Ilepinyn - Summary

Apnootng Aviwviog: «H €§eMEn g moAttikig deoloyiag xat
TOD ONPO0100 MOATIKOD AOYOV TG PPETAVIKIIG APLOTOKPATIKIG
eAit kata v nepiodo 1832-1884

H mnapovoa Owatpifry peAetd TV KOWGMVIKI] OLVOPAO®Or Tng
Bpetavikig aplotokpartiag kata v mneptodo 1832-1884 mpoonabwvtag va
aravtiostl oekopPika epotypata:lloa nrav 1 oouPol Tov PpeTavov eoyevov
OTHV ETEKTACY TOD VEDTEPIKOD ODYKEVIPOTIKOD KPATOOS kai 0TH ueTe§EMly Tov
exkdoyixod ovotuatog oe palixy dnpoxpatia TV reA@V Tov 1900 aiwva;Xe moio fabud
N oopPodn aoty nTAV 7POIOV VIOYWPHONG THS OVDVOHAOWONS TV PPeTavov
ap10ToKPATOV €§MITIAS TOV  TMECEDV AA@V KOWOVIKOV OHAO®V Kal TOV €V YEVel
UEYAADV KOWDVIKOV UETATYUATIOUGV TOD paxpod 19 aiwva;

[Tpokewpévoo va amavtnBodv avtd ta epotpata & emoyeng g
peBodoloyiag ypnowpomnou)Onke o cLVOLACHOG TG IOTOPIKIG KOWMVIOAOYiag
tov MichaelMann, tng TormoAoytag tg «1oxvog» tov StevenLukes, xkabwg kat
g 0Toplag TV evvolmv amod T oxoAr] okéyng tov J.G.A. Pocockkat
QuentinSkinner xat t) yeppavikr) oxoAr) too ReinhartKoselleck.

Ewdwotepa, n avaykn yua TV aro@uyr|«LIO0TACLIONOU0NG» TV
OTOPIKAOV  (QPAVOHEVOV TOL eKONPOKPATIOPOL Kat TG epPabovvong xat
EMEKTAONG TOL PBPETAVIKOD VEDTEPIKOD KPATODG, 001)ynoe otV vlobétnorn tov
OewpnTikod mAaioiov g 10ToPIKIG KOvmviodoyiag tov MichaelMann, onwg
avto avamtdynke otovg 6VO IPOTOLG TOPOLG ToL €pyov Tov O1 IInyég g
Kowovikng  Edovoiagkatr mio ovykekpipéva oto Oeopnrikd oyfjpa tov
KOW®OVIOX®PIKOV OIKTO®OV 500OLAG. ZOPPOVA e TOV PPETAVO KOLVOVIOAOYO,
01 TE00EP1G T YEG KOWMVKI|G €§0001AG, TTOATTIKT|, OLKOVOHLKT), OTPATIMTIKI] Kt
0eoloyikr) etvat dvovatov va dapoppmoovy diktoa avipwomvng dpdong , ta
oroid &youv ®g OTOXO VA AVTIANOOLY 10XV AIIO TOLG TEOOEPLS AVTOVLS IOPOLG
egovotag. Ta diktoa avtd ekTelvovTal 0g KOWOVIKO KAOmG KAl 08 YE@YPAPLKO
medlo, Kata Kavova He [ ODHMETPIKO TPOMO KAt IApAaAAnAa
dlaotavp®vovTal KAt DLIEOEPYXOVIAL TO &va OTo dANO, ev®d DLIAPXEL 1)
mbavotnta amokpvotdA@ong Kat Kat —eméktaorn Oeopomoinong Tev
dlam\ok®v avtov.

H Oeswpnukny mpootyylon tov MannPonda oty aviyveoon tng
aAAnAenidpaong g KOW®VIKIG OPAdAS TOV APLOTOKPATOV HE TIG HEYUAES
aA\ayég 01O KOWMVIKO, MOAITIKO KAl OIKOVOHIKO yiyveotat tov paxpov 1900
awwva, kabwg eotialel oty «opyavatiky] eSovoia» (powerfor). Eneidr), opwg,
1| aviyveoor) Tov Pabpo «empeplotikig eSovoiag» (powerover)aroteet KOpLa
npodnobeon, wote va dobodvanavtr)oelg OXETIKA He TV TTa 1) T OTPATHYIKY
VIIOXWPNON NG PPETAVIKIG APLOTOKPATIAS, ®G OLPIANPOUATIKY] Oemprnon
ereAéyn] TO OXTJpa Tov ayyAov HoAttikov emotpova StevenLukes,0 omotog
oto PipAio too Eovoia: Mia Piloomaotikyy Oswpnon? (Power: ARadical View)
avarrtvooetat pla eSaipetika avalvtikiy pebodoloyia mepi eSovoraotixrg




woxvog. Av xat 1 mpooeyyton tov Lukes eivatr xata Paon tomoloyikr), n
EQPAPHOYI] TG O LOTOPIKO XPOVO MAPEXEL AOPAAL] OLPIEPAOpATA, Oonwg Oa
IIAPOVOLAOTEL TAPAKATO AVANDTIKOTEPA, ®G IIPOG TNV 10XV TG PPETAVIKIG
aploToKPaTiag.

['a v «wotopkonoinon» tng tonoloyiag tov Lukes frav anapaitt
1] €mMAOYI) ODYKEKPHEV®V YEYOVOT®V, Ta omoia avadeikvoav «epgaveig»
MEPUITMOELG ODYKPOLONG TIG APLOTOKPATIKIG eAT/TASNG pe AANEG KOWVDVIKEG
Opadeg, TEPUITWOELG IOV IPOPAVDG eVl KATANANAEG yld TOV EVIOMIORO Kt
Vv avalovor) Tov Pabpov g aplotokpartiki)g eSovolactikng wyxvog. Eto, ot
datpPr) xwveitatr xata Paon otov ypoviko dfovatmv tpwwv Nopobetikov
ITpagewvExhoyiknig Metappvbutong tov 1832, 1867 xat 1884-5. Ta xpovika
aotd onpeta elval yevikd amodektd amd T PPeTaviki) totoploypapia wg
KOPPIKA TO0O yla TV HOpPEld 1§ aploToKpaTtikig eAit/tdlng, onwmg emiong Kat
yla To IOATTIKO ovotnpa tng Bpetaviag ev yévet.

AxolovBwvtag 1 Oewpnruikr) mpooeyywon tov  StevenLukes, 1
anotonwon g dtafadpiong g aPlOTOKPATIKIG OXVOG OTA CLYKEKPLHEVA
OTOPIKA  yeyovoTa éxel g amapaitnt) mnpodnobeon tnv mapdAAnin
aviyveoorn TV Ipobioemv TV SPOVI®VKAL TG OLVAPELIG TOV IIPobioemV pe
T npdadelg Kat ta amnotehéopatd tovg. Ilpokewpévoo va aviyvevboov ot
npobéoelg 1OV OPO®VI®V APLOTOKPAT®V, ePAPHOOTNKE 1 Oepntiki)
IIPOOEYY101) g otopiag TV evvolmv 1oV Pocock kaiSkinner oe oovovaopo
pe Tt oxoAr] tov ReinhartKoselleck ot peAétnp too Onpoowov -
KOWOPOLAEDTIKOD AOYOL KUPIWG- PACIK®V HEA®V THG APLOTOKPATIKIG
MONTIKI)G  €AiT, péoa amo Ta KOwoPovuAevTIKA apyela oe  KopPikeg
ovvedplaoelg g BooAng tov Kowvottev kat g BovArng tov Aopdwev. Etot,
1 napovoa OSwatpiPrn) emkevipmOnke oe KOPPKEG IMOAITIKEG £VVOleg OMI®G
«middle-class(es)» (peoata OoTpOPATA), «ancientrights/liberties»
(mapadoowaxkda  Owawwpata)kat — wlaitepa  otov  Opo/évvola  ToL
«AncientConstitution» (ITapadootaxo/ITalaio IToAitevpa). H aviyvevor tov
PETAAAASE®V KAl HETATOMIOEOV TV IEPIEXOPEVAOV TV IOAITIKOV LTV
evvolmVv vredetle Tig pobioelg TV dP®VIMV APLOTOKPAT®V KAl T COVAPELT
HE TA AIIOTEAECPATA TOV IOATIK®V TOV EMAOY®V.

Eva amo ta Paocikd OLpHEPdopAtra IIOL IIPOEKLYAV HTav 1)
emPePaiwon g Oéong tov MichaelMann xat tov INavaywwtn KovdoAn mept
PETAOXNPATIOPOL TG  1dtag NG dapPlOTOKPATIKI)G OLVORAdWOoNg  aro
vopokateotpévn) tadn (statusgroup) oe moAitiki)/koPepvwoa elit, n omoia
otadlaxd, Kat Kopimg aro to 1832, armoppogovvtav amo ta vrodopikda diktoa
eSovoiag Tov PPeTavikov vemteplkov Kpatovg. H pete§eNiln avtr) Pplokotav
oe otevl) oovdgela Kat alnAenidpaon pe v epPadovon g opyaveTiKig
10Y00G TOL PBPETAVIKOL KPATOLG ToL 19°° awwva, kabwg avtr) oe peydalo Padpo
IIPOEKDYE PEOA AIIO TNV AOKNOL TNG EMPEPLOTIKIG ESOVOLAOTIKIG 1OXDOG TG
Ppetavikr)g aplotokpatiag wg KuPepvaod eAtt.



Amboutis Antonios: «The evolution of the political ideology and
public discourse of the British aristocratic elite, 1832-1884»

This thesis examines the British aristocracyduring the period 1832-
1884, in order to answer significant questions which have dominated the
British historiography for decades: what was the contribution of the British nobles
to the expansion of the modern state and to the democratisation of the British society
in the 19 century? Was this contribution the result of the aristocratic retreat due to
the pressure of other social groups and, in general, due to the great social
transformations of the 19" century?

In order forthese questions to be dealt with, the methodological
approach of the thesis combines the historical sociology of Michael Mann, as
demonstrated in the first two volumes of his workThe Sources of Social Power,
withthat ofSteven Lukes’s typology of “power”as illustratedin his book Power:
ARadicalView. At the same time, this thesiscombines the historical
methodology of “contextualism” of the “Cambridge School” (J.G.A. Pocock
and Quentin Skinner) with Reinhart Koselleck’sschool of “conceptual history”
(“Begriffsgeschichte”).

In particularMichael Mann’s concept of “intersecting power networks”
provides a useful method as it enables the historical researcher to locate the
interactions between the acting social groups and the social structure. As
Michael Mann’s theoretical approach focusesprimarily on the
“organisational” aspect of power (“power for”), Steven Lukes’s typology
complements Mann’s theory by concentrating on the aspect of “power over”.
The studyof the gradation of this kind of power enables us to answer the
questions regarding the “defeat”, “retreat” or “survival” of the British
aristocracy in the 19t century.

The “power” of the British aristocracy is studied in respect
tohistorically significant political events, mainly the Reform Acts of 1832, 1867
and 1884-5. These events help us to place the concept of power in a historical
perspective. At the same time, themethodology of “contextualism” of the
“Cambridge School” and that of “conceptual history” (Begriffsgeschichte)
providesthe completion of one of the essential preconditions of the study of
power,which is the detection of the “intentions” of the historical
subject.Consequently, the thesis examines some significant political
terms/concepts as: “middle class(es)”, “ancient rights/liberties” and
especially the term “Ancient Constitution”. The study of these concepts and
the subsequent transformations of their contents,as a result of their use by the
British statesmen in parliamentary debates, illustrates at some point the
intentions of the aristocratic political elite. As a result, it was possible to
demonstrate the relevance between intention - political decision - result and
therefore the gradation of power of the British aristocracy during the
examined period.

One of the main conclusions of the current thesis is the substantiation
of the views expressed byMichael Mann and Panagiotis Kondylis who



referred to the gradual transformation of the British aristocracy from a chiefly
“status group” to a “political/ governmental elite” through the 19t century
and especially after the Great Reform Act of 1832. The transformation of the
nature of the British aristocracy was closely related and interacted with the
deepening and expansion of the state “organising power” of the 19t century
British modern state, as it was partly a collateral consequence of the exercise
of the “power over” by the British aristocratic elite.



