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Exam tips


Advice on key points in the text to help you learn and recall content, avoid pitfalls, and polish your exam technique in order to boost your grade.
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Knowledge check


Rapid-fire questions throughout the Content Guidance section to check your understanding.
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Knowledge check answers


Turn to the back of the book for the Knowledge check answers.
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Summaries





•  Each core topic is rounded off by a bullet-list summary for quick-check reference of what you need to know.
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About this book


The aim of this Student Guide is to help prepare you for the CCEA A2 History Paper 2 Option 4: Partition of Ireland 1900–25. This option is worth 40% of your History A-level. All of the topics covered in this guide could be examined in the exam so it is vital that you are familiar and confident with all of them.


In this option you focus on how Ireland was partitioned in the early twentieth century. You analyse the key developments in unionism and nationalism in Ireland, and the role of the British government and political parties in this period. It takes a chronological approach, ranging from the political background from 1900 to a study of the newly created entity of Northern Ireland in 1921–25. You will also focus on individuals in Ireland and Britain who played key roles in Irish affairs in this period.


The Content Guidance section covers all of the topics, largely in the order that they appear on the CCEA A-level History specification for Partition of Ireland 1900–25. You are strongly advised to have a copy of the most recent version of the specification to refer to as you go through the topics. There are four main topics:





•  The crisis over the Third Home Rule Bill up to September 1914



•  Political developments, 1914–18



•  Political developments, 1919–23



•  Northern Ireland, 1921–25





You should use the Content Guidance section to ensure that you are familiar with the key developments relating to the Partition of Ireland, and the roles of key players in it. It will help you to understand what occurred and to make substantiated judgements as to the relative importance of various factors at play in the unfolding of events over the timeframe covered by the option. It will also help you to master the key concepts in history, of motive, cause, consequence, continuity, similarity, difference and significance. You will be given a significant amount of factual information to consider, together with contemporary and historical interpretations, to support your study of this option.


The Questions & Answers section provides an opportunity for you to hone your exam technique and to help you to become familiar with the assessment objectives identified in the CCEA specification and tested in the A2 History Paper 2 examination. It is not possible to provide sample questions and answers for every topic, so you must be aware that any parts of the specification could be tested in the examination — not just those included in this section.


This guide cannot go into full detail on each of the four topics, so you should use it alongside other resources such as class notes and articles in History Ireland, as well as other books recommended by your teacher.
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Content Guidance



The crisis over the Third Home Rule Bill up to September 1914


Political background


Irish nationalists and Home Rule


Definitions of nationalists are many and varied, but D. George Boyce, in Nationalism in Ireland, accepts the general definition that nationalists are ‘a group of people who consider themselves to be a nation’. In 1900 an Irish nationalist was one who identified with Ireland and the Irish nation. Irish nationalists were never exclusively Catholic, but the terms ‘Catholic’ and ‘nationalist’ were almost synonymous in Ireland. Irish nationalists rejected the legitimacy of the Act of Union which created the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland in 1801. They wanted the restoration of an Irish parliament with legislative powers to govern Ireland in the best interests of the Irish people.
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Knowledge check 1


What was an Irish nationalist in 1900?


[image: ]





The Irish Parliamentary Party (IPP) was spectacularly successful in Irish elections. In the 1906 general election it won in 82 of Ireland’s 103 parliamentary constituencies. Studies by James McConnel, Senia Paseta and Patrick Maume among others have shown that it was very vibrant as well as popular. It reflected Irish nationalists’ aspirations to have a government of their own, and it offered itself as an effective vehicle for realising that aim.


Home Rule was the name given to a form of devolved government which would have established an Irish parliament and executive in Dublin with responsibility for strictly Irish affairs, while Ireland remained part of the UK. The originator of the concept of Home Rule was an Irish Conservative MP named Isaac Butt, an Ulster Protestant who recognised that the Act of Union had not forged a ‘union of hearts and minds’. He hoped to unite Irish people of different political outlooks and religions by empowering them to govern themselves in Ireland’s best interests. It was, as Alvin Jackson observes in Home Rule, an ambiguous concept that bound together a wide spectrum of nationalist opinion: from those who were content for Ireland to remain an integral part of the UK once it enjoyed a devolved government in Dublin, to the more radical Irish separatists who wished to see Ireland completely free of British rule. However, its ambiguity fuelled unionists’ fears about nationalists’ long-term intentions.
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Knowledge check 2


What was Home Rule?
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Boyce points out that the IPP was not a ‘sectarian party’, but it reflected Irish Catholics’ political and social concerns and aspirations. The Catholic middle classes, in particular, looked to Home Rule to remove what Jackson terms the ‘glass ceiling’ — ‘the domination of the higher ranks of the professions and public service by the residual Irish Protestant élite or (worse still) by Englishmen’, that appeared to block their advancement into senior positions. Alan O’Day, in Irish Home Rule, 1867–1921, cites statistics showing that although Catholics comprised 75% of the Irish population, only 43% of doctors, 44% of barristers and solicitors, and 59% of civil service officers were Catholics in 1900.


The Irish Parliamentary Party’s continued demands in Westminster and other forums for equal employment opportunities in Ireland, and its successes in securing practical reforms in public service employment, won it support from Catholics across Ireland. However, by threatening the privileged position of Protestants it reinforced their hostility towards Catholics.


John Redmond


John Redmond, MP for Waterford, was elected as the leader of the Irish Parliamentary Party in February 1900. A barrister by profession, Redmond had outstanding rhetorical skills, and was an excellent organiser. Yet he was the compromise candidate, chosen to lead a newly reunited Irish Parliamentary Party in preference to more formidable but fractious candidates, including John Dillon, Joseph Devlin and William O’Brien. Alvin Jackson characterises him as ‘an able, kindly but highly defensive commander … chosen in 1900 as much because of his political weaknesses as because of his strengths’.


Dermot Meleady, his most recent biographer, highlights Redmond’s undoubted leadership skills, though his conciliatory style gave an impression of weakness. Redmond often deferred to the judgement of Dillon, his deputy leader, who was more attuned to nationalist sentiment and always more ‘green’ than Redmond himself. Regarding Ulster, Redmond also depended on the insights and advice of Devlin, the leading Ulster nationalist. Nonetheless, Redmond, Dillon and Devlin made an effective and complementary team. O’Brien, peeved, formed the All-for-Ireland League, a party that won eight seats in Cork city and county in 1910 with a programme that called for greater efforts to win unionists’ support for Home Rule, but made little substantive progress in that direction.


Nicholas Mansergh, in The Unresolved Question, reckons that during the Third Home Rule Bill crisis, when confronted by unionists’ extra-parliamentary agitation and paramilitary threats:




leadership with capacity and readiness to contemplate ruthless action, together with ability to convey more than a hint of menace — or political blackmail — was also needed to give semblance of reality to the implicit threat. Parnell had both, Redmond neither. He lacked the personality, and the base in popular, national standing alike.





Redmond was, Mansergh declares, ‘only a party chairman’.
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Knowledge check 3


How effective a leader was Redmond?
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Liberal alliance?


Mansergh points out that there was no formal Liberal alliance with the Irish nationalists. Instead, there were ‘presumptions of joint action to advance a particular aim, Home Rule’, but relations between the Liberal Party and the Irish Party were not ‘cordiale’. For ideological reasons, and to reassure their supporters in Ireland, nationalist MPs kept aloof from British politicians and the British establishment. However, in maintaining their separate identity the members of the IPP sacrificed power and influence in Westminster.
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Knowledge check 4


How close were relations between the IPP and the Liberals?
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This was by contrast with the Irish Unionist Party which was so entwined with the Conservative Party that it was, in effect, subsumed into it. For example, Walter Long, the leader of the Irish unionists from 1906 to 1910, was an English Conservative. When he lost his parliamentary seat in South Dublin in January 1910 the Conservative Party gave him a safe Tory seat in London. Indeed, such was his standing that when Arthur Balfour stood down as the Conservatives’ leader in November 1911 Long was widely expected to take his place. In the event, Long stood aside rather than risk a divisive contest with Austen Chamberlain, the leading Liberal Unionist in the Commons, but he continued to shape Conservative and unionist policy towards Ireland until he was overcome by ill health in 1920. The symbiotic relationships between the Irish unionists and the Conservatives contrasted with the absence of a similar relationship between the Irish nationalists and the Liberals.


Nonetheless, the Liberal Party had been formally committed to securing Home Rule for Ireland since late in 1885 when its leader, William Gladstone, backed the cause with the aim of securing Irish consent for Ireland’s continued incorporation into the UK. That commitment was the key feature of the political background to the Third Home Rule Bill crisis. However, Gladstone’s First Home Rule Bill was defeated in the House of Commons in 1886 when 93 Liberal MPs quit the party in opposition to the bill and subsequently formed the Liberal Unionist Party. The Conservative Party and the Liberal Unionist Party formed a coalition unionist government which ruled Britain for most of the next 20 years, apart from a short interlude during which Gladstone, in his final term as prime minister, succeeded in steering the Second Home Rule Bill through the Commons, only for it to be defeated comprehensively in the unionist-dominated House of Lords in 1893.


Historians have debated the strength of the Liberals’ enthusiasm for Home Rule after Gladstone’s retirement. Patricia Jalland, in her book The Liberals and Ireland, associates enthusiasm for Home Rule with the ‘old’ elements of the Liberal Party, by contrast with the ‘New Liberals’ like David Lloyd George, who she claims were far more concerned with social reform issues. However, in a more recent study, British Opinion and Irish Self-Government, 1865–1925, G. K. Peatling demonstrates that the Liberal commitment to Home Rule had profound ideological roots. ‘New Liberals’ believed that it belonged to the common good of nations to allow each nation liberty to govern itself. They recognised the Irish as a nation, and they believed that not only was it morally wrong to deny a nation its rights, it harmed the body politic of Britain by fostering imperialist and reactionary forces that were opposed to individual liberty.


‘New Liberals’ celebrated the successful resolution of the conflict with the Boers by the granting of dominion status to the Union of South Africa in 1910. They nurtured a vision of a British empire comprised of consenting communities that shared common values, including the ideal of liberty for all. They rejected the unionist conviction that the empire could be held together by military might and the shedding of the blood of people who did not consent to British rule. Hence Home Rule was central to Liberal ideology in the first part of the twentieth century. Peatling writes that ‘even Liberals who were something less than “ardent” about Home Rule saw it as an axiomatic necessity’.



The 1906 general election


The Liberal Party, led by Henry Campbell-Bannerman, won a landslide victory in the general election of 1906, securing 397 seats out of the 670 in the House of Commons. Its success reflected not only the appeal of its election manifesto, it also benefited from deep divisions in the Conservative Party about ‘tariff reform’. Those who advocated tariff reform saw it as a necessary means of maintaining Britain’s empire. It would also protect British agriculture from growing foreign competition by imposing tariffs or taxes on foreign imports. Those who opposed ‘tariff reform’ pointed to the increased food prices that it would cause. The Liberals exploited the issue effectively in the 1906 general election by contrasting the ‘small loaf’ that people would be able to afford after the Conservatives’ ‘food taxes’, with the ‘big loaf’ that people would enjoy under a Liberal government.
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Knowledge check 5


Why did ‘tariff reform’ divide the Conservative Party so much?
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In terms of the significance of the 1906 general election, Redmond and the Irish Parliamentary Party had looked forward to the defeat of the unionist government, but their hopes that they would hold the balance of power and progress towards Home Rule were disappointed. Achieving Home Rule was simply impossible as long as the unionist-dominated House of Lords held the power to veto parliamentary legislation.


The Irish Council


The new Liberal government under Campbell-Bannerman was determined to make good on its ‘bread and butter’ election pledges. Yet the Liberals were not oblivious to the need to address Irish aspirations. Hence the government proposed the establishment of an Irish Council — a consultative body that would oversee parts of the operation of the British administration in Ireland. The details were worked out by Augustine Birrell, the chief secretary in the Irish Office.


The council would comprise 55 members, two-thirds of them elected. The Liberals hoped that nationalists would see it as ‘step-by-step’ progress towards Home Rule, though it was a ‘little, modest, shy, humble effort’. The Liberal government hoped that the fact that it was a revamping of a scheme proposed by the unionist government in 1904 might allow it to avoid being vetoed by the unionist-dominated House of Lords. However, under pressure from nationalist public opinion Redmond rejected the proposed council scheme as worthless — something that looked like a substitute for devolved government, not a step towards it.


Nonetheless, the Liberals recognised the need to continue working with the Irish Parliamentary Party as the representatives of the great majority of the people of Ireland. The government enacted a number of pieces of legislation at the IPP’s request, most notably the Universities Act of 1908. For Redmond and the IPP, however, the lack of substantive progress towards Home Rule, even under a Liberal government from 1906, threatened to undermine their virtual monopoly of nationalists’ support. William O’Brien’s All-for-Ireland League was established as an alternative vehicle for securing Home Rule, while Sinn Féin demanded a great deal more than Home Rule.



The 1910 general elections


Herbert Asquith


After Campbell-Bannerman died in 1908 he was succeeded as the leader of the Liberal Party and as prime minister by Herbert Asquith. Asquith was, in Mansergh’s phrase, ‘notably lacking in crusading zeal’. Nonetheless, he showed himself committed to implementing his party’s reform programme to tackle the poverty that blighted many lives across the UK.


In March 1909 Asquith’s chancellor of the exchequer, David Lloyd George, submitted his ‘People’s Budget’ to the House of Commons. This laid the foundations for what later became known as the ‘welfare state’, most famously with the establishment of old-age pensions for the less well-off in British society. In addition, the budget made provision for substantial increases in spending on the Royal Navy in response to a massive German programme for building dreadnoughts, a new type of battleship to challenge Britain’s command of the seas and thereby threaten its empire. These provisions required large increases in taxation.
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Knowledge check 6


What was the ‘People’s Budget’?
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The government decided that the wealthiest men in Britain would have to contribute most of the additional tax revenues. The ‘People’s Budget’ of 1909 would have increased income taxes for the rich — to 5% for those earning more than £2,000 per annum, with an extra 2.5% tax on the ‘super rich’. Even more controversially, the government planned to introduce a land tax and an inheritance tax — two taxes that would hit the landed elites extremely hard. Inevitably, the Conservative Party, which represented the interests of the rich elites, was furious. Its leaders saw the ‘People’s Budget’ as an attack on Britain’s natural ruling class (themselves) and consequently as a threat to the British system of government and entire way of life. They used the Lords’ veto to stop those taxes from coming into effect.
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Exam tip


CCEA often poses a question about Asquith’s handling of the Third Home Rule Bill crisis. You must make up your own mind in the light of historians’ debate about it.
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The Lords’ unprecedented action in blocking a finance bill put the Lords’ veto at the centre of British politics: its abolition would clear the way for the enactment of a raft of Liberal legislation that was being blocked by the House of Lords. It would also, incidentally, clear the way for the enactment of Home Rule. King Edward VII insisted that the government call a general election to secure a mandate for such a significant change to the British constitution. Consequently, a general election was held in January 1910.


Immediately prior to the January 1910 general election Redmond insisted that Asquith give a public declaration of his commitment to giving Home Rule to Ireland, which the prime minister delivered in the Albert Hall in London on 10 December 1909. Unionists were later to criticise Asquith’s commitment to Home Rule as nothing more than a ‘corrupt bargain’ for power. However, the reality was more complex. While Asquith aimed to hold on to power and implement the rest of the Liberals’ programme for government, Home Rule had been a Liberal policy since 1885, and with the abolition of the Lords’ veto it would become practical politics. More than 80% of Irish MPs had been consistently demanding Home Rule over the previous four decades. Asquith sincerely believed that the ‘Irish Question’ could only be resolved through some form of devolved government for Ireland.



The balance of power


Asquith’s aim in calling the general election of January 1910 was to win a mandate to enact the ‘People’s Budget’ which had been vetoed by the Conservative and unionist peers in the House of Lords. However, the number of Liberal MPs elected fell to 274, ahead of the Conservatives with 240 MPs and the Liberal Unionists with 32. Asquith also enjoyed the support of 40 Labour Party MPs. Nonetheless, the Liberals needed the support of the Irish Parliamentary Party to remain in power.


In terms of their significance, the results of the January 1910 general election left Redmond holding the balance of power, but O’Day points out that there was ‘no balance of terror’. Redmond had no choice but to support the Liberals — or see the unionists return to power. Yet Redmond proved to be very astute. He insisted that Asquith agree to abolish the Lords’ veto or the Irish Parliamentary Party would vote against the ‘People’s Budget’: ‘no veto, no budget’. Cornelius O’Leary and Patrick Maume in Controversial Issues point to Redmond’s critical role in having the Lords’ veto abolished as proof that he was not so powerless as other historians, including Roy Foster, had assumed.
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Knowledge check 7


Why was the IPP so keen to see an end to the Lords’ veto?
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Asquith secured a promise from the king to create enough Liberal peers in the House of Lords to outvote the Conservatives and unionists there. The king agreed on condition that a second general election was held to secure a popular mandate for such an important constitutional reform. In the ensuing general election held in December 1910 the Liberal Party had 272 MPs elected, but the Conservatives fell to 235 MPs, with the Liberal Unionists winning 36 seats and Labour winning 42. The Irish Parliamentary Party had 74 MPs elected, and O’Brien’s All-for-Ireland Party, which also demanded Home Rule, won 8 seats. The significance of the results of the second general election in 1910 was that the Lords’ veto was going to be abolished, and Redmond was assured by Asquith that a Third Home Rule Bill would be put before the British Parliament thereafter. In The Unresolved Question, Mansergh remarks, ‘By the end of 1910 Redmond had almost every cause for satisfaction.’


The Parliament Act 1911


In August 1911, after months of fierce debate, Asquith’s government finally passed the Parliament Act. It abolished the Lords’ veto, yet allowed the Lords to delay the enactment of bills passed by the House of Commons by up to 2 years. This was extremely significant for Irish nationalists because it finally opened the way for Home Rule. However, the Conservatives and their Liberal Unionist allies felt extraordinarily bitter towards the government because of the ‘People’s Budget’, the abolition of the Lords’ veto and the wider assault on the privileges of Britain’s ancien régime.


Andrew Bonar Law, who became the leader of the Conservative Party in November 1911, gave voice to that bitterness through his histrionic ‘new style’ of debating in the Commons, using violently dramatic rhetoric to rally the dispirited Tory backbenchers. Law was determined to destroy the Liberal government by any means, and he exploited the Third Home Rule Bill crisis to achieve that overriding ambition. Jeremy Smith, in an article on Law’s ‘Bluff, bluster and brinksmanship’ (Historical Journal, 1993), argues convincingly that Law deliberately pushed Ulster towards civil war in a cynical game of brinksmanship to bring down the government. In that sense the acrimonious constitutional conflicts at Westminster in the years 1909–11 had enormous consequences for Ireland that no one could have foreseen.
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Exam tip


You are expected to be able to discuss the Third Home Rule Bill crisis in its British as well as Irish contexts.
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Motives of the opponents of Home Rule


The fundamental motive of all unionists was to maintain the Act of Union that had bound Ireland to Great Britain since 1801. Some unionists argued that the Union benefited all people in Ireland, regardless of religion. Nonetheless, general election results in Ireland since 1885 showed that unionist MPs were only elected in constituencies where most voters were Protestants: in Ulster where Protestants made up 54% of the population, unionists usually elected 17 of the province’s 33 MPs, whereas in the rest of Ireland Protestants formed only 9% of the population and rarely succeeded in electing even one MP. As Alvin Jackson in Home Rule points out, Irish elections tended to be sectarian ‘headcounts’.

OEBPS/OEBPS/images/tp.gif
STUDENT GUIDE

History

Partition of Ireland 1900-25

Henry Jefferies

HODDER
EDUCATION

AN HACHETTE UK COMPANY





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/cover.jpg
STUDENT GUIDE

R\

A2 UNIT 2

History

Partition of Ireland 1900-25

Henry Jefferies

(7 HODDER

LEARN MORE





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/8-1.gif
==

3 LIMERICK o’

] — N
fUNSTER ™. L
KERRY,

Ireland in 1910

ILDARE
P

) ”y‘g /\;CKLOW
J=

;TIPPERARV\

o
?’uau

et
/ WEXFORD

KEY

Nationalist MPs
[ unionist Mps
A Liberal MP






OEBPS/OEBPS/images/rules.jpg





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/4-1.gif
R
e s e

Qe gt s i

Exam-style questions Pt

Commentary on the
questions

Tips on what you need to do
to gain full marks, indicated

by the icon @

Sample student————>
answers

Practise the questions, then

look at the student answers

that follow.

rancsrs g

Commentary on sample
student answers

Read the comments (preceded

y the icon @) showing
exactly where marks are
gained or lost.





