[bookmark: _Int_HevVEaQg]To briefly summarise my chosen scholarly essay. It argues that the revolution was only “moderately successful” at achieving its goals of liberating the third estate from inequality and the poor living conditions that were unfairly imposed upon the lower class. Though the essay claims the revolution was successful in-terms of liberating the lower class from not being properly represented. Referencing the storming of the Bastille. Which the essay correctly describes the Bastille prison as “a representation of suppression of the lower class.” Which in tern had in fact resulted in the king paying more mind the the third estates thoughts and ideas of the future of France. However, furthering that despite successive changes in getting the monarchy to listen to the public. They had failed at quote “it’s attempt to topple the aristocracy at the beginning of the revolution.” They go on to cite The September massacre for evidence of this lapse in the revolutions progress. Pushing the narrative that despite the killings of the upper classes in the massacre they hadn’t been able to topple the hierarchy. As the offenders of this massacre had been sentenced to death further explaining “They acted out of fear as a result was unable to obtain their goal of greater power over the aristocracy.” As this sets up the crux of the essay's argument and stance. The fundamentals of the revolution are that the public had a wide range of problems both political and social that had a substantial impact on the successes and the failures of the revolution. That revolved around the reasons of why the public decided to start the revolution in the first place. Of which there is a large range of points of reasoning of why this crisis had occurred. Such as the increasingly exorbitant prices of basic goods and commodities such as bread. The third estate becoming increasingly more angered by the other estates lavish spending and flaunts of wealth. Including not being able to adequately fight for better living conditions in the democracy that was built to have their voices be heard. Therefore, in this review I will be looking at the stance and position of the essay, comparisons of other articles who share an opposing viewpoint and the positive points that stand out to be overall valid and points that can be interpreted in an alternative perspective.
Firstly, you can see the writer brings up strong points in terms of the successes of the Revolution. Such as despite disagreeing that the revolution was a total success from the very beginning. They continue to mention the most important points of success in the political world. Quoting the turning point of the revolution. “By 1792 France was a radical democratic republic, granting them greater rule over their own populace.” They are referring to the point where the revolutionaries had captured the king, stripped him of his titles and both parties of the Jacobins and the Cordeliers. Had officially voted and declared France to be no longer under secular rule. But run under a new form of government known as a democratic republic. Where both parties vote on the decisions of France. This was extremely relevant to highlight as a strong success for the Revolution. As this was the very moving point where the public had achieved one of its biggest goals of making a new, fairer government that listened to its largest estates. And it was one of the biggest challenges facing the still-developing revolution. It would be disingenuous to not include one of the biggest successes in the revolution’s history, even if you disagree upon its full success. This was a turning event in its history that changed the future of France indefinitely and is crucial to note in any recounting of the revolutionary period. 
Secondly, the essay further mentions one of the earlier achievements of the movement despite having a contrasting view that the earlier movement had little success. They did this by discussing when an early constitution was passed by the early start of the revolutionary government in its newly formed political system then known as the “National Assembly”. The political group formed after the public had become increasingly angered that the other two estates had kept outvoting their attempts at reform. On such issues as increasing taxes on the poor while decreasing taxes for the rich and wealthy. While the third estate outnumbered the other estates by making up over a quarter of France’s population. As it was determined in the estate’s general, each state would get one vote each. That was until they had left that parliament and had established what was called “The Tennis Court Oath”. Which was an oath to not be separated and to continue on the fight of revolutionary change until a fair and new constitution was to be established by the people of the third estate. Then after much hesitation the king proceeded to merge the newly formed “National Assembly” with the other estates, leading to what was called “The Civil Constitution of the Clergy”. This law would give less power to the clergymen than the religious leaders of the churches of France over the newly formed democracy. This would then give more political power to the third estate without being restricted and/or unfairly influenced by the power of the church. This was also a good example of a balanced approach and equal understanding of both arguments, as the basis of his argument hinges on the principle that the revolution was less successful during its early stages of development. However, by including such influential pieces of evidence for the opposing ideas of other people’s perspectives that differ from their own, they are showing their awareness and understanding of the situation and narrative of the story being presented of the revolution. By acknowledging the importance of highlighting times where the history presents a contrasting picture to your own. It also allows us as the readers and historians to understand that the writer is and/or can be unbiased in his tellings of his views on the revolution. By acknowledging that his view is purely an interpretation that isn’t going to shy away from points of factual evidence of that view being contrary to the actual events.
However, despite the essay demonstrating its strengths in its ability to provide strong arguments for the opposing viewpoint. Possibly providing the reader with a sense of unbiased and level-playing documentation of a basis of argument. Even that, some may argue, could be damning to his own stance. Every body of text has its flaws. Whether that be in the form of lapses in judgement and/or misunderstanding or representation of a certain event and structural and/or physical evidence-based limitations that may cause the reader to misunderstand certain aspects and/or true events of the period studied.
 Such as, for example, despite claiming its fundamental purpose of this essay is explaining that it believes that “it failed harshly in its attempt to topple the aristocracy at the beginning of the revolution.” Despite this being the crux of the essay's attempt to counter the revolutions' overall success rates. It further previously gave countering examples where the revolution did in fact topple the monarchy and the aristocracy. With such examples as the essay mentioning “The Civil Constitution of the Clergy”. A declaration that restricted power was being given to the clergymen and aristocracy to dictate what the new “National Assembly” decides upon. In addition to also successfully merging the two parties in order to make the system more democratically fair. This poses an issue with this text in terms of its conflicting content. As the writer begins the text, giving such potentially strong and powerful content for the revolution being rather more successful than unsuccessful, such as by mentioning the Assembly’s ability to get the monarch to agree to limit the power of the clergy and aristocrats in just 1790. Posing some damning and even contradictory statements for their follow-up arguments. Another note to mention is the neglect in mentioning other strong relevant examples of the revolution being highly successful in its early operations. Which is when the king had been taken out of the Versailles palace and marched down to Paris to see the people’s suffering up close and to discuss it with the king directly. It was known as “The March on Versailles” and was a strong defining moment near the start of the revolution. There the public had successfully escorted the king down to Paris and forced him to negotiate the terms of the new government with the people. Which many historians consider a success in the eyes of the revolutionaries. Negating facts such as these calls into question the biases in the essay and/or whether this was done intentionally to help support the writer's own narrative and/or accidentally under-documented, as this creates issues with the intentions and/or the true reliability of this telling of history from this writer.
Finally, I will be discussing comparisons between this essay and an essay from Brown University. Including the possible difference in direction between a more opinionated stance on the French Revolution and more of a summarisation of the topic. In addition to my final statements and my final remarks based on my overall assessment of the essay. Immediately, I do note that the Brown University essay seems to have a similar initial tone to the original essay. Especially with its emphasis on specific words such as “The years 1793–1794 mark the Reign of Terror, a period of mass execution directed by the Montagnards’ Committee of Public Safety and the Revolutionary Tribunal in an attempt to rid France of counterrevolutionaries.” In this quote you can see it expresses a similar level of variation in terms of the degree of success in terms of each revolutionary endeavour. You can read this by the language that is used frequently even in this essay by using words such as “attempt”. This can be interpreted as either a level of unsuccessful efforts to obtain a specific outcome, or it could potentially be using it in terms of referring to the event as an action that quite literally simply happened. However, it is used frequently when referring specifically to the more or some would consider more desperate and/or extreme measures taken by the Revolutionary Government. Much like the original essay, which uses its language quite similarly when arguing its evidence for the revolution not being fully successful in all its original goals. Evidently found in quotes such as “it failed harshly in its attempt to topple the aristocracy.” It is understandable how many would take this specific wording practice as a signal to express positive or negative results in methods in practice. However, looking closely at the Brown essay, you can point out a specific key difference that completely differs from the original essay. There is a quote that describes “following the aftermaths of the Revolution of 1789 and the abolishment of the monarchy.” That completely contradicts the quote and fundamental argument of the original essay that also states, “It failed harshly in its attempt to topple the aristocracy. Though having more of a format of that of a summary, this sets up a fundamental argument for the revolution being marginally more successful than how the original essay delivers. This sets up the argument that the arrest of the aristocratic party, full political influence being given to the new democratic government and the new signing of the constitution meant that the revolutionaries had in fact toppled the aristocracy.
In conclusion, I can conclude this assignment with some newly found confidence in such concepts as structural integrity in terms of how we write about events in history. In how we have a choice between writing with more open, strong opinions in a factual and reliable manner. In addition to being able to write in a more structured and bullet-point structure and still be able to express one’s thoughts without contamination of the actual story. This makes me feel more comfortable being more direct in my thoughts and opinions in structured essays and also still being able to stay reliant on factual stories and events. However, moving forward, this will also help me with choosing my sources more carefully to ensure that the information being given is factually reliable and not self-serving and overtly misleading. Being more able to see sources with opinions can be used if it also aligns with the truth of the actual events and references and mentions others that might not also share the same views with additional truthful information that might conflict with your interpretation.
To spell and grammar check I used https://quillbot.com/grammar-check 
· UKEssays. November 2018. “The Success of the French Revolution.” https://www.ukessays.com/essays/history/the-success-of-the-french-revolution-history-essay.php#citethis Accessed 29 December 2025.
· Brown University Library Centre For Digital Scholarship. “The First Republic (1792 – 1804).” https://library.brown.edu/cds/paris/chronology1.html Accessed 29 December 2025.
· Britannica. November 2025. “Tennis Court Oath”. https://www.britannica.com/event/Tennis-Court-Oath Accessed 31 December 2025

