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Unit 11-13: The Dutch Golden Age & Stuart England
MQ: Compare & Contrast Absolutism and Constitutionalism in the Netherlands and England during the 1500-1600s. 
Introduction: Perhaps more than any other two nations, the Dutch and English both contributed much to the thought of constitutionalism in the Western world. Contrary to what some might think, this idea that monarchs should be limited by the powers of legislative bodies was not written in ivory towers. Rather, they were often forged in the crucible of adversarial absolutist regimes. For the Dutch, their own independence was born against Philip II of Spain, while the English saw their civil war rage thanks to the sharp disagreement on both politics and religion with the Stuart monarchy. Your job is to compare and contrast the beliefs of these differing groups in these two nations, so as to better understand the foundation America built itself upon. 
Document 1 – Source: The Dutch Declaration of Independence, Dutch Parliament, 1581. When Charles V came to the throne, he began rooting out Dutch rights and freedoms. When Calvinism spread over the Low Countries he introduced the Inquisition and tried to root it out. Philip II of Spain increased the persecution. The people rebelled in 1566, elected Catholic [yes, Catholic; the Dutch were religiously tolerant] William of Orange as their leader, and the Dutch Revolt thereby began. The declaration given below -- the first in modern times -- prominently brings an idea that would be echoed in later revolutions.
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who wrote this text? What Protestant Reformer likely influenced this text?

The States General of the United Provinces of the Low Countries, to all whom it may concern, do by these Presents send greeting:
As it is apparent to all that a prince is constituted by God to be ruler of a people, to defend them from oppression and violence as the shepherd his sheep; and whereas God did not create the people slaves to their prince, to obey his commands, whether right or wrong, but rather the prince for the sake of the subjects (without which he could be no prince), to govern them according to equity, to love and support them as a father his children or a shepherd his flock, and even at the hazard of life to defend and preserve them. And when he does not behave thus, but, on the contrary, oppresses them, seeking opportunities to infringe their ancient customs and privileges, exacting from them slavish compliance, then he is no longer a prince, but a tyrant, and the subjects are to consider him in no other view. And particularly when this is done deliberately, unauthorized by the states, they may not only disallow his authority but legally proceed to the choice of another prince for their defense. This is the only method left for subjects whose humble petitions and remonstrances could never soften their prince or dissuade him from his tyrannical proceedings; and this is what the law of nature dictates for the defense of liberty, which we ought to transmit to posterity, even at the hazard of our lives.
So, having no hope of reconciliation, and finding no other remedy, we have, agreeable to the law of nature in our own defense, and for maintaining the rights, privileges, and liberties of our countrymen, wives, and children, and latest posterity from being enslaved by the Spaniards, been constrained to renounce allegiance to the King of Spain, and pursue such methods as appear to us most likely to secure our ancient liberties and privileges. 
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) From whom did the prince derive his power? 
3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What metaphor was given to describe how a king or prince should govern his people?


4. ( Evaluate the Source ) What should citizens do if their prince is a tyrant, according to the text? Should this action be taken right away, or is there a step before taking such a drastic action?



5. ( Determine the Truth ) What thought/view of Constitutionalism/Absolutism was propagated here?


Document 2 - Source: Kings James VI of Scotland (King James I of England), True Law of Monarchies, 1598. King James, a staunch Presbyterian and believer in divine right, wrote this document to lay out a justification and expectation for divinely appointed rulers. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who wrote this? What similar influences could be found in both King James’s Scotland and the Dutch Netherlands? 
THE KINGS THEREAFTER in Scotland were before any estates or ranks of men within the same, before any Parliaments were holden or laws made; and by them was the land distributed (which at the first was wholly theirs), states erected and decerned , and forms of government devised and established. And it follows of necessity that the Kings were the authors and makers of the laws… 
And according to these fundamental laws already alleged, we daily see that in the Parliament (which is nothing else but the head court of the King and his vassals) the laws are but craved by his subjects, and only made by him… with their advice… it lies in the power of no Parliament to make any kind of law or statute without his (King) sceptre be to it for giving it the force of a law. . . . And as ye see it manifest that the King is overlord of the whole land, so is he master over every person that inhabiteth the same, having power over the life and death of every one of them. A good King will not only delight to rule his subjects by the law, but even will conform himself in his own actions thereunto; always keeping that ground, that the health of the commonwealth be his chief law.
…. I grant, indeed, that a wicked king is sent by God for a curse to his people and a plague for their sins; but that it is lawful to them to shake off that curse at their own hand, which God hath laid on them, that I deny and may do so justly. Will any deny that the king of Babel was a curse to the people of God, as was plainly forespoken and threatened unto them in the prophesy of their captivity? And what was Nero to the Christian church in his time? And yet Jeremiah and Paul (as ye have else heard) commanded them not only to obey them but heartily to pray for their welfare.
… It is certain, then (as I have already by the law of God sufficiently proved), that patience, earnest prayers to God, and amendment of their lives are the only lawful means to move God to relieve them of their heavy curse.
… Kings are called gods by the prophetical King David (Ps. 82:6) because they sit upon God his throne in the earth and have the account of their administration to give unto him. Their office is "to minister justice and judgment to the people” (Ps. 101) as the same David saith; "to advance the good and punish the evil," as he likewise saith; "to establish good laws to his people and procure obedience to the same,"  as… good kings of Judah did; "to procure the peace of the people," (Ps. 72:7) as the same David saith.
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What should be the amount of Parliament’s influence in regards to the King’s ability to pass laws?


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) In King James’s eye, what will a good king delight in? What will be his chief law?


4. (Understanding Text) What did King James believe that citizens should do in the face of a tyrannical ruler? What is his reasoning for that claim?



5. ( Evaluate the Source )Do you agree or disagree with his assertion regarding tyranny? Explain why or why not. 



6. ( Analyze Other Documents ) What would be a strong disagreement between Document A and B? 

7. ( Determine the Truth ) What thought/view of Constitutionalism/Absolutism was propagated here?

Document 3 - Source: The King’s Majesty’s Declaration to His Subjects Concerning Lawful Sports to be Used, King Charles I, 1633. King Charles I was the son of King James I; much like his father, he continued his absolutist policies. Here, he reissues a command once given by his father. Note: In context, Puritans all over England felt it was wrong to do any type of recreation on Sunday, which was to be a day of rest. Charles I ordered this document to be read in all churches in England, and to be enforced no matter the disagreement. 
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who was Charles I? How do the Puritans feel about the Sabbath?

Our pleasure likewise is, that the bishop of that diocese take the like strait order with all the Puritans… either constraining them to conform themselves or to leave the county, according to the laws of our kingdom and canons of our Church, and so to strike equally on both hands against the contemners of our authority and adversaries of our Church: and as for our good people's lawful recreation, our pleasure likewise is, that after the end of divine service our good people be not disturbed, letted or discouraged from any lawful recreation, such as dancing, either men or women; archery for men, leaping, vaulting, or any other such harmless recreation, nor from having of May-games, Whitsun-ales, and Morris-dances; and the setting up of May-poles and other sports therewith used: so as the same be had in due and convenient time, without impediment or neglect of divine service: and that women shall have leave to carry rushes to the church for the decorating of it, according to their old custom; but withal we do here account still as prohibited all unlawful games to be used upon Sundays only, as bear and bull-baitings, interludes, and at all times in the meaner sort of people by law prohibited, bowling. 
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Would this order engender good feelings between the Puritans and Charles I? Why or why not?

3. ( Evaluate the Source ) How would this encourage Puritans to support a constitutionalist government?


4. ( Determine the Truth ) What thought/view of Constitutionalism/Absolutism was propagated here?


Document 4 - Source: Riot against use of prescribed Anglican prayer book, Scotland, 1600s? King Charles I, seeking to bring Scottish Presbyterians into the Anglican Church, ordered they adopt the liturgy and prayer book of the Anglican Church. This was the result.
1. ( Research Author & Context ) What prompted this riot? Why would Scots be against a prayer book?
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2. ( Evaluate the Source )What is the congregation’s response to said action by the Arch-prelate? 

3. ( Evaluate the Source ) Was this action by Charles I wise or unwise? Why or why not?



4. ( Determine the Truth ) What thought/view of Constitutionalism/Absolutism was propagated here?


Document 5 – Source: The following is a recorded response by Judge Bradshaw’s to King Charles I’s defense at his trial, 1649.
1. ( Research Author & Context )  Who is speaking in the source?
There is a contract and a bargain made between the King and his people, and your oath is taken: and certainly, Sir, the bond is reciprocal; for as you are the liege lord, so they liege subjects ... This we know, the one tie, the one bond, is the bond of protection that is due from the sovereign; the other is the bond of subjection that is due from the subject. Sir, if this bond be once broken, farewell sovereignty! ... These things may not be denied, Sir ... Whether you have been, as by your office you ought to be, a protector of England, or the destroyer of England, let all England judge, or all the world, that hath look'd upon it… And the truth is, all along, from the first time you were pleased to disavow and disown us, the Court needed not to have heard you one word.
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What were the two bonds the judge mentioned?


3. ( Evaluate the Source ) What should happen if the bond between a King and his people are broken? 



4. ( Determine the Truth ) What thought/view of Constitutionalism/Absolutism was propagated here?


Document 6 – Source: Speech made upon the Scaffold, King Charles I, January 30th, 1649.
I shall be very little heard of anybody here, I shall therefore speak a word unto you here… But I think it is my duty to God first and to my country for to clear myself both as an honest man and a good King, and a good Christian. I shall begin first with my innocence. In truth I think it not very needful for me to insist long upon this, for all the world knows that I never did begin a War with the two Houses of Parliament. And I call God to witness, to whom I must shortly make an account, that I never did intend for to encroach upon their privileges. They began upon me, it is the Militia they began upon, they confess that the Militia was mine, but they thought it fit for to have it from me. And, to be short, if anybody will look to the dates of Commissions and… the Declarations, will see clearly that they began these unhappy troubles, not I.
And truly I desire their Liberty and Freedom as much as anybody whomsoever. But I must tell you, that their Liberty and Freedom, consists in having... government and those Laws, by which their Life and their goods may be most their own. It (their liberty) is not for having a share in a government that is nothing pertaining to them. A subject and a sovereign are clean different things, and therefore until they do that… certainly they will never enjoy themselves…
…The Executioner at one blow, severed his head from his Body… when the Kings head was cut off, the Executioner held it up, and shewed it to the Spectators.
1. ( Evaluate the Source ) Does Charles I feel that he is at fault for the war? What is his reasoning for his position?

2. ( Evaluate the Source ) Do you find his claims of innocence truthful, in light of previous documents? Why or why not?

3. ( Evaluate the Source ) At his execution, does he still believe that the king should rule over all absolutely? 

4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Should Charles I have been executed? Why or why not?

5. (Establishing a Plausible Narrative) What thought/view of Constitutionalism/Absolutism was propagated here?


Document 7 - Source: The Bill of Rights, Parliament, 1689. This document was written following the removal of James II and the ascension of William III and Mary II to the throne. Part of the deal was that the new monarchs would support this document.
1. ( Research Author & Context ) Who instigated the creation of this document? What parties worked on creating this document?

…his Highness the prince of Orange (whom it hath pleased Almighty God to make the glorious instrument of delivering this kingdom from popery and arbitrary power) did (by the advice of the lords spiritual and temporal, and diverse principal persons of the Commons) cause letters to be written to the lords spiritual and temporal, being Protestants, and other letters to the several counties, cities, universities, boroughs, and Cinque Ports, for the choosing of such persons to represent them… to meet and sit at in order to such an establishment as that their religion, laws, and liberties might not again be in danger of being subverted; upon which letters elections have been accordingly made.
And thereupon the said lords spiritual and temporal and Commons, pursuant to their respective letters and elections, being new assembled in a full and free representation of this nation… declare:
1. That the pretended power of suspending laws, or the execution of laws, by regal authority, without consent of parliament is illegal.
2. That the pretended power of dispensing with the laws, or the execution of law by regal authority, as it hath been assumed and exercised of late, is illegal.
5. That it is the right of the subjects to petition the king, and all commitments and prosecutions for such petitioning are illegal.
6. That the raising or keeping a standing army within the kingdom in time of peace, unless it be with consent of parliament, is against law.
7. That the subjects which are Protestants may have arms for their defense suitable to their conditions, and as allowed by law.
8. That election of members of parliament ought to be free.
9. That the freedom of speech, and debates or proceedings in parliament, ought not to be impeached or questioned in any court or place out of parliament.
10. That excessive bail ought not to be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments inflicted.
11. That jurors ought to be duly impaneled and returned, and jurors which pass upon men in trials for high treason ought to be freeholders.

The said lords spiritual and temporal, and commons, assembled at Westminster, do resolve that William and Mary, prince and princess of Orange, be, and be declared, king and queen of England, France, and Ireland....
2. ( Evaluate the Source ) What is the stated purpose of this bill?





3. ( Evaluate the Source ) Are there any articles that increase the power of the King? Does the bill favor the powers of the King or Parliament?


4. ( Evaluate the Source ) Notably, are there any rights guaranteed for religious freedom?


5. ( Determine the Truth ) What thought/view of Constitutionalism/Absolutism was propagated here?





















Summative Questions


1. ( Determine the Truth ) Compare and contrast the two government styles in the format below:
a. Explain TWO WAYS in which Constitutionalists and Absolutists were similar in regards to their views on government. This must include at least TWO document references.





















b. Explain TWO ways in which Constitutionalists and Absolutists broadly were different in regards to their views on government. This must include at least TWO document references.
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