HPAN5020/6020 Activism, Protest and Campaigning for Global Justice (12 January 2021)
Class Discussion: Studies in Protest: Chartism and the Washington Events of 6 January 2021

Present: James Alison, Ceri Cranfield, Jess Evans, Susan Fullwood, Michael Hull, Cathy Jewson, Tobias Olds, Jane Pederick, Kayleigh Roberts, Bradley Sloanes and Andy Bevan 

Following a lecture on Chartism, Andy briefly introduced the discussion, referring to the events in Washington DC on Wednesday, 6 January 2021 when pro-Trump supporters broke into the Capitol building in an attempt to block Congress in its task of verifying the US Electoral College votes for Joe Biden as the next President of the USA. Andy referred back to the various types and phases of protest undertaken by the Chartists in Britain between 1834 and 1848 and asked how they compared and how they differed from the recent events in Washington. He also appealed for a consideration of how mass protest has been managed, with reference to both cases.

A lively discussion followed, including the following points:
· The Chartists had a clear programme of demands and their intention was, above all, to expand the franchise i.e. the right to vote
· The Washington protestors, on the other hand, had no clear set of demands beyond blocking Joe Biden’s presidency. They had been summoned to support Trump, personally and unconditionally 
· The Washington protestors appeared to be unaware or unconcerned with consequences; many of them appeared to think they were merely participating in a media event
· After the event, Trump initially supported the occupying of the Capitol – but subsequently disowned the “rioting”
· The Chartists had had to earn their right to protest; in Washington, on the other hand, there appeared to be an assumed sense of privilege and protection, with negligible police control measures in evidence
· The Washington protestors had a right to protest – but not to block the electoral process
· This protest – and indeed the whole Trump phenomenon – was a manifestation of a wave of right-wing populism which is evident in many developed countries in recent years, symptomatic of a protest at perceived marginalisation and exclusion by a large constituency of mainly white, less well-off voters.
· This type of populism partly explained Brexit and the (temporary?) collapse of Labour’s northern “Red Wall” in the 2019 General Election
· Underlying the Washington protests was a racist theme about “loss of power/privilege”; this could be said to date back to slavery and Jim Crow legislation preventing black citizens from voting from the 1870s until the advent of the modern civil rights movement
A further discussion took place on the management of protest by agencies of the state, referring back to events between Peterloo in 1819 and the Newport uprising of 1839, and the eventual setting up of a specialist police force to replace the mounted yeoman militia.
[bookmark: _GoBack]There was discussion of police tactics in Washington and the possible reasons for the existence of different police forces in Washington – the Capitol Police, the DC Metropolitan Police Department etc. – in an overwhelmingly black conurbation.
There was some discussion, too, about first-hand experience of participating in protest movements in Britain. Jess spoke about XR, the importance of clear advice for protestors who face arrest, and experience of police tactics – subsequently condemned – of “kettling” demonstrators etc. Andy spoke about organising marches in London, mass lobbies of parliament, picketing during the miners’ strike of 1984/5 and street demonstrations against the NF in the late 1970s. 

The discussion ended with an emphasis on the importance of creating, defending and extending a legitimate, recognised, negotiated space for protest in the light of all these experiences.
