Class 10
The Death throes of the Plantagenet Dynasty

Richard II opposed Wat Tyler. However he  does not seem to have inspired a lot of authority and he’s going to run into trouble with Henry IV  ( other name  Bolingbroke). Henry’s going to put his cousin in jail. Henry IV got crowned and when he dies… ( Henry V (victor at Agincourt ) succeeds him to the throne. 

Henry V is not going to enjoy the status given him after his resounding victory at Agincourt (1415) very long as  he dies very quickly in the 1420’s. He leaves his young son Henry VI as his successor, a weak king beset by psychological problems who has sometimes to be locked up. As a result Henry VI has to be replaced from time to time by a descendant of another line: the Yorkists.  Richard, duke of York has indeed  a stronger claim to the throne via his mother Anne Mortimer: the grand-daughter of Edward III’s second son.  Dynastic rules had already been weakened when Henry IV ( son of Edward III’s third son ) replaced Richard II. Henry VI is finally side-lined and dies in murky circumstances in the Tower in 1471.
So we end up having ( Richard III. He dies at the battle of Bosworth Field in 1485. The final twist is that he loses at Bosworth Field against Henry Tudor, who’s going to be crowned as Henry VII. He’s the beginning of the Tudor Dynasty. The Plantagenet era is over.

Richard III’s body:

Apparently Richard III’s body had been lost, but then you’ve got historians who analyse texts. In these texts they found the location of his body under a parking lot (how poetic..) and they excavated it. They did the DNA testing and it was indeed Richard III.  The skeleton made it possible to confirm his scoliosis (hence his portrayal as a  hunchback), what fatal blow probably killed him at Bosworth Field as well as wounds at his posterior reflecting a desire to desecrate Richard III’s body after his death. Richard III  was reinterred  in Leicester cathedral in 2015, in the presence of Benedict Cumberbatch, John of Gaunt’s 17 th great-grandson, no less. 
Impact of the War of Roses: From Agrarian capitalism to Industrial capitalism

· The direct impact of the War of the Roses was limited in terms of civilian damage. WOR impacts were limited because the princes didn’t have a lot of resources, it wasn’t a big war. 
· There is a long term impact and it has very much to do with the emergence of a new ruling class. What happened is that Henry VII  and Henry VIII were quite prompt to confiscate as much as they could from their opponents or from the church. Because they needed money: whatever was confiscated was sold to the new ruling class. 
· These were merchants who were often able to make a fortune “illegally”. As  “engrossers” (wholesale merchants)  they liked to corner the market: pretending that there wasn’t any grain left and allowing  prices to shoot up. All the merchants want is profit.
· We have a transformation of nobility. We have a redistribution to a new elite. But what are going to be the consequences? The economic impact is described by Sir Thomas More (in his book Utopia).
At one point in his book More talks about “Sheep eating men … destroying” everything, what does it really mean? Wool is the important economic activity at the time, as it was vital for England’s booming cloth industry. At the expense of what? When you have sheep, all they have to do is graze, they need only 1 or 2 workers. Merchants, who only think about profit, don’t need a rural population anymore.

There is an economic transformation. More explains that in the past the revenue for the nobility was work to maintain the castle (some sort of tax). The new nobility, the merchants, sell wool for profit and are no longer interested in (and certainly discouraged from having the military power that can be derived from)  living in defensible castles. This is a new world ruled by market forces (competition). What the new landowners want is to extract as much revenue as possible from their land. A phenomenon called Enclosure is going to take place. 
	Enclosure: Enclosure (old spelling: inclosure) evolved as a concept. In the 16th c. it was involved mostly the shift to sheep farming at the expense of subsistence agriculture. Later (18th c.)  it came to be understood as the legal process of enclosing a number of small landholdings to create one larger farm. Once enclosed, use of the land became restricted to the owner, and it ceased to be common land for communal use.


The new gentry is no longer interested in the obligatory contributions in labour or in kind paid by the rural population. They will use market forces to push farmers to be profitable and will lease land to the highest bidder. Successful farmers will thrive (and will be able to pay higher rent to the landowners); the others will have no other choice than to leave because of the simultaneous extinction of customary rights. The village contained a lot of common lands, some sort of ‘social security’ for the poorer peasants. The Kings were sometimes ready to defend these rights –though an unlikely candidate,  Charles I was one such King in the 1630s- but Enclosure gained more and more ground all the same. 

· Consequences: petty theft by impoverished property-less peasants starts:  the authors of these crimes will be the victims of fierce repression.

The other  solution for the small peasants left without property nor resources  and without access to common lands is  exodus (to London) where they form what Marx called a “ reserve army of labour” ready to work for low wages in industry, as their labour is the only thing which they can sell.
