LO: To understand feedback
from 02/03/04 question and to
revise the how far monarchy
changed during the time period
1603-1702

To what extent did divisions between parliament
and the army lead to the failure of a settlement by
1649?
• What is the answer?
• That is what you argue – whilst giving balance

• showing there are other possible theories that you don’t agree with (explained) or
other smaller contributing factors which are smaller because…(explained)

•
•
•
•
•

You need to have a judgement before you start writing
You need an intro – your judgement and the other points you will address
You need to include PEE paragraphs, starting with the point in the question
Link to your argument in every point you make
Your conclusion shouldn’t be a shock. It should re-confirm your main point,
with no new evidence

To what extent did divisions between parliament
and the army lead to the failure of a settlement by
1649?
• What is the answer?
• Role of Charles? – failure to accept a settlement?
• Division between Parliament and New Model Army
• Radicalism in the NMA?
• Four stages of failure to settle
• Political Presbyterians alienated and politicised the NMA who could work with their
Independent allied in parliament
• Charles’ intransigence in refusing to come to settlement – made many in parl and NMA
more radical in their approach towards settlement and the king
• Charles further radicalised the NMA by refusal to accept their moderate Heads of
Proposals and starting a Second Civil War
• Political Presbyterians further alienated the army in continuing to try to negotiate with
Charles even after his defeat in the Second Civil War. This forced the army to act against
their enemies in Parliament to secure the trial of the king.

To what extent did divisions between parliament
and the army lead to the failure of a settlement by
1649?
• What is the answer?
A. Failure to reach a settlement by 1649 was to a large extent due to the divisions
between parliament and the army, although there were smaller, contributing
factors such as the role of Charles I and radicalism within the New Model Army,
which, despite being secondary to these divisions, cannot be ignored in explaining
the failure of negotiations for settlement.
B. Failure to reach a settlement by 1649 was only partially due to the divisions
between parliament and the army, and although this did contribute in a minor way,
the predominant cause of this failure in 1649 was Charles I’s own actions.
C. Failure of a settlement with the king in 1649 was predominantly caused by
radicalism in the New Model Army, and although divisions between parliament and
the army contributed to a small extent, they were secondary to the driving force of
radicalism which caused the failure of settlement and the Regicide to occur.

Key evidence to use for this question
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Politicisation of the New Model Army
The Newcastle Propositions, July 1646
The Heads of the Proposals, July 1647
Four bills, Nov 1647
Putney debates – showed radicalism of NMA rank and file and debate over
acceptance of grandees Heads of the Proposals, but never resolved so we cannot
know the impact this low level radicalism would have had
Charles I escaped from Hampton Court November 1647, rejects the four bills
Charles signs the Engagement with the Scots, Dec 1647
Passage of Vote of No Addresses in Parliament
Windsor Prayer Meeting, 1648
Repeal of Vote of No Addresses Aug 1648
Newport Treaty Sept-Nov 1648
Remonstrance of the Army
Prides Purge
Trial of king

How will it be marked?

• L5: Answers will display a very good understanding of the full demands of the question. They will be
well-organised and effectively delivered. The supporting information will be well-selected, specific
and precise. It will show a very good understanding of key features, issues and concepts. The answer
will be fully analytical with a balanced argument and well substantiated judgement. 21-25
• L4: Answers will display a good understanding of the demands of the question. It will be wellorganised and effectively communicated. There will be a range of clear and specific supporting
information showing a good understanding of key features and issues, together with some
conceptual awareness. The answer will be analytical in style with a range of direct comment relating
to the question. The answer will be well-balanced with some judgement, which may, however, be
only partially substantiated. 16-20
• L3: Answers will show an understanding of the question and will supply a range of largely accurate
information which will show an awareness of some of the key issues and features, but may, however,
be unspecific or lack precision of detail. The answer will be effectively organised and show adequate
communication skills. There will be a good deal of comment in relation to the question and the
answer will display some balance, but a number of statements may be inadequately supported and
generalist. 11-15
• L2: The answer is descriptive or partial, showing some awareness of the question but a failure to
grasp its full demands. There will be some attempt to convey material in an organised way although
communication skills may be limited. There will be some appropriate information showing
understanding of some key features and/or issues, but the answer may be very limited in scope
and/or contain inaccuracy and irrelevance. There will be some, but limited, comment in relation to
the question and statements will, for the most part, be unsupported and generalist. 6-10
• L1: The question has not been properly understood and the response shows limited organisational
and communication skills. The information conveyed is irrelevant or extremely limited. There may be
some unsupported, vague or generalist comment. 1-5

Content Revision: How far did the monarchy
change?

Monarchy in 1603
• Also head of
the Church
of England

Attempts to exploit Charles’s weakness during the
Long Parliament – radical reforms in government
of Church and State

• Following the personal rule, needed to curb the King’s capacity to rule in an arbitrary way
and save the Church of England from popery
• Removal of unpopular ministers – impeachment of Laud, Hampden, Strafford
• Triennial Act
• Dissolution of Parliament by own consent only
• Illegality of Ship Money, knighthood and forest fines
• Abolition of prerogative courts of Star Chamber, High Commission etc.
• (but these measures did not amount to parliamentary sovereignty – parl control of govt
and policies)
• Just trying to prevent repetition of personal rule
• Measures ad hoc
• Chalres could withdraw them if he came on better times, he only conceded under duress

The Interregnum

The Restoration Settlement

After the Exclusion Crisis

After the Glorious Revolution

