempt was made to offer them alternative work which they felt they could accept.  Prison was used only as a last resort.

Unfortunately, PUBLIC ATTITUDES to COs remained almost unchanged.  They were accused of cowardice and treason, often sacked from their jobs and sometimes attacked.

This is an example of variable change – government attitudes changed  quite rapidly for specific reasons but public attitudes remained largely unchanged.

1531


Unemployed men and women found begging, or vagrants, should be whipped until their bodies ‘be bloody’ and returned to their birthplace or previous residence.





1547


First offence – two years slavery


Second offence – slavery for life or execution.





1550


The 1547 Act was repeated as too severe.  The 1531 Act was revived








First offence –whipping or burning of an ear.


Second offence - execution





1576


House of Correction to be built in every country to punish and employ persistent beggars.





1593


The 1572 Act was repealed as too severe.  The 1531 Act was revived.





1598


Vagrants to be whipped and sent home.  If they did not mend their ways the JPs could send them to a House of Correction, banish them from the country or execute them.
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