
Pre-U, Paper 1c: British History Outlines 

The Iron Lady – Thatcher and the Conservative governments of 1979-1997 

By any measure, Margaret Thatcher was one of the more remarkable inhabitants of number 10, and 

certainly one of the most controversial. In retrospect, the 1979 general election might be seen as the 

one of the three most important of the century, along with 1906 and 1945: those two moved the 

centre of British political life to the left, Thatcherism changed course. In that, and many other sense s 

we are all Thatcher’s children 

 

THE FALL OF TED HEATH & MARGARET THATCHER’S RISE TO POWER 

Use Flagship pp 70-71 

And Tides of History https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/07/16/precisely-the-sort-of-

candidate-who-ought-to-be-able-to-stand-and-lose-harmlessly-is-corbyn-the-modern-day-thatcher/ 

One of the hallmarks of the post-war Conservative has been the way it has been littered with the 

tombstones of future Tory leaders. Arguably, the obvious successors for the Tory leadership have 

fallen by the wayside every time since Macmillan, certainly since Heath. 

 Thatcher was an outsider because she was a woman, came from the right and had only been 

at education 

 Heath’s relations with his col leagues were often poor; he and Thatcher came to detest each 

other 

 Heath’s election defeats in 1974 fatally damaged him (he lost three of the four elections he 

fought as leader). After his defeat in October 1974, his support on the backbenches waned 

 Enoch Powell was now beyond the pale, but his economic ideas, as well as his general sense 

that the country had moved too far to the left, was on the rise  

 Under the aegis of Sir Keith Joseph, Thatcher became what we would later call a Thatcherite  

 When Joseph blotted his copybook, Thatcher was on the only plausible candidate on the 

right of the party. She performed well in opposition 

 The major contenders for the leadership were unwilling to break ranks with Heath 

 Airey Neave organised her campaign very well 

 She became the focus of the desire to be rid of Heath and ,as such, by the time Heath had 

lost the first round, she was well ahead of the likes of Willie Whitelaw 

Don’t imagine that after winning the leadership in 1975 her victory in 1979 was assured, despite 

Labour’s problems. As she would do throughout her career she divided opinion, and her personal 

ratings lagged well behind Callaghan’s. She was very unpopular among some (not helped by the 

sexism of many men, nor though by her often stilted manner and her way of speaking). What she did 

though was offer a clear, if deliberately ill-defined, alternative. In 1979, Callaghan famously told an 

aide that he sensed a once in a generation sea change in politics was coming. He was right, and 

Thatcher positioned herself to ride that tide. Few anticipated quite what a ride it would turn out to 

be. 

 

WHAT WAS THATCHERISM? 

Use Flagship pp 71-72 

The nature of Thatcherism remains disputed, in part because she never defined it, but the following 

all played their part 

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/07/16/precisely-the-sort-of-candidate-who-ought-to-be-able-to-stand-and-lose-harmlessly-is-corbyn-the-modern-day-thatcher/
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 Economic liberalism, free markets, self-help 

 Patriotism 

 Rolling back the state 

 Strong, authoritative leadership 

 Moral antipathy to inflation 

 Breaking the trade unions 

 Anti-socialism 

Perhaps underpinning all was her belief that post-war Britain had taken a wrong turn. We should 

also never neglect her Methodist principal background (‘Victorian values’) and her instinctive, 

even visceral tribal Toryism (‘are they one of us?)  

 

DID THATCHER REALLY BRING ABOUT A SOCIAL, POLITICAL AND ECONOMIC REVOLUTION?  

Use Flagship pp 72-76, pp 82-95 

Do the In-Depth Study, pp 82-95, and answer the questions on p 95 

 

To what extent was there an economic revolution? 

 Trade Unions (also use Lynch pp 126-30 for the miners’ strike of 1984) 

 Privatisation 

 Rolling back the state 

 Taxation, borrowing and public spending 

 Inflation 

 Market forces and enterprise 

 Monetarism 

Be aware of the significance of North Sea Oil (Lynch pp 132-33) 

 

How radical were her changes to the way Britain was governed? 

 The diminished role of cabinet 

 Special Advisers 

 The increased power of the PM 

There is a case to be made for her downfall being the reassertion of the cabinet’s power  

 

How radical was Thatcher in social policy? 

 The 1981 Riots (use Lynch, pp 121-22) 

 Education 

 Health 

 Social security 

 Local government (Lynch, p 136); the Poll Tax (Lynch pp 137-38) 

 Housing (p76) 

 

WAS THATCHER REALLY THE IRON LADY? 

Use Flagship pp 150-54, pp 154-62 

Do the In-Depth Study, pp 154-62, and answer the questions on p 162 

 

 



To what extent did Thatcher have a clear foreign policy? 

Like many PMs, Thatcher started with what were primarily domestic objectives, though her 

instinctive anti-socialism and her combative style did bring a new tone to British diplomacy. 

However, with the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, the election of Ronald Reagan and the deepening 

of Cold War hostilities in Europe, foreign affairs loomed increasingly large (and, like most PMs, she 

became increasingly interested in the world stage as she became more established). In the forms of 

Europe (see the separate section below), the Falklands and the nuclear issue, foreign affairs also 

played a key role in domestic politics. 

 In her early years, her policy towards the Soviet Union was increasingly hostile (and she was 

openly supportive of the opposition to it, notably Solidarity in Poland). This was deeply 

controversial 

 With the coming of Gorbachev, that began to change 

 Lord Carrington persuaded her to back a solution to the Rhodesia Crisis (the Lancaster House 

Agreement) 

 The Falklands transformed Thatcher’s political position, and made her far more assertive in 

foreign affairs as well as domestic policy 

 Thatcher and Reagan agreed over policy towards the USSR and the USA remained our most 

important ally, but she never was Reagan’s poodle  

There is a pretty good argument to be made that Thatcher and Reagan got it right, and played a role 

in the collapse of communism, but also in ending the Cold War. Certainly, anyone that knows the old 

Eastern Europe will be aware that Thatcher is widely regarded as a hero there.  

 

WAS THATCHER A HARD-LINER OVER NORTHEN IRELAND? 

Use the Flagship, pp 256-58 

Her instincts were strongly Unionist: Northern Ireland, she famously said was ‘as British as Finchley ’. 

She was a passionate opponent of terrorism: the murders of Airey Neave, Lord Mountbatten, at 

Warrenpoint and, of course, the Brighton bombing affected her deeply  

 She took a publicly hard line over the Hunger Strikes in 1981 

 In the aftermath of the Brighton Bombing, the Anglo-Irish Agreement was an act of 

statesmanship 

 

WAS THATCHER ANTI-EUROPEAN? 

Use Flagship pp 186-95 

Do the In-Depth Study, pp 186-95, and answer the questions on p 195 

Also use the blog article here: 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/04/20/britain-and-europe-6-mrs-thatchers-handbag/ 

One the more absurd disagreements in the 2016 Europe referendum was about which was Thatcher 

would have voted. The very fact that her ghost was being cited even then shows how important an 

issue this became. It also became the issue that brought about her downfall. Did she become more 

anti-European as time went on? 

 The Rebate 

 The CAP 

 The Single European Act 

 The Social Charter 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/04/20/britain-and-europe-6-mrs-thatchers-handbag/


 The Bruges Speech 

 The ERM and EMU 

What was her European legacy to the country and to the Conservative Party?                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 

 

ELECTORAL SUCCESS 

Thatcher won three elections, two by a landslide. Interestingly though, her highest share of the 

popular vote was 44% in 1979 (no landslide). In the next three elections, the Conservatives polled 

42%. Thatcher won two landslides because of the awful performance of Labour in 1983 and 1987.  

 

THE LABOUR PARTY IN THE CONSERVATIVE YEARS 

Use Flagship pp 39-44 

After the 1979 defeat, Labour moved sharply to the left and split. After 1983, Neil Kinnock began the 

long and painful process of dragging Labour back to the centre. It was, however, not enough to win 

in 1987 or 1992. 

 The left became increasingly discontented with the leadership in the 1970s, especially over 

Europe, nuclear weapons and NATO, the spending cuts of 1976 and a general sense that 

socialism had been abandoned 

 Local parties faced left-wing Trotskyist entryism, notably the Militant Tendency 

 Tony Benn became the de facto leader of the far left 

 In an attempt to hold the party together, Labour MPs chose Michael Foot to succeed 

Callaghan as leader. Foot moved the party sharply to the left 

 A breakaway group, the Gang of Four, created the SDP as an alternative to Labour. They split 

the centre-left (see below) and weakened the Labour right 

 A bitter contest for deputy leader between Denis Healey and Tony Been widened and 

highlighted the vicious left-right split 

 The 1983 election saw Labour fight on a far left manifesto (Gerald Kaufmann called it ‘the 

longest suicide note in history’) and stage an old-fashioned and incompetent campaign. 

The story of Labour 1979-83 is well told here by Tides of History: 

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/08/13/civil -war-how-infighting-took-labour-

and-britain-to-the-brink/ 

 Neil Kinnock was elected leader, and the 1987 campaign was modern and effective. But with 

their left-wing policies unchanged, they lost 

 Kinnock then began to change Labour policies and message, and they were well ahead in the 

polls by 1990, but still lost in 1992 (having been ahead in  the polls) 

 John Smith continued the Kinnock approach, but after his sudden death in 1994, Tony Blair 

and Gordon Brown rebranded the party as New Labour, and went for the centre ground. 

Helped by the state of Major’s Tory party, Blair won a lands lide in 1997 

 

THE SPD, THE LIBERALS AND THE LIBERAL DEMOCRATS 

As Labour moved left, Roy Jenkins returned from his term as President of the European Commission. 

He formed what became nicknamed the Gang of Four (with former Labour ministers Shirley 

Williams, David Owen and Bill Rodgers) who formed the new Social Democratic Party. For a brief 

period, it looked as if it might work. Jenkins won a spectacular by-election victory in Glasgow 

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/08/13/civil-war-how-infighting-took-labour-and-britain-to-the-brink/
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Hillheads, and Shirley Williams won in Crosby. Briefly, they were ahead in the polls at a time when 

Margaret Thatcher had the worst ratings in polling history. 

 

Logically, an alliance with the Liberals loomed. In the end, all the SPD breakaway succeeded in doing 

was win votes rather than seats and, in the end, allow Thatcher a free run.  

 

THE CONSERVATIVE ELECTION VICTORIES OF 1979, 1983, 1987 AND 1992 IN NUMBERS 

For much of the 20th century, a strong vote for the Liberals has meant bad news for the 

Conservatives. In the 1980s, this was not so. The reason would seem to lie in the birth of the SPD in 

1981. 

 

In 1979, the Conservatives won a comfortable majority of 43, on 44% of the popular vote, to 

Labour’s 37%; the Liberals polled 11%. In 1983, the Tories won a landslide majority of 144 on 42%. 

The key to that was the slump in the Labour vote to under 28% (their lowest share of the popular 

vote since 1918). That was, in part, a function of the 25% of the popular vote won by SPD-Liberal 

Alliance. In 1987, Labour polled 31%, but winning 42% again was enough to win the Conservatives a 

majority of 102. This time, the Alliance polled 23%. In both cases, the British electoral system did 

what it does to third parties: the Alliance won just 23 and 22 seats. Thus, Thatcher’s landslides had 

as much to do with Labour’s lamentable state and the rise of the SPD, as they did with the 

consistently strong Conservative performance. 

 

As a comparison, the same 42% in 2017 saw May lose her overall majority. The difference was that 

Labour polled 40%. In the British system, the key to the majority a government wins if often the gap 

between the two main parties. In 1983 and 1987, that gap was over 10 points. 

 

In 1992, a resurgent Labour hoped to win. In the end, the 35% won by Kinnock was a crushing 

disappointment. There was a silver lining in the cloud, however. Since the 1950 election, there had 

been inherent bias in the electoral system towards the Tories. In 1992, that situation reversed itself. 

John Major’s Conservatives won more votes than the Conservatives had won in any election before, 

but they only had a majority of 21. 

 

THATCHER’S FALL 

Use Lynch, pp 138-40, pp 158-59 

After the Falklands and the 1983 election, Thatcher’s position was immensely stronger, and she 

became more strident and more radical. After her victory in 1987 (after what most recognised was a 

pretty ropey campaign) she seemed unstoppable. That was, perhaps, the beginning of her downfall, 

as she was increasingly influenced by forces outside of cabinet, and less inclined to accept contrary 

advice. Hubris would, as so often, be followed by nemesis. 

 Willie Whitelaw’s stroke and subsequent retirement deprived her of a source of trusted advice 

 The Poll Tax was seen by Thatcher and her supporters as a further tax reform (and one turning 

away from the progressive taxation that they believed penalised success). It was also the last in a 

series of measures designed to undermine local government and, especially, left wing Labour 

councils. It was a crass misjudgement, attracting opposition from across the political spectrum 

 Conservative canvassers began to notice the TBW response, as the party’s poll ratings slumped: 

voters told them they would vote Conservative if it ‘wasn’t for that bloody woman’. Was 



Thatcher becoming an electoral liability? After the 1987 landslide, there were many sitting Tory 

MPs whose seats would fall if the Tory voted did slump (or a resurgent Labour’s rose) 

 In 1989, her chancellor Nigel Lawson resigned. He wanted Britain to enter the ERM, and 

resented her reliance on her economic adviser Sir Alan Walters. This seemed to crystallise two of 

the issues that would turn some of her erstwhile cabinet supporters into enemies 

 Over the years, but especially since 1987, Thatcher’s handling of her cabinet had fuelled 

resentment. There were also many backbenchers who had been sacked of now knew that, under 

her, there was no hope of entering government (most of all, Michael Heseltine) 

 In the light of the above, her increasingly strident attitude towards Europe alienated the 

majority of her cabinet, and many backbenchers. Most of all it led to Sir Geoffrey Howe’s 

resignation, probably the single most important ministerial resignation in modern British 

political history. 

 In 1989, an obscure pro-European backbencher, Sir Anthony Meyer, had stood against her. The 

fact that he won 33 votes (a further 25 abstained), indicated that her position was weaker than 

it had been 

 In the wake of Howe’s resignation, Heseltine decided to run against her. Her campaign was 

marred by complacency and an unwillingness to work the corridors of the House. In the first 

leadership ballot, Thatcher won (204-152). However, it was not enough to win outright, and her 

positioned was fatally weakened. One by one, her cabinet colleagues went in to tell her they 

would support her, but her authority was shot. Or, to put it another way, they told her she had 

to go. In the end, the cabinet she had mauled for so long mauled her to death. 

In retrospect, the aftermath of Thatcher’s fall would tear her party apart for a generation. Arguably, 

Brexit is a direct consequence (as argued in the blog article on the Tories and Europe after Thatcher: 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/05/09/britain-europe-7-the-conservative-cabinet-ministers-

who-had-no-known-fathers-and-all-that/). For many, Thatcher’s own words summed it up: ‘It was 

treachery, treachery. It is something I will never forget and never forgive’. The bitter legacy would 

fatally poison Tory politics for a generation. 

 

THE MAJOR GOVERNMENTS, 1990-97 

Use Flagship, pp76-78 

Major became leader for three reasons. Firstly, he wasn’t Thatcher; secondly, he wasn’t Heseltine; 

thirdly, he suddenly became Thatcher’s heir apparent. Heseltine had brought down Thatcher, but 

that made him a divisive figure who was wholly unacceptable to the majority, and especially to the 

Thatcherites. Thus, though he was able to emulate Thatcher in one way (Thatcher had got rid of 

Heath), he was unable to size the crown as she had in 1975. In the second ballot, Heseltine faced 

two rivals. Douglas Hurd, a fellow one-nation Tory (but one who had remained loyal until that fateful 

night), won 56 votes (taking some from Heseltine, who polled 131 this time round). The winner was 

John Major. 

 

There is a half-decent argument for saying that John Major ‘rose without trace’ (as Kitty Muggeridge 

said of David Frost). He had briefly been at the foreign office and then number 11.  

 

In one sense, he was helped by being the antithesis of Thatcher and Heseltine. Tired of restless 

dynamism, the stolid Major (depicted in grey by Spitting Image) seemed a welcome contrast to 

either.  

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/05/09/britain-europe-7-the-conservative-cabinet-ministers-who-had-no-known-fathers-and-all-that/
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Thatcher’s support helped too. When the time came for Thatcher’s cabinet colleagues to tell her to 

go, Major had been laid low after having an operation on his wisdom teeth. He was thus not 

implicated in her downfall. Thus, the embittered Thatcher made it known that she supported him, 

and her supporters followed suit. It won him leadership, but at a price. As Thatcher would famously 

claim, she would make a very god ‘back seat driver’. 

 

If Thatcher’s support helped him win the leadership, he attempts to escape her shadow also helped 

him win in 1992. However, it split his party. 

 

Why did Major win in 1992? 

Use Lynch, p 169 

In 1990, Labour were well ahead in the polls. Even in the 1992 campaign itself, Labour were 

favourites (and expected to win). The 1992 election is considered in the blog article here: 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2015/05/10/unexpected-conservative-victories-we-have-known/ 

 Major’s government had ditched the Poll Tax  

 Major seemed to offer an alternative to Thatcher, whilst maintain her record for economic 

competence 

 Major showed statesmanship in the First Gulf War of 1991. 

 Labour misjudged the campaign; the Tory campaign was very effective  

In retrospect, however, the 1992 campaign would prove to be a very bad one to win.  

 

Major had some successes, of a sort, though even these did not do him much good after 1992: 

Use Lynch pp 167-176 

 The Citizen’s Charter, adopted in 1991, became as much an object of ridicule as anything. Most 

famously, the ‘cones hotline’ (in which motorists could call a hotline to complain about 

motorway roadworks) seemed trivial  

 The decision to intervene in Bosnia and bring about the Dayton Agreement ended the conflict. 

Unfortunately, it do so three years too late 

 Major’s role in paving the way for the end of the Northern Ireland conflict was pivotal, and 

showed genuine courage and statesmanship 

 

What went Wrong for Major? 

Use Lynch pp 167-177 

In essence, two issues brought Major down: 

 Black Wednesday fatally undermined the Conservatives reputation for economic competence 

 The Maastricht Treaty (a diplomatic success) saw his party tear itself apart over Europe. The 

Tories were, arguably, unleadable.  

See the blog article on the Tories and Europe after Thatcher: 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/05/09/britain-europe-7-the-conservative-cabinet-

ministers-who-had-no-known-fathers-and-all-that/ 

At the same time: 

 Major’s weaknesses were also increasingly evident and (if not entirely fairly) widely ridiculed. His 

Spitting Image puppet and Private Eye’s Secret Diary of John Major, aged137 and ¾, depicted 

him as out of his depth. Blair’s famous accusation of ‘weak, weak, weak’ stuck  

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2015/05/10/unexpected-conservative-victories-we-have-known/
https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/05/09/britain-europe-7-the-conservative-cabinet-ministers-who-had-no-known-fathers-and-all-that/
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 New Labour were sweeping all before them, and Blair was the most effective opposition leader 

since Wilson 

 The government was beset by series of scandals, just when Major called for high standards in 

public life (‘Back to basics’): Mellor, Yeo, Milligan, Hamilton 

The 1997 landslide happened thanks to a mix of what went wrong for the Conservatives, and the rise 

of Blair and New Labour 

 

FURTHER READING, LISTENING & VIEWING 

Sixth form history needs you to do reading of your own. Already, this guide had given you references 

to the Flagship textbook, and some other resources. You need to take steps beyond that both online 

and, of course, by resorting to another revolutionary technology, the book.  For modern British 

history, there is a dizzying array of printed and online resources, of startlingly variable quality. If you 

do find something not on here that’s good, let the rest of us know through the Facebook page or 

email s.tilbrook@rgs.newcastle.sch.uk and we’ll add it. 

 

For each topic or area, we have colour coded each book or article:  

 Blue is essential 

 Yellow means if you want to develop a deeper understanding you should read one or all of 

these 

 Green means this is a monograph, or a sophisticated or highly detailed account. Learn how 

to dip into real history books, a vital study skill; you might sometimes find full books actually 

become more engrossing 

 Pink is for choices that are more loosely related, and have grabbed someone’s interest at 

some point. Try one or two, they might be fun 

 

A WORD ABOUT ONLINE RESOURCES 

Three of the best resources are, of course, the History department’s very own Blog, Facebook page 

and Twitter feed. 

 

The Oxford Dictionary of National Biography (DNB)  

Beyond that, for the British history course, get used to using one of the best resources available, and 

for free; the DNB. Any local library card will get you in: anyone can join the City Library via this link 

https://eforms.newcastle.gov.uk/popup.aspx/RenderForm/?F.Name=JVpTDqdaf2o  

Once you have a library card number, got to http://www.oxforddnb.com/ and fill in your number, or 

the city one you need to go via their portal. You then have access to it all. They vary in quality from 

the good to absolutely excellent, and they are all written by leaders in the field. The best have a 

particularly good last section, dealing with how history has viewed these men and women, and their 

historiography. There are also the Themes. 

History Today 

Beyond that, another invaluable resource is History Today. We have institutional access to the entire 

archive, here: http://www.historytoday.com/user/login 

Username: Tilbrook 

Password: historian 

You can search at your leisure, and find all sorts. These guides will flag some up for you.  

mailto:s.tilbrook@rgs.newcastle.sch.uk
https://eforms.newcastle.gov.uk/popup.aspx/RenderForm/?F.Name=JVpTDqdaf2o
http://www.oxforddnb.com/
http://www.historytoday.com/user/login


Philip Allan Resources 

Another good resources is Philip Allan Magazines Online, aimed very much at sixth-form students: 

here http://my.dynamic-learning.co.uk/default.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2farchive.aspx 

Username: j.richardson@rgs.newcastle.sch.uk 

Password: rgs1 

The archive is then searchable 

 

FURTHER READING: textbooks and student introductions 

There is a range of series aimed at sixth form history students. None make for exciting reading, and 

they vary in quality, but you should always aim to read at least one.  

Michael Lynch, Britain 1945-2007 (Access to History) (Lon 2008) 

Malcolm Pearce & Geoffrey Stewart, British Political History 1867-2001 (3rd ed, Lon 2002)  

 

Here are some other overviews: 

John Charmley, A History of Conservative Politics 1900-1996 (Lon 1996) 

A breezy account from a Conservative point of view, highly opinionated and very much 

focused on party politics 

Chris Wrigley (ed), A Companion to 20th Century Britain (Oxford 2003) 

Peter Clarke, Hope and Glory: Britain 1900-1990 (Lon 1996) 

TO Lloyd, Empire, Welfare State, Europe: English History 1906-92 (4th ed, Oxford 1993) 

Martin Pugh, State & Society: Britain 1870-1997 (2nd ed, Lon 1999) Pt IV 

Edward Falshaw, Britain 1979-97 (2004) gives a good overview of the period 

 http://www.historytoday.com/edward-falshaw/britain-1979-1997 

Peter Hennessy, The Prime Ministers (Lon 2000) 

Episode 5 of Andrew Marr’s The History of Modern Britain on the 1970s is worth a watch 

 

The DNB entry on Thatcher, by David Cannadine, is essential.  

Anne Perkins, Guardian obituary of Thatcher (2013) 

https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2013/apr/08/margaret-thatcher-political-phenomenon-dies 

This BBC obituary of Thatcher by Nick Robinson is very good: 

http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-10364876 

Charles Moore, Margaret Thatcher: The Authorized Biography, Volume One: Not For Turning   

(Lon 2013) 

Margaret Thatcher: The Authorized Biography, Volume Two: Everything She Wants  

(Lon 2013) 

Robert Pearce, Margaret Thatcher’s Rise to Power (2012)  

 History Today 

http://www.historytoday.com/robert-pearce/margaret-thatchers-rise-power 

Thatcher’s defeat of Heath is well covered by Tides of History 

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/07/16/precisely-the-sort-of-candidate-who-ought-to-

be-able-to-stand-and-lose-harmlessly-is-corbyn-the-modern-day-thatcher/ 

Archie Brown, review of Richard Aldous Thatcher and Reagan: The Difficult Relationship (2012)  

 History Today 

http://www.historytoday.com/blog/2012/09/reagan-and-thatcher-difficult-relationship 

 

http://my.dynamic-learning.co.uk/default.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2farchive.aspx
http://www.historytoday.com/edward-falshaw/britain-1979-1997
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2013/apr/08/margaret-thatcher-political-phenomenon-dies
http://www.bbc.co.uk/news/uk-politics-10364876
http://www.historytoday.com/robert-pearce/margaret-thatchers-rise-power
https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/07/16/precisely-the-sort-of-candidate-who-ought-to-be-able-to-stand-and-lose-harmlessly-is-corbyn-the-modern-day-thatcher/
https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/07/16/precisely-the-sort-of-candidate-who-ought-to-be-able-to-stand-and-lose-harmlessly-is-corbyn-the-modern-day-thatcher/
http://www.historytoday.com/blog/2012/09/reagan-and-thatcher-difficult-relationship


Robert Quinault, Margaret Thatcher’s Career in Perspective (2013)  

 History Today 

http://www.historytoday.com/blog/2013/04/margaret-thatchers-career-perspective 

Douglas Johnson, The Fall of the Mighty (1992) 

 History Today: Douglas Johnson compares and contrasts the downfalls of Neville  

Chamberlain and Margaret Thatcher. 

http://www.historytoday.com/douglas-johnson/fall-mighty 

Robert Pearce, a review of John Campbell, The Iron Lady  

History Today 

http://www.historytoday.com/robert-pearce/margaret-thatcher-iron-lady 

There is a thoughtful Michael Portillo documentary on Thatcher and her legacy here: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jw0NI2ErE0c 

Another sympathetic view here, from Channel 4: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jw0NI2ErE0c 

Again, sympathetically, an eight-part documentary from the Telegraph: 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IIgFqOgADtQ 

There is an excellent Newsnight documentary on Thatcher’s fall : 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1Y6aBbyEPOI 

 

Julia Langdon, Guardian obituary of Sir Geoffrey Howe (2015) 

https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/oct/10/lord-howe-of-aberavon 

The DNB entry on Willie Whitelaw is good. 

There are a series of blog articles: 

 The Chancellors 

 

 The Home Secretaries  

 

 The Foreign Secretaries 

 

Geoffrey Finlayson, The Changing Face of British Conservatism (1983) 

History Today: a 1983 article discusses how Margaret Thatcher's style of Conservatism 

reflects the development of the Tory Party over nearly two hundred years.  

http://www.historytoday.com/geoffrey-finlayson/changing-face-british-conservatism 

The 1992 election is considered in the blog article here: 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2015/05/10/unexpected-conservative-victories-we-have-known/ 

 

There is a blog article on Thatcher and Europe (with video): 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/04/20/britain-and-europe-6-mrs-thatchers-handbag/ 

There is a blog article on the Tories and Europe after Thatcher: 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/05/09/britain-europe-7-the-conservative-cabinet-ministers-

who-had-no-known-fathers-and-all-that/ 

 

Tides of History has an excellent article on Tory scandals: 

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/12/23/sex-lies-and-hypocrisy-the-last-time-sleaze-

brought-down-the-tories/ 

http://www.historytoday.com/blog/2013/04/margaret-thatchers-career-perspective
http://www.historytoday.com/douglas-johnson/fall-mighty
http://www.historytoday.com/robert-pearce/margaret-thatcher-iron-lady
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jw0NI2ErE0c
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=jw0NI2ErE0c
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IIgFqOgADtQ
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1Y6aBbyEPOI
https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2015/oct/10/lord-howe-of-aberavon
http://www.historytoday.com/geoffrey-finlayson/changing-face-british-conservatism
https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2015/05/10/unexpected-conservative-victories-we-have-known/
https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/04/20/britain-and-europe-6-mrs-thatchers-handbag/
https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/05/09/britain-europe-7-the-conservative-cabinet-ministers-who-had-no-known-fathers-and-all-that/
https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2016/05/09/britain-europe-7-the-conservative-cabinet-ministers-who-had-no-known-fathers-and-all-that/
https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/12/23/sex-lies-and-hypocrisy-the-last-time-sleaze-brought-down-the-tories/
https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/12/23/sex-lies-and-hypocrisy-the-last-time-sleaze-brought-down-the-tories/


There is a blog article on the Labour left: 

https://rgshistory.wordpress.com/2015/09/13/left-wing-labour-leaders-we-have-known-michael-

foot-george-lansbury-kier-hardie-and-yes-jeremy-corbyn/ 

The story of Labour 1979-83 is well told here by Tides of History: 

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/08/13/civil -war-how-infighting-took-labour-and-britain-

to-the-brink/ 

The DNB article on Michael Foot is very good. 

Mervyn Jones, Michael Foot obituary in the Guardian (2010) is very sympathetic 

https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2010/mar/03/michael-foot-obituary 

Brian Brivati, Tony Benn obituary in the Guardian (2014) 

https://www.theguardian.com/politics/2014/mar/14/tony-benn-obituary 

see the Telegraph one too 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/obituaries/10697120/Anthony-Neil-Wedgwood-Benn-

obituary.html 

Paul Lay, Tony Benn and England’s Radical Tradition (2014)  

 History Today 

http://www.historytoday.com/blog/2014/03/tony-benn-and-englands-radical-tradition 

Kenneth O Morgan, The Historical Roots of New Labour (1998) 

 History Today: written at Blair’s zenith 

http://www.historytoday.com/kenneth-o-morgan/historical-roots-new-labour 

Barry Doyle, New Labour, Old ‘New Liberalism’? (1996)   

 History Today 

http://www.historytoday.com/story/10181 

Tides of History looks at Kinnock’s 1985 partty conference speech, in which he attacked the Militant 

Tendency: 

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/10/01/kinnock/ 

Tides of History looks at the 1987 election’s party political broadcast, Kinnock: the Movie: 

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/05/21/kinnock-the-movie-30-years-on/ 

Tides of History have a very good post on why and how Blair reformed Labour 

 (Blair’s views on why Attlee and Wilson could not win two full terms are interesting too)  

https://tidesofhistory.wordpress.com/2017/07/09/in-1994-tony-blair-ditched-labours-one-more-

heave-strategy-will-it-work-for-jeremy-corbyn/ 

 

There is a very good DNB article of the Gang of Four and the foundation of the SDP, and one on Roy 

Jenkins. 

David Marquand, Guardian obituary of Roy Jenkins (2003) is thoughtful and sympathetic 

https://www.theguardian.com/news/2003/jan/06/guardianobituaries.obituaries 

see the Telegraph one too 

http://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/obituaries/politics-obituaries/1417985/Lord-Jenkins-of-Hillhead-

OM.html 

 

There will be a blog article on Thatcher’s Britain in ten songs! 
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