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Introduction

It is a mistake to think, that the Supream [sic] or Legislative Power of any

Commonwealth, can do what it will.

—JOHN LOCKE, THE SECOND TREATISE OF CIVIL GOVERNMENT (1689)

If you are desirous of knowing the spirit of our constitution, and the
policy which predominated in that great period which has secured it to
this hour, pray look for both in our histories, in our records, in our acts of

parliament, and journals of parliament.

—EDMUND BURKE, REFLECTIONS ON THE REVOLUTION IN FRANCE (1790)

THE BRITISH CONSTITUTION in the eighteenth century was often referred to
as one of limited government. But what made it limited? Was it limited because
it had a strong popular element that gave the people a say in politics by choos-
ing their representatives? Because it was a mixed constitution, in which all
the country’s interests had a share and could check and balance one another?
Because the law applied to the governed and the governors alike? Because the
crown-in-parliament, rather than the monarch alone, was sovereign? Because
the people had rights, legal, natural, or both, which the government could not
violate? Or because political power was checked by the constitution? A qualified
case could be made for all these suggestions. Far from being stable, the mean-
ing of the British constitution in the eighteenth century was changing and con-
tested. But one critical argument was that the British constitution had a spirit,
meaning that it had essential qualities and principles that were derived from
its history and political tradition. This language has become associated with the
Scottish Enlightenment and with Montesquieu, the author of The Spirit of the
Laws (1748), which contains two influential chapters on the British constitution.!

1. J.G.A. Pocock, “Burke and the Ancient Constitution: A Problem in the History of
Ideas,” Historical Journal, 3 (1960), pp. 125-43, reprinted in Politics, Language, and Time:

[1]

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[2] INTRODUCTION

In the eighteenth-century Anglophone world, however, the language of “spirit”
was first made popular by the man who instructed Montesquieu about British
politics, namely Henry St. John, 1st Viscount Bolingbroke.? The “spirit of the
constitution” was a key term in all of Bolingbroke’s major political works; pre-
viously, others had used the phrase only a couple of times in passing.® In the
Bolingbrokean idiom, the spirit of the constitution, which could be deduced
from its logic and its history, was meant to promote freedom. This idea
implied that the form of the constitution could remain intact after its spirit
had departed, as in the early history of the Roman Empire, when the repub-
lican institutions were ostensibly kept but were dominated by the emperor.
Fittingly, Bolingbroke coined the term “unconstitutional™ and invented the
metaphor of the “tree of liberty,” by which he referred to the British consti-
tution and which later became a key symbol for British reformers as well as
American and French revolutionaries.®

What precisely did it mean and what were the consequences of the idea
that the British constitution had a spirit that epitomized, promoted, and

Essays on Political Thought and History (Chicago, 1989 [1971]), pp. 202-32, at 225. See
also Sylvana Tomaselli, “The Spirit of Nations,” in The Cambridge History of Eighteenth-
Century Political Thought, ed. Mark Goldie and Robert Wokler (Cambridge, 2006),
pp- 7-39-

2. Philip Hicks, ““The Spirit of Liberty’: Historical Causation and Political Rhetoric in
the Age of Hume,” in David Hume: Historical Thinker, Historical Writer, ed. Mark Spencer
(University Park, 2013), pp. 61-80. For Bolingbroke’s influence on Montesquieu, see Robert
Shackleton, “Montesquieu, Bolingbroke, and the Separation of Powers,” French Studies, 3
(1949), pp- 25-38.

3. Bolingbroke, Remarks on the History of England (1730-31), in Historical Writ-
ings, ed. Isaac Kramnick (Chicago, 1972), p. 304; Bolingbroke, Dissertation upon Parties
(1733-34), “Letter on the Spirit of Patriotism” (1736), and Idea of a Patriot King (1738), in
Political Writings, ed. David Armitage (Cambridge, 1997), pp- 22, 77, 81, 112, 118, 133, 151,
205, 250, 251. There is one reference to “the spirit of the constitution” in Roger Acherley,
The Britannic Constitution: Or, the Fundamental Form of Government in Britain (Lon-
don, 1727), p. 494, and one reference to “the spirit of our constitution” in Cato’s Letters on
July 22, 1721; see The Fifth Collection of Cato’s Political Letters in The London Journal
(London, 1721), p. 62.

4. Bolingbroke, Political Writings, p. xvi. No earlier entries can be found in Eighteenth
Century Collections Online (ECCO), though its data are not complete and word searches
are not entirely reliable.

5. Bolingbroke, Political Writings, pp. 118, 154. Part 1 of E. P. Thompson’s The Mak-
ing of the English Working Class (London, 1963) is titled “The Liberty Tree,” though the
metaphor is not discussed in any detail and Bolingbroke is not mentioned in Thompson’s
classic study. Bolingbroke’s creation of the metaphor seems to have been largely unno-
ticed in the secondary literature; see, e.g., Bernard Richard, Les Emblémes de la République
(Paris, 2012), pp. 125-44; J. David Harden, “Liberty Caps and Liberty Trees,” Past & Pre-
sent, 146 (1995), pp. 66-102; Arthur M. Schlesinger, “Liberty Tree: A Genealogy,” The New
England Quarterly, 25 (1952), pp. 435-58. But see Staughton Lynd, “Beard, Jefferson and
the Tree of Liberty,” Midcontinent American Studies Journal, 9 (1968), pp. 8-22, at 15.
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was based on liberty? This book engages with these questions by looking at
political debates about parliamentary reform between the middle of the sev-
enteenth century and the early nineteenth century.

To begin, we must understand that when the English thought about their
freedom in relation to their constitution in the eighteenth century, they had
in mind something that was at once broader and more specific than the com-
mon treatments of liberty in political theory (which discuss, for instance,
positive, negative, and republican liberty).® This book seeks to show that it
may not always be helpful to think of liberty in terms of rival conceptions.
At least in eighteenth-century Britain, political actors and thinkers tended
to think of freedom not first and foremost in theoretical or philosophical
terms but rather in relation to specific practices and institutions that were
taken to embody and secure liberty. The freedom that they tended to be con-
cerned with was national rather than universal and experiential rather than
abstract.

As the English philosopher Michael Oakeshott argued, every society “has its
own manner of thinking about [freedom and power], a manner which springs
from its native experience.” For Oakeshott, the history of English freedom—
distinct from Roman libertas, French liberté, and German Fretheit—“is not
the history of an abstract idea, but the history of the establishment of pro-
cedures which enable men to enjoy their recognized rights” and “the history
of the transformation of the ‘liberties’ of medieval society into the freedoms
of modern England.”7 English freedom stemmed not from any single princi-
ple—whether that was private property, parliamentary government, or even
the rule of law—but rather from what all characteristics of English society
seemed to point to: “the absence from our society of overwhelming concen-
trations of power.” In politics, authority was diffused between past, present,
and future. In other words, politics had a strong traditional component but
not one that dominated all political considerations. Power was further dis-
persed and shared among society’s interests, as well as between the adminis-
tration and the opposition in parliament. “The secret of [ England’s] freedom,”
wrote Oakeshott, “is that it is composed of a multitude of organizations in the

6. See recently Quentin Skinner, Liberty as Independence: The Making and Unmaking
of a Political Ideal (Cambridge, 2025), and Annelien de Dijn, Freedom: An Unruly History
(Cambridge, MA, 2020), and classically, Isaiah Berlin, “Two Concepts of Liberty” (1958),
in Four Essays on Liberty (Oxford, 1969), pp. 118-72. For the non-domination theory of
liberty as emerging most explicitly during debates about toleration during the Restoration
period, see Jeffrey R. Collins, In the Shadow of Leviathan: John Locke and the Politics of
Conscience (Cambridge, 2020), ch. 4.

7. Michael Oakeshott, “Freedom and Power,” in What Is History? And Other Essays, ed.
Luke O’Sullivan (Exeter, 2003), p. 242. See also Max Skjonsberg, “Michael Oakeshott on
Libertarianism, Conservatism, and the Freedom of the English,” Cosmos+Taxis, 10 (2022),

pPp. 7-14.
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constitution of the best of which is reproduced that diffusion of power which
is characteristic of the whole.”®

The tradition of English freedom emphasizing the diffusion of power, as
described by Oakeshott, fits somewhat uneasily with what is often considered
to be the centerpiece of British politics and its history: parliamentary sov-
ereignty.? “Somewhat” is an important qualifier, as the development of par-
liamentary sovereignty is also related to the emergence of limited monarchy.
In the Middle Ages, laws could be made by parliament as well as by royal
ordinances. But the Reformation enabled the institution of the “supremacy
and omnicompetence of [ parliamentary] statute,” argued the leading Tudor
historian Sir Geoffrey Elton. According to Elton, Thomas Cromwell’s recogni-
tion that “in law and on earth there is nothing that an act of parliament cannot
do ... established the sovereignty of the king in parliament, otherwise known
as constitutional or limited monarchy.”?° The king’s independent legislative
and taxation powers were then struck down by judges in the reign of James I.1!
After disputes about sovereignty led to civil war, notions of the sovereignty of
the king in parliament came to the fore in the second half of the seventeenth
century, when the restoration of the mixed and balanced constitution in 1660
had to be reconciled with sophisticated theories of sovereignty advanced by
Jean Bodin and Thomas Hobbes. The marriage between mixed constitutional-
ism and the sovereignty of the modern state was most famously theorized by
William Blackstone in the eighteenth century, though this insistence on par-
liamentary sovereignty ended up costing Britain much of its empire in North
America. In the best-known nineteenth-century formulation of parliamentary
sovereignty, Walter Bagehot acknowledged that “Hobbes told us long ago, and
everybody now understands that there must be a supreme authority, a conclu-
sive power in every state on every point somewhere.”12

Yet many Englishmen used to believe that the constitutionality of laws,
even when passed by parliament, could be called into question. In contrast to

8. Michael Oakeshott, “The Political Economy of Freedom,” in Rationalism in Politics
and Other Essays (Indianapolis, 1991 [1962]), pp. 388-90.

9. One response to this difficulty is that different interests are themselves balanced
and represented in parliament. However, this explanation is only partly applicable to a
time when political parties were not universally accepted and were often seen as factions.
See Max Skjonsberg, The Persistence of Party: Ideas of Harmonious Discord in Eighteenth-
Century Britain (Cambridge, 2021), esp. ch. 1. Separately, we must note that Oakeshott
was a firm believer in the sovereignty of statutory law, and he believed that there was no
standard external to the office of the legislator that could determine the jus (rightness) of
the lex (law). See Michael Oakeshott, “The Rule of Law,” in On History and Other Essays,
ed. Timothy Fuller (Indianapolis, 1999 [19831), pp. 150-51.

10. G. R. Elton, England Under the Tudors (London, 1969 [19551), pp. 167-68.

11. G. W. Keeton, The Passing of Parliament (London, 1952), p. 37.

12. Walter Bagehot, The English Constitution, ed. Paul Smith (Cambridge, 2001
[18671), p. 150.
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Elton’s description of the elevation of parliamentary sovereignty under Henry
VIII as paving the way for constitutional and limited government, Bolingbroke
wrote in 1734: “The single reign of Henry the Eighth will serve to show, that
no tyranny can be more severe than that which is exercised by a concert with
Parliament.”® In the same work, Bolingbroke further contended that “there
is something which a Parliament cannot do. A Parliament cannot annul the
constitution.”* When making these pronouncements, Bolingbroke acted as a
self-proclaimed champion of the Country party, an alliance with roots in the
seventeenth century aiming to unite all parties in defense of the ancient con-
stitution and the people in opposition to an increasingly centralized, expen-
sive, and allegedly corrupt government.!?

By investigating such oppositional political discourse in the so-called long
eighteenth century, roughly between the Restoration in 1660 and the First
Reform Act in 1832, this study shows that there was a powerful political tra-
dition in this period that placed less emphasis on the absolute sovereignty of
parliament and statute and more emphasis on the idea that fundamental laws
and principles limited political power, even when exercised by parliament.'6
This idea was at the heart of the notion that England (and Britain after 1707)
had a constitution, perhaps even an ancient one. These fundamental laws and
principles were sometimes equated with natural law, which in the English case
had been revealed through the course of history. But more often, Englishmen
simply insisted that they had legal rights that they enjoyed as an inheritance
from time out of mind. Though these rights were often considered an ancient
bequest, they had been enshrined in constitutional milestones such as Magna
Carta (1215),!7 the Petition of Right (1628), the Habeas Corpus Act (1679), and
several pieces of legislation passed between 1689 and 1701 that collectively
became known as the Revolution Settlement.!® The Revolution Settlement
comprised the Bill of Rights (1689) and the Act of Settlement (1701); some

13. Bolingbroke, Political Writings, p. 94.

14. Bolingbroke, Political Writings, p. 165.

15. Max Skjonsberg, “Patriots and the Country Party Tradition in the Eighteenth
Century: The Critics of Britain’s Fiscal-Military State from Robert Harley to Catharine
Macaulay,” Intellectual History Review, 33 (2023), pp. 83-100.

16. Studies of developments in constitutional theory rather than political discourse
more broadly tell a different story; see, e.g., Mark Francis and John Morrow, “After the
Ancient Constitution: Political Theory and English Constitutional Writing,” History of
Political Thought, 9 (1988), pp. 283-303; William Selinger, Parliamentarism: From Burke
to Weber (Cambridge, 2019).

17. H. T. Dickinson, “Magna Carta in the Age of Revolution,” Enlightenment and Dis-
sent, 30 (2015), pp. 1-67; Ellis Sandoz, ed., The Roots of Liberty: Magna Carta, Ancient
Constitution, and the Anglo-American Tradition of Rule of Law (Indianapolis, 1993); and
Anne Pallister, Magna Carta and the Heritage of Liberty (Oxford, 1971).

18. See esp. John Phillip Reid, The Ancient Constitution and the Origins of Anglo-
American Liberty (DeKalb, 2005).
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argued that it also included the Triennial Act (1694), which confirmed the
supposed historic right not only to regular sessions of parliament but also to
frequent elections—though others contended that the act was actually uncon-
stitutional because the English had an ancient right to annual elections.

The Power of Parliament

Englishmen in the eighteenth century believed that the people’s constitutional
rights, which can be summarized as the rights to be governed by consent and
not ruled or taxed arbitrarily, were meant to be protected by the institution
of parliament and more specifically by the House of Commons, representing
the people.l® The British political system merits special attention: Its insti-
tutional setup, along with its press freedom and a growing reading public,
created a framework in which the people were seen as both a legitimatizing
force and potentially politically active. There were representative institutions
elsewhere in pre-democratic Europe, but Britain was a special case because it
was a rising imperial state and the only “great power” in eighteenth-century
Europe with a strong representative institution at the national level. Addition-
ally, Britain boasted the representative institution with the longest and most
unbroken history. The British system was admired by foreign commentators,
with Montesquieu describing the British constitution as having political lib-
erty as its direct purpose.2° But though Britain was seen as comparatively free,
the irregularities of its system of representation, with its decayed and corrupt
“rotten boroughs,” were absent from other representative systems such as Swe-
den’s during its “Age of Liberty,” while Hegel commented that the voting sys-
tem for provincial assemblies in the German states did not display the same
“anomalies” as Britain’s unreformed system.2!

19. However, for the complexity of representation in the eighteenth century—when
not only members of the House of Commons but also the monarch, the House of Lords,
and the judiciary were viewed as representatives of the nation and the people—see Ian
Harris, “The Authentication of Burke’s Reflections: Church, Monarchy and Universities,
1790-1791,” History of Political Thought, 43 (2022), pp. 81-130. For the concept of “the
people” in the history of political thought, see James A. Harris, “The People in Modern
Political Thought: An Outline History,” History of European Ideas (July 23, 2025), pp. 1-21,
https://doi.org/10.1080/01916599.2025.2531531, and Margaret Canovan, The People (Cam-
bridge, 2005).

20. Montesquieu, The Spirit of the Laws, ed. A. M. Cohler et al. (Cambridge, 1989
[17481), p. 156. See also Paul Langford, “The English as Reformers: Foreign Visitors’
Impressions, 1750-1850,” in T. C. W. Blanning and Peter Wende, eds., Reform in Great
Britain and Germany, 1750-1850 (Oxford, 1999), pp. 101-19.

21. Michael Roberts, The Age of Liberty: Sweden, 1719-1772 (Cambridge, 1986),
pp- 69-71; GW.F. Hegel, “On the English Reform Bill” (1831), in Political Writings, ed.
Lawrence Dickey and H. B. Nisbet (Cambridge, 1999), p. 236.
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Between one in five and one in six adult males had the right to vote in the
eighteenth century, though this could vary greatly among the constituencies,
and many were either much less or much more democratic.22 Yet all mem-
bers of Britain’s third estate were presumed to be virtually represented in the
House of Commons, and in practice this meant that members of parliament
were supposed to represent their entire community, and indeed all commons
as a corporate body, and not only their voters. After annual sessions of parlia-
ment began in the wake of the Glorious Revolution, parliament became the
centerpiece of the political system. To be sure, the daily routine of political
actors, before the professionalization of politics in the nineteenth century,
involved other key spaces, including social gatherings in townhouses, coffee-
houses, clubs, and commercial entertainment establishments, as well as the
royal court.2? But increasingly, the center of political action was parliament,
especially the House of Commons, as it gained full control of the purse when
the traditional prerogative revenues were removed after the Glorious Revolu-
tion. The House of Lords remained central as a second chamber, the highest
court in the land, and a key source of government ministers.2*

The immense power of parliament meant that it was also seen as the
institution that could ruin England.?® To ensure that parliament would be an
instrument of freedom and not political slavery, many Englishmen insisted
that it had to be independent and free from corruption. As Bolingbroke
claimed, it was the crown’s influence over parliament that allowed Henry
VIII to “establish tyranny by law.”26 For eighteenth-century reformers in the

22. See chapter g for the franchise and parliamentary system in the eighteenth century.

23. Hannah Greig and Amanda Vickery, “The Political Day in London, c. 1697-1834,”
Past & Present, 252 (2021), pp. 101-37.

24. See esp. John Cannon, Aristocratic Century: The Peerage of Eighteenth-Century
England (Cambridge, 1984), and Corrinne C. Weston, English Constitutional Theory and
the House of Lords 1556-1832 (New York, 1965). While the most effective heads of ministries
in the eighteenth century sat in the House of Commons—Robert Walpole (1721-42), Henry
Pelham (1743-54), Lord North (1770-82), and William Pitt the Younger (1783-1801 and
1804-6)—the great majority of cabinet ministers were members of the House of Lords. It
was unusual to have more than a couple of cabinet ministers in the House of Commons.
Robert Walpole, for instance, was the only commoner in the ministry in the first half of his
period in office, until 1730. But while the longest-serving prime ministers were common-
ers, it should be noted that the great majority were peers: the Earl of Godolphin (1702-10),
the Earl of Oxford (1711-14), Viscount Townshend (1714-16), Earl Stanhope (1717-18), the
Earl of Sunderland (1718-21), the Earl of Wilmington (1742-43), the Duke of Newcastle
(1754-56 and 1757-62), the Duke of Devonshire (1756-57), the Earl of Bute (1762-63), the
Marquess of Rockingham (1765-66 and 1782), the Earl of Chatham (1766-68), the Duke
of Grafton (1768-70), the Earl of Shelburne (1782-83), and the Duke of Portland (1783).

25. John Toland, The Art of Governing by Partys (London, 1701), p. 56; Bolingbroke,
Political Writings, p. 165; William Blackstone, Commentaries on the Laws of England (4
vols., London, 1765-69), I, pp. 156-57.

26. Bolingbroke, Historical Writings, p. 225.
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Bolingbrokean tradition, parliament had to be composed in the right way as
well as elected frequently.

This book underlines the centrality of the frequency of elections for
reformers in the long eighteenth century.2? According to the nineteenth-
century constitutional theorist A. V. Dicey, the legal sovereign (parliament)
had to be properly representative of and accountable to the political sover-
eign (the voters).2® One might say that the temporary sovereign needed to
be responsive to the permanent sovereign. But we may even want to de-
emphasize the language of sovereignty altogether—which British political
thought in the eighteenth century often, though not always, did?9—and
instead shift our focus to constitutionalism as a way of limiting and control-
ling state power.3° In eighteenth-century political debates, it was often denied
that parliament could lawfully undermine fundamental rights and the fabric
of the constitution.?! This notion is now more associated with the American
understanding of constitutionalism than with the British tradition, since the
American Revolution—triggered because the Americans felt that their rights
as Englishmen had been violated—eventually changed the way people thought
about the form a constitution should take.32 This book will show, however,
that constitutionalism as a way of limiting and controlling state power is a

27. This complements John Cannon’s study, which “limited [its] enquiry to the two
most important aspects of reform—namely changes in the franchise and changes in
the distribution of seats.” See Cannon, Parliamentary Reform, 1640-1832 (Cambridge,
1973), p- Xii.

28. A. V. Dicey, Introduction to the Study of the Law of the Constitution (Indianapolis,
1982 [18851), p. 27.

29. Paul Sagar, The Opinion of Mankind: Sociability and the Theory of the State from
Hobbes to Smith (Princeton, 2018), esp. ch. 3. To be sure, the question of sovereignty rose
to prominence during the American crisis, when the British, supported by Blackstone,
insisted on parliamentary sovereignty. The most notable exemplar was Samuel Johnson’s
pamphlet, which argued that “in sovereignty there are no gradations.” See Samuel Johnson,
Taxation No Tyranny (London, 1775), p. 24. But we must always bear in mind that most
formulations of parliamentary sovereignty in the eighteenth century held that British sov-
ereignty was not unitary in a Hobbesian sense but entailed at least a degree of separation
of powers and ample checks and balances.

30. See esp. Scott Gordon, Controlling the State: Constitutionalism from Ancient Ath-
ens to Today (Cambridge, MA, 2003).

31. “There is something logically incoherent about the modern doctrine of constitu-
tionalism; for it places a limit on supreme political authority without denying its existence.”
Gordon J. Schochet, “Introduction: Constitutionalism, Liberalism, and the Authority of
Politics,” Nomos, 20 (1979), pp. 1-15, at 11.

32. Linda Colley, “What Happens When a Written Constitution Is Printed? A His-
tory Across Borders,” Transactions of the Royal Historical Society, 31 (2021), pp. 75-88;
Charles Howard Mcllwain, Constitutionalism: Ancient and Modern (Indianapolis, 1975
[1940]). Note that the British parliamentary tradition remained crucial as inspiration in
nineteenth-century Europe and beyond; see Selinger, Parliamentarism.
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tradition with deep roots in English political discourse and that it continued
to be significant for longer than might have been expected.

Several studies stress the impact of the American crisis after 1765 on Brit-
ish reform movements.?3 But though the American protest against taxation
without representation instigated debates that put a spotlight on the irreg-
ularities of the representative system,3* British reformers drew on a long-
standing domestic tradition—a tradition that in turn had a crucial impact
on the American Revolution, as well as the framing of the US Constitution.
Historians and commentators often remark on the irony that the US, hav-
ing rebelled against the British monarchy, ended up with such a strong uni-
tary executive.3” What is striking about the US Constitution, however, are the

33. E. C. Black wrote that the American crisis “probably contributed as much as any
single factor to the direction of radical activity in Great Britain.” See E. C. Black, The Asso-
ctation: British Extra-parliamentary Political Organization, 1769-1793 (Cambridge, MA,
1963), p. 28.

34. Defending the Stamp Act, Secretary to the Treasury Thomas Whately wrote, “The
Instances that have been mentioned prove, that the Right of the Parliament of Great Brit-
ain to impose Taxes of every Kind on the Colonies, has been always admitted; but were
there no Precedents to support the Claim, it would still be incontestable, being founded on
the Principles of our Constitution; for the Fact is, that the Inhabitants of the Colonies are
represented in Parliament: they do not indeed chuse the Members of that Assembly; nei-
ther are Nine Tenths of the People of Britain Electors; for the Right of Election is annexed
to certain Species of Property, to peculiar Franchises, and to Inhabitancy in some partic-
ular Places; but these Descriptions comprehend only a very small Part of the Land, the
Property, and the People of this Island: all Copyhold, all Leasehold Estates, under the
Crown, under the Church, or under private Persons, tho’ for Terms ever so long; all landed
Property in short, that is not Freehold, and all monied Property whatsoever are excluded:
the Possessors of these have no Votes in the Election of Members of Parliament; Women
and Persons under Age be their Property ever so large, and all of it Freehold, have none.
The Merchants of London, a numerous and respectable Body of Men, whose Opulence
exceeds all that America could collect; the Proprietors of that vast Accumulation of Wealth,
the public Funds; the Inhabitants of Leeds, of Halifax, of Birmingham, and of Manches-
ter, Towns that are each of them larger than the Largest in the Plantations; many of less
Note that are yet incorporated; and that great Corporation the East India Company, whose
Rights over the Countries they Possess, fall little short of Sovereignty, and whose Trade and
whose Fleets are sufficient to constitute them a maritime Power, are all in the same Cir-
cumstances; none of them chuse their Representatives; and yet are they not represented
in Parliament? Is their vast Property subject to Taxes without their Consent? Are they all
arbitrarily bound by Laws to which they have not agreed? The Colonies are in exactly the
same Situation: All British Subjects are really in the same; none are actually, all are virtu-
ally represented in Parliament; for every Member of Parliament sits in the House, not as
Representative of his own Constituents, but as one of that august Assembly by which all
the Commons of Great Britain are represented.” Thomas Whately, The Regulations Lately
Made Concerning the Colonies, and the Taxes Imposed upon Them, Considered (London,
1765), pp. 107-9.

35. See esp. Eric Nelson, The Royalist Revolution: Monarchy and the American Found-
ing (Cambridge, MA, 2014).
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extensive powers it affords to the legislature. Article I, Section 8 outlines that
Congress has the right to lay and collect taxes, borrow money, regulate com-
merce, establish uniform laws for naturalization and bankruptcy, coin money
and regulate the value of foreign currencies, punish counterfeiting, estab-
lish post offices, “promote the Progress of Science and useful Arts” through
patents, constitute tribunals, punish pirates, declare war, raise and support
armies, provide and maintain a navy and a militia, and “make all Laws that
are necessary and proper” to execute these powers. The extraordinary power
of Congress is partly controlled by the separation of powers and checks and
balances, masterfully explicated in the Federalist and prefigured in the consti-
tution for Massachusetts drafted by John Adams.36 But the power granted to
Congress also explains the amount of detail in Article I of the US Constitu-
tion on how elections of representatives should be regulated. Such content
must be understood against the backdrop of the debate about parliamentary
reform in Britain. Most state legislatures in colonial America had annual elec-
tions, as did most state constitutions after 1776, a practice John Dickinson
told the Constitutional Convention was borrowed from the “antient [sic]
usage” in England.37 Elbridge Gerry said at the Convention: “The people of
New England will never give up the point of annual elections, they know the
transition made in England from triennial to Septennial elections, and will
consider such an innovation here as the prelude to a like usurpation.”?® Gerry
was referring to the Septennial Act of 1716, a pivotal event in British political
and constitutional history at the heart of the present study. William Pierce, a
delegate from Georgia, remarked that septennial parliaments had been “rep-
robated by most of [ England’s] patriotic Statesmen.”? His allusion was to the
protagonists of this book.

Article I describes Congress as a lawmaking body, which the English par-
liament had been since at least the fifteenth century. But the history of parlia-
ment goes further back.*® The House of Commons, like most representative
institutions in medieval Europe, had two historical functions. The first was
to aid the executive branch of the constitution by raising taxes. Facilitating

36. For this tradition, see M.J.C. Vile, Constitutionalism and the Separation of Powers
(Indianapolis, 1998 [19671).

37. Max Farrand, ed., Records of the Federal Convention of 1787 (3 vols., New Haven,
1911), I, p. 360.

38. Farrand, Records of the Federal Convention of 1787, 1, p. 214.

39. Farrand, Records of the Federal Convention of 1787, 1, p. 218. In the end, the Con-
vention agreed on biennial popular elections for the House of Representatives and sex-
ennial indirect elections for the Senate. James Madison referred to regular elections as
the “republican principle” that would ensure that no minority faction could dominate the
government. Crucially, the US Constitution also stipulated that Congress “shall assemble
at least once in every Year” (Art. 1, Sect. 4), following the English Bill of Rights of 1689.

40. See chapter 1.
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funding was the main business of most early modern parliaments and usually
the reason they were called. Their second original function was to present and
redress grievances, public or local, often via petitions.*! These two functions
can be summarized under the headings of auailium (help) and consilium
(counsel). In the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries, European monarchs
tended to increasingly regard representative institutions as exclusively are-
nas of auxilium and usually as instruments to provide money to meet the fis-
cal needs of war-driven governments.*2 Notably, the Stuart kings of England
subscribed to this view, though this ended up costing Charles I his head and
James II his throne.

In Elton’s revision of constitutional history, the English parliament
appeared as an instrument of government already in the Tudor period.*3 In a
similar vein, modern work on parliamentary politics in the century after the
Glorious Revolution, including that of John Brewer and more recently Wil-
liam Selinger, has tended to place more emphasis on auxilium than on con-
stlium.** In such interpretations, cooperation between the executive and the
legislature was a critical feature of the British political system after 1689. In
this specific sense, Britain was unexceptional; like modern governments, early
modern monarchs and ministers preferred to use representative assemblies
to find support for policies already adopted and decisions already made. The
Scottish Enlightenment thinker David Hume notoriously argued that corrup-
tion in the technical sense of executive influence over the legislature made the
British political system workable.*> But not all of Hume’s contemporaries saw
it that way. This book reclaims parliament as a locus of conflict by focusing
on the notion of parliament as a check on the executive, as well as ideas about
and agitation for reforming parliament and rendering it more responsive to
the people. Though the British were inclined to highlight mixture and bal-
ance rather than the strict separation of powers, the complete merging of the
executive and the legislature was far from unopposed. Indeed, most ideas of
reform in the eighteenth century, from holding more frequent elections to the
parliamentarian-cum-philosopher Edmund Burke’s administrative reform,
were directed toward making the House of Commons more independent of

41. Brodie Waddell and Jason Peacey, eds., The Power of Petitioning in Early Modern
Britain (London, 2024).

42. See esp. Michael A. R. Graves, The Parliaments of Early Modern Europe (Harlow,
2001).

43. Chris R. Kyle, “Constitutionalists, Despots, Whigs, and Revisionists: Tudor Parlia-
mentary History in the 20th Century,” Parliamentary History, 40 (2021), pp. 59—80.

44. John Brewer, The Sinews of Power: War, Money, and the English State, 1688-1783
(London, 1989); Selinger, Parliamentarism.

45. David Hume, “Of the Independency of Parliament” (1741), in Essays, Moral,
Political, and Literary, ed. Eugene F. Miller (Indianapolis, rev. ed. 1987), pp. 42—46.
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the crown’s influence.*6 Most reformers sought to restore what they believed
to have been an earlier balance of the mixed constitution by appealing to dif-
ferent ideas about the constitutional past.

The Constitution as a Metanarrative

This is the first book-length study in more than fifty years of the history of
parliamentary reform between the seventeenth century and the passing of the
First Reform Act.*7 Most studies of reform tend to focus more closely on the
period from the 1760s or indeed the 1780s.4® This is also true of histories of
the origins of British radicalism, unless they take the 1790s as their starting
point.*9 Histories of the so-called Real Whigs, or the English republican and
commonwealth traditions, conventionally take a longer perspective, though
they rarely trace continuities beyond the American Revolution and usually pay
insufficient attention to political developments. This study differs from works
on both radicalism and republicanism in a number of ways, but especially in
placing the history of parliamentary politics and debate at the center. Rather
than as a historian of political theory, I have proceeded as a historian of tradi-
tion, whose task, to borrow the words of J.G.A. Pocock, is “that of discover-
ing and articulating the languages in which the inhabitants of an era did in
fact present their society and cosmos to themselves and to each other.”>° The
guiding idea is that the tradition that dominated British political discourse

46. See Ian R. Christie, Myth and Reality in Late Eighteenth Century British Politics
(Berkeley, 1970), p. 216. The published version of one of Burke’s key speeches on adminis-
trative reform was titled A Plan for the Better Security of the Independence of Parliament,
and the Economical Reformation of the Civil and Other Establishments (London, 1780).

47. Cannon, Parliamentary Reform. Cannon’s book is still very useful as a broad over-
view and as an interpretation, but it is not entirely reliable as a narrative.

48. Arthur Burns and Joanna Innes, eds., Rethinking the Age of Reform: Britain, 1780
1850 (Cambridge, 2003). See also Joanna Innes, “People and Power in British Politics to
1850,” in Re-imagining Democracy in the Age of Revolutions: America, France, Britain,
Ireland, 1750-1850, ed. Joanna Innes and Mark Philp (Oxford, 2013), pp. 129-46.

49. Mark Hulliung, The Rise and Fall of English Radicalism, 1760 to 1800 (New York,
2025); Mark Philp, Reforming Ideas in Britain: Politics and Language in the Shadow of the
French Revolution, 1789-1815 (Cambridge, 2013); M. T. Davis, ed., Radicalism and Revolu-
tion in Britain, 1775-1848 (London, 2000); Simon Maccoby, English Radicalism, 1762-85:
The Origins (London, 1955). But see Glenn Burgess and Matthew Festenstein, eds., English
Radicalism, 1550-1850 (Cambridge, 2007).

50. J.G.A. Pocock, Virtue, Commerce, and History: Essays on Political Thought and
History, Chiefly in the Eighteenth Century (Cambridge, 1985), p. 290. In this particular
instance, Pocock is referring to the “historian of ideology”; a term I have largely avoided,
but the point is relevant for his notion of the history of “traditions” and “languages.” See
his essays in J.G.A. Pocock, Political Thought and History: Essays on Theory and Method
(Cambridge, 2009). And for a sobering warning about the pitfalls of considering political
thought before about 1800 through the lens of the anachronistic category of “theory,” see
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in the eighteenth century had a specific focus on the British constitution and
that competing understandings of it formed the metanarrative of the period’s
political and intellectual history.

The rich historiography of the intellectual Anglophone world in the “long”
eighteenth century has been heavily influenced by several metanarratives
and languages in the past decades. First, the commonwealth, civic humanist,
or republican interpretation, most famously formulated by Pocock but with
important predecessors, including Caroline Robbins, and notable successors,
such as Quentin Skinner.5! Second, an interpretation of English society as
dominated by religious identity and discourse, associated with the works of
J.C.D. Clark and the many studies he has inspired.5? A third metanarrative
views eighteenth-century political debate and thought as centrally preoccu-
pied with trade and international conflict, pioneered by Istvan Hont and his
disciples.?3 The present book suggests an alternative focus: political debate
centered on the constitution. This is by no means a unique angle,>* yet it is
often overlooked by intellectual historians.5> While this book will demonstrate

David Kearns and Ryan Walter, “Office, Political Theory, and the Political Theorist,” His-
torical Journal, 63 (2020), pp. 317-37.

51. J.G.A. Pocock, The Machiavellian Moment: Florentine Political Thought and
the Atlantic Republican Tradition (Princeton, 1975); Caroline Robbins, The Eighteenth-
Century Commonwealthman: Studies in the Transmission, Development, and Circum-
stance of English Liberal Thought from the Restoration of Charles II Until the War with
the Thirteen Colonies (Cambridge, MA, 1959); Quentin Skinner, Liberty Before Liberalism
(Cambridge, 1998). The literature on the republican paradigm is vast, but see recently Han-
nah Dawson and Annelien de Dijn, eds., Rethinking Liberty Before Liberalism (Cambridge,
2022).

52. J.C.D. Clark, English Society: Religion, Ideology and Politics During the Ancien
Régime (Cambridge, 2nd ed., 2000 [1985]); Brian Young, “Religious History and the
Eighteenth-Century Historian,” Historical Journal, 43 (2000), pp. 849-68.

53. Istvan Hont, Jealousy of Trade: International Competition and the Nation-State in
Historical Perspective (Cambridge, MA, 2005). For his influence, see Béla Kapossy, Isaac
Nakhimovsky, and Richard Whatmore, eds., Commerce and Peace in the Enlightenment
(Cambridge, 2017), and Béla Kapossy, Isaac Nakhimovsky, Sophus A. Reinert, and Richard
Whatmore, eds., Markets, Morals, Politics: Jealousy of Trade and the History of Political
Thought (Cambridge, MA, 2018).

54. See esp. the work of social and cultural historians on “popular constitutionalism”:
James Epstein, Radical Expressions: Political Language, Ritual, and Symbol in England,
1790-1850 (London, 2014 [19941); Benjamin Weinstein, “Popular Constitutionalism and
the London Corresponding Society,” Albion: A Quarterly Journal Concerned with British
Studies, 34 (2002), pp. 37-57; John Belchem, “Republicanism, Popular Constitutional-
ism and the Radical Platform in Early Nineteenth-Century England,” Social History, 6
(1981), pp. 1-32. For the nineteenth century, see also James Vernon, Politics and the People:
A Study in English Political Culture, c. 1815-1867 (Cambridge, 1993), and the essays in
James Vernon, ed., Re-reading the Constitution: New Narratives in the Political History of
England’s Long Nineteenth Century (Cambridge, 1996).

55. But see J.G.A. Pocock, The Ancient Constitution and the Feudal Law: A Study
of English Historical Thought in the Seventeenth Century; A Reissue with a Retrospect
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the prominence of this phenomenon, I do not suggest that the constitutional
language clouded all the other interpretations. Mark Philp has written that
most political writers in the 1790s drew freely on a wide range of traditions and
political idioms.?® That is doubtless true of most writers in the long eighteenth
century, too. But Philp is right in giving the constitutional dimension pride of
place: “The eclecticism of their intellectual reference points led to extremely
rich and fertile political debates, but what held these debates together . . . was
that political controversy revolved around conflicting interpretations of the
constitution, its institutions and its practices that were directly influenced by
ongoing struggles in parliamentary politics.”>7

With reference to earlier sources, David Wootton has argued that political
languages such as ancient constitutionalism, natural rights, and republican-
ism were frequently combined in the same texts, and any attempt to prioritize
one over the other is a fool’s errand.>® He writes:

Locke established natural rights and the principle of government by
consent, thereby providing a theoretical foundation for liberty (includ-
ing religious liberty). The neo-Roman republican theory defined liberty
as the absence of the capacity to tyrannize. And the language of checks
and balances explained how a constitution could be constructed so that
liberty was maximized.

This pattern is similar to that of many thinkers in the so-called commonwealth
tradition in the eighteenth century, from Walter Moyle to Catharine Macau-
lay, as well as late eighteenth-century reformers such as John Cartwright.
Yet, especially among the parliamentary class, many were more thoroughly
constitutional. For them, the British constitution had historically guaranteed
legal rights and the principles of government and taxation by consent, thereby
providing a constitutional foundation for freedom and indicating how liberty
could be maximized while ensuring stability.

(Cambridge, 1987 [19571). As the subtitle of this book indicates, however, Pocock’s classic
study is primarily, though not exclusively, concerned with developments in historiogra-
phy. See also Selinger, Parliamentarism, and Gregory Conti, Parliament the Mirror of the
Nation: Representation, Deliberation, and Democracy in Victorian Britain (Cambridge,
2019).

56. Philp, Reforming Ideas in Britain, p. 118.

57. Philp, Reforming Ideas in Britain, p. 118.

58. David Wootton, “Liberty, Metaphor, and Mechanism: ‘Checks and Balances’ and
the Origins of Modern Constitutionalism,” in Liberty and American Experience in the
Eighteenth Century, ed. David Womersley (Indianapolis, 2005), pp. 209-75, at 270-71.
See also Peter Lake, “The ‘Political Thought’ of the ‘Monarchical Republic of Elizabeth I,
Discovered and Anatomized,” Journal of British Studies, 54 (2015), pp. 257-87, at 284, and
Pocock’s warning that “the languages of politics . . . must be thought of as plural, flexible
and non-final” in Political Thought and History, p. 74.
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For the eighteenth-century reformers, the corruption of the constitu-
tion and parliament necessitated restoration and reform, which were almost
invariably distinguished from innovation. In this way, eighteenth-century
writers addressed one of the conundrums of the “common law mind” of the
seventeenth century: How could the constitution be altered and yet remain
the same? For these writers, reform was acceptable when it conformed to the
spirit of the constitution and in particular if it could revive that spirit. Burke
famously wrote: “It cannot . . . be too often repeated; line upon line; precept
upon precept; until it comes into the currency of a proverb, To innovate is not
to reform.”®® This was arguably already an axiom, as the same sentiment was
expressed by radical reformers such as Burke’s antagonist Richard Price—“Call
no more (absurdly and wickedly) reformation, innovation’—and Cartwright,
who wrote, “Making our Parliaments annual and our representation equal can
neither of them in any sense, nor without a direct falsehood, be styled innova-
tions. Both of them were the antient [sic] practice of the constitution.”6°

As the historian Joanna Innes has pointed out, whereas renovatio implied
improvement, innovatio connoted a pernicious change in classical Latin, and
this connotation was reflected in eighteenth-century vocabulary.6® Hume
pointed out that the ancient Greeks and Romans tended to conflate innovation
and rebellion.%? “Reform” originated from “reformation,” meaning the revival
of a former order, as in the intention behind the Protestant Reformation;®3
indeed the two terms were often and continuously used interchangeably. The
crucial Machiavellian argument in eighteenth-century political discourse was
the idea that constitutions and governments, like all living things, decay over
time, necessitating a return to first principles as a way to escape reverting
to Aristotelian and Polybian cyclicality.64 This meant that nearly all calls for
reform had a strong historical and traditional component.6? The Genevan
constitutional writer Jean-Louis De Lolme wrote in 1775 that the popular

59. Edmund Burke, A Letter to a Noble Lord (London, 1796), p. 16.

60. Richard Price, “A Discourse on the Love of Our Country” (1789), in Political Writ-
ings, ed. D. O. Thomas (Cambridge, 1991), p. 196; John Cartwright, Take Your Choice!
(London, 1776), p. 15.

61. Joanna Innes, “Reform’ in English Public Life: The Fortunes of a Word,” in
Rethinking the Age of Reform, pp. 71-97, at 73—4.

62. David Hume, “Of the Original Contract” (1748), in Essays, Moral, Political, and
Literary, p. 487.

63. See also Derek Beales, “The Idea of Reform in British Politics, 1829-1850,” in
Reform in Great Britain and Germany, 1750-1850, pp. 159—74.

64. Niccolo Machiavelli, Discourses on Livy, trans. and ed. Harvey C. Mansfield and
Nathan Tarcov (Chicago, 1998), p. 209; Innes, “‘Reform’ in English Public Life,” p. 75. For
the theme of classical mixed constitutionalism, see recently Dan Edelstein, The Revolution
to Come: A History of an Idea from Thucydides to Lenin (Princeton, 2025), chs. 1-2.

65. For the English politico-historical tradition, see classically Herbert Butterfield, The
Englishman and His History (Cambridge, 1944).
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opposition in England always had “a far greater probability of success, in rais-
ing among the People the notions familiar to them of legal claims and long-
established customs, than in arguing with them from no less rational, but
less determinate and somewhat dangerous doctrines, concerning the original
rights of mankind.”66

According to Hume, presenting innovation as restoration was merely tacti-
cal: “The spirit of innovation is in itself pernicious . . . a truth so obvious, that
the popular party [i.e., the Country party] themselves are sensible of it; and
therefore cover their encroachments on the crown by the plausible pretence of
their recovering the ancient liberties of the people.”67 As historians, we need
to be skeptical of Hume’s skepticism. The key focus of this book is not on what
people believed but on what they said and wrote. While the intention is not
to show that all eighteenth-century reformers truly believed that they were
recovering ancient liberties rather than introducing new ones, their private
correspondence often suggests that many may have been sincere in that
belief. Moreover, though it is true that reformist arguments were sometimes
based on questionable history, this study shows that the reformers drew on
both constitutional precedent and a long-standing and intellectually rich
tradition. Even those among them who were not strictly speaking ancient
constitutionalists, including the Lockean Protestant Dissenters in the sec-
ond half of the eighteenth century, were steeped in the Bolingbrokean-
infused Country party tradition and did not shy away from appealing to the
spirit of the constitution.

The oppositional and reformist discourse treated in this book reveals how
arguments for change were formulated within a culture dominated by consti-
tutional traditionalism. This is not meant as an indictment. Such discourse
formed a cornerstone of political culture of the eighteenth-century Anglo-
phone world, and it was not only the method by which arguments for improve-
ment could be formulated but also the way that opposition to the government
could be justified. The significance of this discourse can hardly be overstated.
That there always was a legal opposition to the government, in parliament
and often “out of doors” as well, might ultimately have been responsible for
making Britain a limited and free government in the eighteenth century.5®
The shared idiom of constitutionalism allowed for the sustained development

66. Jean Louis De Lolme, The Constitution of England; Or An Account of the English
Government, ed. David Lieberman (Indianapolis, 2007 [17751), p. 24n.

67. David Hume, “Of the Coalition of Parties” (1758), in Essays, Moral, Political, and
Literary, p. 496. Hume’s historical research showed that the English constitution “like
all others, has been in a state of continual fluctuation.” See David Hume, The History of
England: From the Invasion of Julius Caesar to the Revolution in 1688 (6 vols., Indianapo-
lis, 1983 [1754-611), IV, p. 355n.

68. Archibald S. Foord, His Majesty’s Opposition, 1714-1830 (Oxford, 1964).
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of legal opposition, so central to modern political freedom®? and vital for bal-
ance in Britain as the House of Commons became increasingly dominant.”®
Opposition was acceptable when it could be justified in constitutional terms;
this was crucial at the time when the institutions of parliamentary democ-
racy were tested. And in a period when the power and scope of government
increased, it was beneficial to have constitutional stalwarts who fought for
traditional freedoms and who wanted great alteration without desiring any-
thing new.

Overview of the Book

Chapter 1 sketches the main outlines of the history of the English parliament,
as well as many strands of the ancient constitutional and common law tradi-
tion, with particular emphasis on seventeenth-century events and authori-
ties. Figures such as John of Salisbury, Henry of Bracton, John Fortescue,
Edward Coke, John Selden, Matthew Hale, the Earl of Clarendon, William
Prynne, the Levellers, the commonwealthmen, and the first Whigs and Tories
are discussed against the backdrop of ideas about parliamentary reform dur-
ing the Civil Wars, the Interregnum, and the Restoration period. The struc-
ture of party ideologies plays a key role in chapter 2, which traces the rise of
the Country party tradition in the aftermath of the Glorious Revolution and
as a response to the Financial Revolution in the 169o0s. The chapter charts
the contribution made to this eclectic tradition by Whigs such as John Locke
and John Toland, as well as the Tory Jonathan Swift and the Jacobite Francis
Atterbury. I argue that although the Country party tradition, centered on a
critique of an increasingly centralized and expensive government, was origi-
nally a strand of Whiggism in the 16770s, it became dominated by Tories led by
Robert Harley in parliament in the 1690s and early 1700s.

Chapter 3 shows how the party realignment became entrenched after the
Hanoverian Succession, as the Tories became a permanent opposition party.
The chapter homes in on the Septennial Act of 1716 as a critical constitu-
tional milestone, when the frequency of elections was changed from three
to seven years. The chapter’s focus is on the debate in parliament generated
by the septennial bill and especially the Tory party’s forceful opposition, in
parliament as well as in the press, particularly through Archibald Hutcheson.
Although ancient constitutionalist critiques of modern legislation became a
cornerstone of eighteenth-century Toryism, the chapter closes by showing that
Whigs such as Henry Fielding continued to draw on this flexible tradition.

69. Jeremy Waldron, “Loyal Opposition,” in Political Political Theory: Essays on Insti-
tutions (Cambridge, MA, 2016), ch. 5.

70. Carl J. Friedrich, Constitutional Government and Democracy: Theory and Practice
in Europe and America (New York, 1964 [1950]), p. 28.
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Chapter 4 continues the investigation of the Tories under George II (r. 1727-
60) with a detailed examination of the parliamentary party’s persistent but
failed attempts to repeal the Septennial Act along with Bolingbroke’s attacks
on Walpole and the Whig Supremacy in The Craftsman. The chapter con-
cludes with a review of the career and writings of the Oxford Tory William
Blackstone, who along with many other Tories transitioned into a supporter
of the Hanoverian state after the accession of George III in 1760.

Chapter 5 shows how oppositional politics once again became a hallmark
of various forms of Whiggism in the aftermath of George III's accession,
including the “radicalism” of John Wilkes and John Sawbridge, as well as
the Rockingham Whig party connection, which is studied through one of its
key supporters in the commerecial city of Bristol, the leading Quaker Richard
Champion. But far from all reformers identified with the Whigs; Sawbridge’s
sister, the celebrated historian Catharine Macaulay, was fiercely anti-Whig,
and while she had no truck with seventeenth-century divine right Toryism,
she drew inspiration from the political writings of Country Tories such as
Charles Davenant, Swift, and Bolingbroke. Chapter 6 concentrates on the dif-
ferent strands of oppositional Whiggism in parliament in the 1760s and 17770s,
specifically on the competing Chathamite and Rockinghamite traditions. The
chapter highlights the centrality for these disparate Whig connections of the
issue of administrative and financial reform, known as economical reform,
which for a brief period provided common ground between Chathamites such
as the Earl of Shelburne and the Rockinghamite Burke. The chapter ends with
a discussion of the Duke of Richmond, the aristocratic Whig who in 1780 put
forward the most comprehensive proposal for reform in parliament in the
eighteenth century.

Chapter 7 turns to the extra-parliamentary landscape in the 1770s and the
reformers whom John Stuart Mill later labeled the “historical radicals,” who
argued for far-reaching parliamentary reform, especially annual elections, as
an ancient right and often as a way to recover the Saxon constitution. These
reformers adopted the rhetoric and some of the arguments of the Levellers,
common lawyers, and historians of the seventeenth century, as well as those
of Tories and the Bolingbrokean Country party platform in the first half of
the eighteenth century. The chapter also demonstrates the ways many British
reformers championed the American cause but proposed various schemes of
reform to save the empire rather than accepting separation. The American
revolutionaries, for their part, drew on the writings of several of the “histori-
cal radicals,” notably the Historical Essay on the English Constitution (1771),
along with the long-standing ancient constitutional and Country party tradi-
tions at large. The American cause was also supported by several Protestant
nonconformists, who constituted a major part of the reformist coalition in
British politics in the second half of the century. Through a study of Rich-
ard Price, Joseph Priestley, and others, chapter 8 illuminates the Protestant
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Dissenters’ proximity and indebtedness to the Country party and the constitu-
tional tradition of reform. This perspective seeks to complement studies that
concentrate on the theological roots of the Protestant Dissenters’ political
reformism. Though it was no coincidence that Protestant Dissenters were
overrepresented in radical political circles, the content of the parliamentary
reform package they espoused was analogous to that of earlier, contemporary,
and later programs promoted by Anglicans, whether Latitudinarian or High
Church.

Chapter g explores the records of the many extra-parliamentary groups
and organizations that were formed between the late 1770s and the late 1780s,
including those of the county association movement, the Westminster Com-
mittee, the Society for Constitutional Information (SCI), and the Revolution
Society. The prominence of constitutional thought for these societies and clubs
is evident, especially in the activities of SCI, set up to distribute the works of
writers on the English constitution from Fortescue to Bolingbroke, and the
Revolution Society, originally established to celebrate the legacy of the Glori-
ous Revolution. Chapter 10 turns to the debate about parliamentary reform
in the House of Commons in the closing decades of the eighteenth century,
which is approached through the two leading parliamentarians of the era:
William Pitt the Younger and Charles James Fox. Though often known as a
modern Tory who defended the status quo, Pitt was in fact an independent
Whig and the leading champion of parliamentary reform in the House of
Commons in the first half of the 1780s before giving up the issue and eventu-
ally changing his mind after the outbreak of the French Revolution. Fox was
equally inconsistent, taking up and abandoning the question of parliamentary
reform on numerous occasions during his nearly four decades in parliament.
Though their support of parliamentary reform was sporadic and, at least in
Fox’s case, strongly dependent on political calculation as opposed to principle,
their continuous engagement with the question underlines its significance.

Chapter 11 examines the political environment in Britain in the wake of
the French Revolution, when a wide range of reformist individuals and groups
emerged and reemerged. But while Thomas Paine and the United Irishmen
and other similar societies in Britain used language that was explicitly repub-
lican and even revolutionary in the final decade of the eighteenth century, the
mainstream of British reformism remained firmly anchored in the national
constitutional tradition. I argue that in terms of argument, language, and rhe-
toric, the French Revolution altered remarkably little on the reformist side
in Britain. The chapter further adumbrates the government’s clampdown on
reformist and oppositional politics in the final years of the eighteenth century,
as well as the revival of a reform movement in the early nineteenth century in
the form of a small parliamentary force led by Francis Burdett, agitation by
the radical William Cobbett, and a philosophical and utilitarian strand cen-
tered on Jeremy Bentham. The chapter closes with a discussion of the final
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years of Major John Cartwright’s fifty-year-long career as a reformer and man
of letters. While acknowledging significant philosophical, religious, and class
differences among these strands, the chapter emphasizes the existence of a
shared reform program, now explicitly called “radical,” and heavily indebted
to its eighteenth-century predecessors.

Chapter 12 traces the legacies and transformations of the Foxite Whig
party and the Pittite governmental coalition in the first decades of the nine-
teenth century. The chapter’s particular focus is on the events leading up to
the First Reform Act and arguments for reform put forward by a new genera-
tion of Whigs, such as Lord John Russell and Thomas Babington Macaulay,
who regarded themselves as being influenced by an eclectic Whig tradition
that included Burke—even though he had been opposed to parliamentary
reform. Crucially, the Whigs of the 1832 Reform Act argued that the sys-
tem of representation needed to be revamped for the constitution to retain
its spirit. The more cerebral among them, notably T. B. Macaulay, combined
this rhetoric with the insights of Scottish Enlightenment historiography and
sociology, but the chapter demonstrates the persistence of the Bolingbrokean
idiom as an essential part of the language of reform.”* Instead of censuring
the Whig Supremacy, however, the Whigs of the First Reform Act tended to
focus on the growth of executive influence since the accession of George III
and especially the establishment of the Younger Pitt’s political system, along-
side the identification of longer-term changes in population, wealth, and edu-
cation.”? The Whigs can thus be said to have resynthesized “the two polar
propositions [of Whig ideology] that liberty was ancient and that liberty was
modern and progressive.””? While giving due credit to the achievements of
the Whigs, this book resists the temptation to interpret parliamentary reform
as a straightforward Tory-Whig question. Some “Ultras” supported versions
of reform out of spite for their erstwhile leaders, the Duke of Wellington and
Robert Peel, and many of the most radical reformers such as Francis Burdett
and William Cobbett were Tories rather than Whigs and certainly included
the Whig Supremacy as part of their onslaught on “Old Corruption.” Though

71. “Historians need to understand that the history of discourse is not a simple linear
sequence in which new patterns overcome and replace the old, but a complex dialogue in
which these patterns persist in transforming one another.” J.G.A. Pocock, “Preface, 1989”
in Politics, Language and Time, pp. ix-x.

72. Robert Walpole’s premiership was more heavily criticized than it had been by
Burke’s generation, however; compare Edmund Burke, An Appeal from the New to the Old
Whigs (1791), in The Writings and Speeches of Edmund Burke, ed. Paul Langford et al. (9
vols., Oxford, 1970-2015), IV, p. 416, and Lord John Russell, An Essay on the History of
the English Government and Constitution, from the Reign of Henry VII to the Present Time
(London, 2nd ed., 1823 [1821]), p. 398.

73. Pocock, The Ancient Constitution and the Feudal Law, p. 383. Pocock traces this
achievement to John Millar, whose Historical View of the English Government (1787) was
initially dedicated to Charles James Fox.
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he was critical of the First Reform Act, this was also true of the young radi-
cal Benjamin Disraeli, whose politics of Tory democracy were inspired by the
eighteenth-century Tories, notably Bolingbroke, and shaped in opposition
to what Disraeli viewed as Whig oligarchy. Against this backdrop, it should
not surprise us that Disraeli was responsible for the more democratic Second
Reform Act of 1867.

The book concludes by arguing that reform debates were a central feature
of politics during Britain’s “ancien régime” and that criticisms of the political
system based on the flexible language of the spirit of the constitution were
integral to the country’s political culture. This reformist tradition did not need
any ancillary impetus from Dissenter theology, though it certainly buttressed
the case.” Finally, although high political, cultural, and social factors are nec-
essary to explain the timing of reform, intellectual history helps us understand
what kind of options were available to the reformers, as political agendas need
substance. In this way, ideas can modify not only discourse but also political
systems. And it bears repeating that the ability of constitutional frameworks
and cultures to accommodate reform can make revolutions avoidable.

74. Ct. Clark, English Society, p. 382.

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

Abingdon, Willoughby Bertie, 4th Earl of,
171, 261-62, 268, 318, 404

absolutism, 40, 77, 384. See also monar-
chy: absolute monarchy

Acherley, Roger, 2n3, 319

Act for the Further Relief of Protestant
Dissenting Ministers and Schoolmas-
ters (1779), 291

Act for the More Effectual Preventing
Bribery and Corruption in Elections
(1729), 148

Act of Settlement (1701), 5, 99, 142, 299, 397

Acts of Union (1707), 335

Acts of Union (1800), 362

Acts of Parliament. See names of specific
acts

Adams, Daniel, 326

Adams, John, 10, 184, 227, 242, 252-53,
255-60, 270, 278, 280, 300, 376, 378

Addison, Joseph, 79, 88-90, 106-8

The Alchymist, 136

aldermen, 175, 183, 2477

Alfred the Great, 34-35, 68, 117, 162-63,
235, 260, 288, 301, 325, 355

All Souls College, Oxford, 153

Almon, John, 171-72, 178-79, 245, 304

Althorp, John Charles Spencer, Viscount
(later John Spencer, 3rd Earl Spen-
cer), 402

America, 4, 9n34, 10, 171, 185, 191,
1931138, 194, 205, 206, 220, 221, 223,
235, 24352, 255-61, 271-73, 278, 280,
284, 293, 295, 336, 344, 349n111, 352,
369-70, 397; American cause, 18, 242,
255; American Revolution, 8-9, 12,
228, 246, 247, 249, 251, 2521147, 258,
259, 266, 297, 355; American revolu-
tionaries, 18, 88, 242, 243, 247, 249;
American Revolutionary War/American
War of Independence, 181, 192, 204,
217, 218, 220, 245, 261, 262, 268, 335,
344, 355, 360; Colonial America, 10;
English Constitutionalism in America,
250-57

Ambhurst, Nicholas, 136

Andover, William Howard, Viscount, 146

Anglo-Saxons. See Saxons

Anne, Queen, 55, 72, 77, 79, 100, 122, 174,
204, 237, 255, 365, 368, 371, 402

anticlericalism, 49, 259

Anti-Jacobin Review and Magazine, 293

Aragon, 25

arbitrary rule, 49, 53, 58, 64, 77, 81, 83, 84,
108, 120, 132, 134, 163, 181, 194, 227,
234, 237, 268, 282-84, 293, 392, 403

Argonauts, 31, 119

Argyll, Archibald Campbell, 3rd Duke
of, 95

Argyll, John Campbell, 2nd Duke of, 104

Aris’s Birmingham Gazette, 298

aristocracy, 38, 113, 171, 184, 189, 193, 215,
221, 224, 236, 237, 241, 255, 258, 266,
278, 299, 302, 308, 320, 339, 341, 347
370, 373, 384, 388, 394, 396, 405N134.
See also nobility

Aristotle, 15, 38

Arnall, William, 138

Arthur, King, 69

artificial reason, 32

Association for Preserving Liberty and
Property against Republicans and
Levellers, 43, 358. See also Reeves,
John

Astell, Mary, 70

atheism, 73, 402

Atterbury, Francis, 17, 74-78, 96, 101-3,
108, 125, 173

Attwood, Thomas, 386, 397

Atwood, William, 64

Augusta, Princess Dowager, 191

Aylesbury, 308

Aylesford, Heneage Finch, 2nd Earl of, 94

Bacon, Francis, 109

Bacon, Nathaniel, 37, 129, 232, 234, 254,
318-19

Bagehot, Walter, 4

Bagot, William, 202

(4491

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[450]

Balliol College, Oxford, 78

Bampfylde, Richard, 146

Bank of England, xi, 60, 70, 371

Barbone’s Assembly, 51

Barker, Hannah, 399

Barnard, John, 77, 136

Baron, Richard, 251

Barré, Isaac, 210, 216, 313

Barrow, Charles, 169

Bath, 172, 174n31

Bath, Thomas Thynne, 1st Marquess
of. See Weymouth, Thomas Thynne,
Viscount

Bath, William Pulteney, 1st Earl of. See
Pulteney, William

Bayes, Thomas, 271

Beaufort, Charles Somerset, 4th Duke of,
126, 267

Beaufoy, Henry, 26516, 291

Beckford, Richard, 207

Beckford, William, 151-52, 156, 169, 177,
181, 207-8, 210, 213, 215-16, 283

Bedford, John Russell, 6th Duke of, 384.
See also Whigs: Bedford Whigs

Bedford Place, 249

Bell, Robert, 240

Belsham, Thomas, 289

Belsham, William, 146, 352

Bentham, Jeremy, 19, 161, 161-62n213,
163, 166, 209, 226, 280, 363, 368,
372-75, 376, 382, 402

Bernstein, Eduard, 43

bicameralism, 259

Bill of Rights (1689), 5, 10n39, 61-63, 68,
142, 178, 181, 182, 185, 189, 206, 237,
239, 255, 284, 311, 320, 325.

Birmingham, 265, 280, 298, 301, 306, 331,
367, 375, 379, 385

Birmingham Political Union, 386

Birmingham Riots/Priestley Riots (1791),
280

bishops, 23, 38, 41, 74-75, 139, 268-69n23,
311, 393

Blackburne, Francis, 290

Blackstone, William, 4, 8n29, 18, 32, 34,
55, 66, 104, 109188, 152-66, 168, 228,
230, 236, 242, 250-52, 256, 260-61,
275, 277, 28486, 290, 297, 299, 318,
324, 367; Analysis of the Laws of
England (1756), 158; Commentaries on

INDEX

the Laws of England (4 vols., 1765-69),
7n2s5, 66139, 104156, 109188, 152-53,
156-66, 2751053, 277163, 285n105,
286, 290, 297-98n175; Considerations
on the Question, Whether Tenants by
Copy of Court Roll According to the
Custom of the Manor, Though Not
at the Will of the Lord, are Freehold-
ers Qualified to Vote in Elections for
Knights of the Shire (1758), 154n172;
A Discourse on the Study of the Law
(1758), 160; The Great Charter and
Charter of the Forest, with Other
Authentic Instruments (1759), 162-63;
Law Tracts (1762), 236n51; A Letter to
the Author of The Question Stated. By
Another Member of Parliament (1769),
157n183; The Pantheon: A Vision
(1747), 153; political thought, 157-66;
A Reply to Dr. Priestley’s Remarks on
the Fourth Volume of the Commentar-
ies (1769), 165n237; and Sir Roger
Newdigate, 152-57

Blackwood’s Edinburgh Magazine, 380

Bland, Richard, 154

Blandford, George Spencer-Churchill,
Marquess of, 385

Blasphemy Act (1697), 264, 292

Blockmans, Wim, 24

Board of Trade, 67, 218, 221

Bodin, Jean, 4

Bolingbroke, Henry St. John, 1st Vis-
count, 2, 5, 7-8, 16, 18-21, 22, 39, 66,
70-71, 75-76, 80, 83-84, 95, 99, 1034,
109-10, 112-13, 128, 136-38, 140, 142,
149, 153, 157, 161, 168, 172-74, 176,
178, 190, 211, 215, 220, 231-32, 234,
240-42, 251-53, 256, 267, 276, 279,
283-84, 299, 318, 329, 331, 365, 367,
370, 374, 402, 405; and The Crafts-
man, 128-35; A Dissertation upon
Parties (1733-34), 22, 83, 130-31, 190;
The Idea of a Patriot King (1738), 80,
130, 241, 329; Letter on the Spirit of
Patriotism (1736), 153; Reflections
on the Present State of the Nation
(1749), 70; Remarks on the History of
England (1730-31), 130, 232

Bolton, Charles Powlett, 3rd Duke of, 64

Boston Gazette, 252

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

Boston Tea Party, 247

Boucoyannis, Deborah, 24

Bourke, Richard, 220

Boyer, Abel, 137, 179

Bracton, Henry of, 17, 29, 39, 49, 55,
117, 318

Brady, Robert, 45, 47, 54, 56-57, 73, 75-76,
79; 83,104, 139, 147, 163

Brady Controversy. See Brady, Robert

Brand, Thomas, 367-68

Brecknock, Thomas, 170

Brewer, John, 11

Bright, John, 26n19, 397n100

Bright, Richard, 292, 296

Brissot, Jacques Pierre, 260, 354

Bristol, 18, 127, 179, 190, 192-94, 196-98,
207, 213-14, 218, 225, 261, 265, 268,
292, 294, 296, 308, 312, 393

Bristol Library Society, 190

British Civil Wars. See English Civil Wars

British Empire, 4, 18, 193-95, 203013,
204, 237, 245-49, 254, 272-73, 395

British “Jacobins,” 354

Britons, 30, 36, 54, 113, 117-18, 163, 232,
283, 301, 324

Bromley, William (1663-1732), 76, 100-3,
124

Bromley, William (c.1701-37), 124-26, 128

Brooke, John, 157, 306

Brougham, Henry, 382, 385, 386133,
387-88, 391

Brown, John, 91-92, 281

Brydson, Thomas, 308

Buchanan, George, 28, 42

Budd, Edward, 367

Burdett, Francis, 19-20, 131, 362, 364-69,
371-72, 374, 375, 378-79, 382, 401-2,
404

Burgess, Glenn, 32n53, 42

Burgh, James, 165, 174, 180, 224, 230,
240-44, 25051, 25455, 301, 304, 310,
317; Account of the Cessares, A People
of South America (1764), 241; Britain’s
Remembrancer: Or, the Danger Not
Owver (1746), 240-41; Crito (1766-67),
241; Political Disquisitions (3 vols.,
1774-"75), 180, 240, 242—43, 255, 310;
“Remarks Historical and Political”
(1762), 241

Burghers, 23, 139, 150

[451]

Burghley, William Cecil, 1st Baron, 109

Burke, Edmund, xi, 1, 11, 12146, 15, 18,
20, 27128, 43, 58, 60, 65-66, 110, 127,
161, 168-69, 171, 177, 179, 184, 188-98,
200, 202-3, 209-10, 217-25, 244—46,
250, 256-57, 25961, 268, 272-73,
275, 277, 279, 282-84, 289, 292,
303, 308-9, 311-14, 318, 327, 33233,
338-42, 345-47, 350-53, 370, 380-83,
388, 390-91, 394-5, 402-5; An Appeal
Jfrom the New to the Old Whigs (1791),
65, 250; The French Revolution and
Burke, 292-302; Letters on a Regicide
Peace (1796), 383; Letter to the Sheriffs
of Bristol (1777), 261; Observations
on a Late State of the Nation (1769),
189n112; A Plan for the Better Security
of the Independence of Parliament,
and the Economical Reformation of
the Civil and Other Establishments
(1780), 12n46; Reflections on the Revo-
lution in France (1790), 1, 58, 65-66,
256, 260, 275, 296-99, 302, 318, 350,
352, 383; The Rockingham Whigs and
Burke, 210-15; Short Account of a Late
Short Administration (1766), 193n140;
Speech on American Taxation (1774),
203; Speech on Conciliation with
the Colonies (1775), 295; Speech on
Enforcement of the Stamp Act (1766),
214; Thoughts on the Cause of the Pre-
sent Discontents (1770), 110, 188-90,
194, 210-11, 213, 220, 222, 283, 340,
345-47, 383, 388n48; A Vindication
of Natural Society (1756), 211n50.
See also Economical reform

Burke, Thomas Haviland, 39ons;6

Burnet, Gilbert, 60, 253, 2561169

Bute, John Stuart, grd Earl of, 7n24,
155-56, 168-69, 175-76, 182, 191, 193,
195, 201, 205, 210, 340, 393

Butler, James, 76

Butler, Joseph, 270

Caesar, Julius, 76, 88, 232

Cambridge, University of, 51, 265, 268,
290, 304, 307, 317

Camden, Charles Pratt, 1st Earl of, 176,

332
Camden, South Carolina, 257

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[452]

Camden, William, 36, 54-55, 113

Canada, 247, 341

Canning, George, 381, 385, 388, 391.
See also Tories: Canningite Tories

Cannon, John, 8n27, 12n47, 28, 52, 68,
120-21, 1521161, 178155, 330, 33536,
393, 400-401

Carew, Thomas, 142-49, 315166

Caroline, Queen, 386

Carroll, Ross, 215

Carte, Thomas, 120, 125, 129, 136178,
14748, 174

Carteret, John, 129, 136178, 140

Cartwright, John, 14-15, 20, 118, 171, 217,
224, 226, 228-32, 242-43, 249-50,
252, 256, 260-63, 268, 275, 284198,
304, 314, 316-18, 320-22, 324, 332,
337 341, 345, 352, 354-55, 357 359,
362-65, 374-79, 383, 404; American
Independence the Interest and Glory of
Great Britain (1774), 249; An Appeal,
on the Subject of the English Constitu-
tion (1797), 260-61; The Common-
wealth in Danger (1795), 261n195; The
English Constitution Produced and
Tlustrated (1823), 231, 260, 375-76;
Letter to the Earl of Abingdon (1778),
262; The People’s Barrier Against
Undue Influence and Corruption
(1780), 231n22, 2631206, 321n98; Tuke
Your Choice! (1776), 224, 229-31, 275

Cary, Lucius. See Falkland, Lucius Cary,
2nd Viscount

Castile, 25

Catalonia, 25

Catherine the Great, 82

Catholicism, 28, 37, 54, 58, 63, 88, 123,
165, 245, 247, 275, 285, 294, 309,
336-37, 381, 385, 393, 402, 405N135;
Catholic Emancipation, 275, 281, 285,
393, 4050135

Catlow, Samuel, 291

Cato’s Letters, 2n3, 9o, 107. See also
Trenchard, John; Gordon, Thomas

Cavaliers, 61, 66, 264. See also Royalists
(English Civil Wars)

Cavendish, Lord John, 314

The Champion, 212

Champion, Richard, 18, 175, 188-99, 215,
257, 268

INDEX

Charlemont, James Caulfeild, 1st Earl of,
300, 337

Charles I, 11, 33-34, 40, 4546, 48, 53,
66n42, 76, 87, 99, 118, 125, 180,
186-87, 236, 293, 339

Charles I1, 28, 46-47, 53, 61, 63, 76-77, 81,
83, 86-87, 99, 101, 108, 133, 161, 163,
185, 186, 196, 216, 254, 339

Charlotte, Queen, 156

Charter of the Forest (1217), 162, 235

Chartism, 226, 323, 386, 397

Chatham, William Pitt, 1st Earl of. See
Pitt the Elder

checks and balances, 8n29, 10, 14, 88, 278

Chesterton, G. K., 369

Chillingworth, William, 46

Christie, Ian, 183, 220, 331, 334

Church of England, 46, 58, 82, 90, 115,
122, 164, 165, 166, 168, 171, 262, 264,
267, 268, 270, 290, 291, 294, 295,
298, 317, 368, 380, 385. See also high
church; low church; Protestantism

Church Temporalities Act (1833), 395

Cicero, 88

civic humanist tradition, 13, 36176, 39

civil list, 133, 171, 210, 213, 215-16,
219-20, 225, 311

Claim of Right of the Scots Parliament
(1689), 133

Clare, Viscount. See Nugent, Robert

Clarendon, Edward Hyde, 1st Earl of, 17,
52, 54, 58, 7477, 103, 122-23, 135, 149,
153, 2561169, 266, 333; Royalism and
the Clarendon Tradition, 44-48

Clark, J.C.D., 13, 120, 164, 243199, 270128,
352115, 397, 397981103, 403-4

Clarke, Samuel, 229

Claxton, John, 183

Clerke, Philip Jennings, 217, 219, 221

Clifford, Thomas, 133

Cobbett, William, 19-20, 131, 362,
369-75, 397

Cobham, Richard Temple, 1st Viscount,
136078, 201

Cobham’s Cubs/Boy Patriots, 201

Cocks, Richard, 69

Cocoa Tree, 71, 167, 169

Codrington, William, 169

Coercive (Intolerable) Acts (1774), 246

Coffeehouses, 7, 272, 399

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

Coke, Edward, 17, 32-37, 41-42, 45, 47,
54, 64, 68, 74, 76, 78, 98, 103, 108-10,
113-14, 116-17, 127, 158, 164, 228,
250-52, 2561169, 285, 318, 324, 366,
395; Bonham's Case (1610), 33, 34,
164, 252

Coke of Holkham/Norfolk. See Leicester,
Thomas Coke, 1st Earl of

Colchester, 149, 305

Colepeper, John, 1st Baron, 40

Colley, Linda, 105163, 121, 134-35n72, 151

commerce. See trade

common law, 15, 17-18, 37-38, 42, 47,
55-56, 74, 98, 102n45, 103, 158, 160,
162-64, 228, 234, 252, 276, 285, 365

Common Sense (journal), 108, 136, 139

Commonwealthmen, 12, 13, 14, 17, 48-50,
87, 88, 90, 112, 204, 251, 252, 257,

316, 404

Communitas regni, 45

Congress (US), 10, 254, 260

Coningsby, Thomas (later 1st Earl
Coningsby), 96, 4051134

consent, 6, 9n34, 14, 24, 27, 30, 59, 62, 79,
84-85, 89, 91, 97, 103, 127, 195, 206,
225, 229, 248-49, 252, 263, 264, 284,
332-33, 367, 387

constitution: ancient constitution, 5, 14,
16-18, 26-34, 36-37, 40, 42-45, 47, 49,
52-54, 56-57, 61-62, 64-66, 68, 73,
7576, 79, 81-83, 871155, 90, 93-119,
122-23, 125, 129-30, 135, 138-39, 143,
146-47, 157, 162-63, 166, 186-87, 216,
227-33, 251-52, 288, 291, 299, 303,
310, 317, 364-65, 367, 387, 390-92, 397;
balanced constitution, 4, 38-40, 67, 79,
131, 189-90, 195, 229, 241, 279, 301, 356;
constitutional convention, 10, 256; con-
stitutional rights, 4, 6, 239, 251, 2521147,
284, 324; constitutional traditionalism,
16; Constitution for Massachusetts, 10,
253; Constitution of 1782 (Ireland),
337; mixed constitution, 1, 4, 12, 15064,
38-40, 45, 50, 86, 100, 103, 127, 159, 1770,
208, 237, 2770, 281-82, 300, 303, 317,
320, 373; Roman constitution, 38, 88;
Saxon constitution, 18, 232, 234, 254,
355, 364, 376, 378; unconstitutional, 2,
6, 97, 141, 173, 177, 250, 261-62, 310, 321,
365; US Constitution, 9-10, 200226

[4531]

contract. See social contract

Convocation, 73-75

Cooke, George, 169

Copley Medal, 280

Cornbury, Henry Hyde, Viscount, 153

corn laws, 368

Cornwall, 125, 244, 315, 366-67, 383

coronation oaths, 27, 59, 69

Corporation Act (1661), 48n139, 146, 165,
264, 26516, 267, 268-69n23, 291-93,
298, 325, 353, 385

corruption, 7, 11, 15, 20, 68, 79-80, 84-87,
91, 107176, 111, 113-14, 117, 120,
123-26, 130-31, 133, 144, 147-48, 150,
156, 166, 184, 186, 189-91, 205, 209,
212, 215, 217, 218186, 235, 238-39,
27677, 282, 294, 298, 310-12, 331,
346, 354, 363, 365, 370-73, 388, 395,
401; “Old Corruption,” xi, 20, 363, 372,
388, 395, 397n101

Corte (Spain), 22

Cotton, John Hynde, 126, 136,
368-69

country gentlemen, 69, 122, 126, 151, 152,
155, 156, 169, 178, 186, 192, 206, 212,
284, 306, 310, 311, 394, 401

Country party, 5, 16-19, 50, 66-73, 81, 83,
85, 106, 110, 112-13, 121-22, 129-31,
140, 151, 157, 172, 174, 176-78, 190, 211,
215, 220, 240, 251-52, 267, 270, 276,
278, 297, 299, 310, 315, 331, 357, 371,
379-80, 381n11, 401-2, 404. See also
opposition

county associations, 19, 153, 217, 268,
310-14, 319-20, 3377, 401

Courtenay, William, 130

Courteville, Ralph, 138-39

Court of Aldermen, 175, 183

court party, 58, 66-67, 88n157, 209, 216,
340

Coventry, 124-25, 392

Coventry, William, 106

Coxe, William, 146

The Craftsman, 18, 75, 112, 128-36,
138-39, 142, 149, 232

Craggs-Nugent, Robert, 308

Crewe, John, 221

The Crisis, 167

Croker, John Wilson, 284, 380n3, 392-93,
396

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[454]

Cromwell, Oliver, 42-43, 50-53, 134, 149,
180, 196, 333

Cromwell, Thomas, 4, 39

Cross Street Chapel, destructions of (1715,
1745), 292

crowds/popular protest, 115, 127, 176, 177,
292, 297, 298, 350, 358, 359, 379, 382,
386-87n35, 393, 396

Crown and Anchor tavern, 375, 378

Cruger, Henry, 179, 197-98, 214

Cudworth, Ralph, 229, 270

Culloden, Battle of, 266

Cumberland, Prince William Augustus,
Duke of, 266

Curia regis, 23

custom, 16, 26-27, 31-32, 41, 47, 59, 64,
69, 109N91, 111, 124, 154, 162-63, 182,
202, 213, 215, 232, 234, 252, 304, 400

Daily Gazetteer, 138-39

Darby, John, 48

Davenant, Charles, 18, 70, 72, 78, 172, 318

Daventry, 279

Day, Thomas, 320n93

Days of May, 393

Declaration of Independence (1776), 164,
240, 253, 263, 284

Declaration of Rights (1689). See Bill of
Rights (1689)

Declaratory Act (1719), 249-51

Declaratory Act (1766), 206, 223, 245,
250-51, 261

Defoe, Daniel, 59, 108, 286

deism, 73, 85, 211

De Lageard, Abbé, 339

De Lolme, Jean-Louis, 15-16

democracy, 17, 21, 37-38, 224, 227, 231,
233, 273, 275, 288, 297, 301, 341,
365, 369, 373, 376, 382-84, 394, 396,
397n101, 405

Denmark, 23, 25, 101, 395187

Derby, 393

Devon, 130, 144, 244

Devonshire, William Cavendish, 2nd Duke
of (1672-1729), 95

Devonshire, William Cavendish, 4th Duke
of (1720-64), 7n24, 151, 184, 222

Dicey, A. V., 8, 93

Dickinson, John, 10, 246, 253-54

Dickinson, Marsche, 169

INDEX

Diggers, 40-44

Digges, Dudley, 46

dispensing power, 62-63

Disraeli, Benjamin, 21, 368-69, 402, 404-5

Ditchfield, G. M., 266

divine right, 18, 28, 33, 45, 77-80, 172

Doddridge, Philip, 286-87

Dolben, William, 171, 345

Dorset, 244

Dorset, Lionel Sackville, Earl of (later
1st Duke of Dorset), 95

Dowdeswell, William, 169, 215-16, 221

Downes, Theophilius, 78

Dublin, 336

Dugdale, William, 76, 139

Dumont, Etienne, 372

Duncannon, John William Ponsonby,
Viscount (later 4th Earl of Bessbor-
ough), 388

Dundas, Henry, 307

Dunning, John, 210, 217n82, 218-19, 311,
321, 391

Durham, 66n40

Durham, John Lambton, 1st Earl of,
388-89, 399, 402

Dutch Republic, 42, 60, 172

Eagles, Robin, 176

East India Company, 9n34, 246, 277

Echard, Laurence, 76, 117

economical reform, xi, 18, 27n28, 188,
200, 210, 215-22, 268-69, 277, 311,
313-14, 336, 375, 382

Edgar, King, 163

Edinburgh, 112, 274, 308, 336, 360

The Edinburgh Review, 362, 373, 375,
382, 391, 402-3

education, 20, 38, 83, 168, 226, 240, 265,
275, 281, 284-85. See also literacy

Edward I, 24, 35-36, 68, 76, 98, 202,
233138, 249, 389

Edward I, 36, 54, 68

Edward III, 34, 103, 125, 143, 145, 185,
249, 390

Edward IV, 324

Edward VI, 116

Edward the Confessor, 35, 49, 55, 69,
162-63

Effingham, Thomas Howard, grd Earl,
312, 337

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

Egmont, 2nd Earl of. See Perceval, John

Eldon, John Scott, 1st Earl of, 380, 383

elections, 6, 8, 9n34, 10, 11, 17, 24-25,
34, 41, 51-52, 56, 59, 62, 67-69, 78,
82, 85, 12427, 130, 132-35, 138-39,
141-44, 146-49, 152, 154, 156, 160,
176, 182, 186, 192, 196, 201-3, 207-9,
211-13, 221, 224-25, 231, 234-36,
239, 248, 253, 265, 268-69, 288, 296,
303-8, 316, 321, 324-25, 331-32,
336-37, 340, 343, 346, 366, 374, 397,
401-2; annual elections, 6, 10, 18, 68,
78, 87,127, 139, 14445, 171, 178, 224,
227, 230-31, 23334, 239, 241, 253,
255-56, 261, 263, 311, 316, 324, 340,
355, 402; biennial elections, 10n39,
51; electoral fraud, 24, 56; Middlesex
election dispute (1769-70), 179, 181,
189, 208, 210, 277; quinquennial/
quintennial elections, 155, 389, 402;
septennial elections, 10, 93-120, 132,
139; sexennial elections, 10n3g9; trien-
nial elections, 95, 124, 127, 171, 216,
337, 366, 368. See also general
elections, specific British

electorate, 56, 94-95n7, 98, 124, 214, 236,
284, 304-8, 331, 335, 389, 395

Elibank, Patrick Murray, 5th Lord, 71

Elizabeth I, 27, 29n34, 39, 116, 118, 250

Elton, Geoffrey, 4-5, 11, 39

English Civil Wars, 4, 17, 26-27n23, 27,
40, 43, 46, 50, 53, 97, 153, 166, 299, 357

English republican tradition,
12, 40, 48-50, 364. See also
Commonwealthmen

Epstein, James, 357

Erasmus, Desiderius, 46, 49

Erskine, Thomas, 322, 345-46, 360

Estates general (états genereaux), 23

Europe, 6, 8n32, 10-11, 22-26, 28, 37,
43, 46, 49, 67, 90, 154, 185, 201, 256,
258-59, 271, 293, 302, 326, 330, 353
358, 384, 395, 3981106

Evans, Caleb, 264, 292n148

The Examiner, 70, 77, 363

Excise Crisis (1733), 121

Exclusion Crisis (1679-81), 27, 37, 45,
54-57,73, 79, 83-85, 236

executive, 9-12, 20, 29, 65-67, 85, 113,
131, 159-61, 168, 190, 200, 211, 218-20,

[455]

238-39; 241, 254, 256-57, 261, 276, 278,
288, 303, 310, 328, 330, 346, 371, 387
Exeter, 130, 144, 1461130

Falkland, Lucius Cary, 2nd Viscount,
40, 46

Feathers Tavern Petition, 290, 295, 317

The Federalist Papers (1787-87), 10,
256-58. See also Hamilton, Alexander;
Jay, John; Madison, James

Feiling, Keith, 102

Ferguson, Adam, 274, 277, 336

feudalism, 37, 56, 255

Fielding, Henry, 17, 50, 9415, 112-19, 136

Filmer, Robert, 28, 44-45, 53, 73, 82

Financial Revolution, 17, 60, 66, 122n11,
174. See also “moneyed interest”

First Reform Act (1832), 5, 12, 20, 304,
368, 379-405

“fiscal-military state,” 70, 363, 395

Fitzpatrick, Martin, 326

Fitzwilliam, Charles Wentworth-
Fitzwilliam, 5th Earl. See Milton,
Viscount

Fitzwilliam, William, 4th Earl, 306,
342-43, 382, 384, 387, 392, 401

Flood, Henry, 326, 337-38

Fog’s Journal, 82

Foley, Paul, 67

folkmote, 69

Fortescue, John, 17, 19, 29n34, 30-32,
35, 39, 49, 69, 108, 117, 134, 229, 251,
318-19

Forty Shilling Act (1429-30), 24-25, 52,
89, 149; 231, 306, 315

Fourth Reform Act (1918), 396

Fox, Charles James, 19-20, 146, 171n20,
215, 217, 221, 223, 225, 250, 257, 292,
296, 307, 312, 314, 316, 322, 326-27,
328-49, 351, 362, 367, 382, 384, 391.
See also Whigs: Foxite Whigs

Fox, Henry (later 1st Baron Holland), 154,
222

Fox-North coalition, 223, 330, 332, 341,
348, 382

France, 23-26, 30, 42, 54, 60, 66140, 71,
86, 106, 133, 142, 176, 177-78n51, 185,
247, 250, 258, 261, 293, 296, 300, 326,
329, 338-39; 341-42, 348, 35117, 353,
357-59, 363-64, 373, 384, 395188, 398

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[4561

franchise, 7n22, 8n27, 9gn34, 24, 41, 51-53,
56, 65, 149, 150, 178, 217, 224, 225,
230, 239, 242, 243, 261, 263, 275-76,
288, 298, 304, 306-8, 313, 315, 316,
323, 331, 332, 333, 337-38, 345, 346,
355-56, 359, 367-69, 374, 375, 378,
379, 382, 383, 385, 387-89, 392, 396,
397, 402

Francklin, Richard, 136

Franklin, Benjamin, 241, 242, 270, 280,
282, 301, 370

fraud, 24, 56, 163, 269

Frederick, Prince of Wales, 150

freedom, 2-4, 6-7, 14, 17, 20, 22, 29, 32,
36-37, 41, 46-47, 58-59, 62-63, 78, 80,
82, 87, 89—91, 100-102, 105, 109, 117-18,
122, 126-27, 130, 132-34, 136-38,
140-42, 145-46, 154, 159-63, 165, 169,
176-77, 180, 182, 187, 196, 201, 216, 227,
230, 232, 234-35, 244-46, 247, 250-51,
253-55, 258, 260, 264, 26517, 266,
268-69, 2770, 272-"74, 276-77, 280-84,
287-88, 292-93, 295, 301, 309-10, 312,
314, 320-21, 323, 325, 328, 330, 343,
353, 358-59, 370, 376, 384-85, 388,
400, 403; ancient liberty, 16, 103, 118,
325; civil liberty, 160, 273, 281, 287,
355; English freedom, 3-4, 231n24;
negative liberty, 3; neo-Roman liberty,
14; political liberty, 6, 36, 90, 159, 160,
273, 281, 287; positive liberty, 3; press
freedom, 6, 5917, 82, 136-37, 140, 179,
284, 325, 349n111; republican liberty, 3;
Tree of liberty, 2, 22-57

The Freeholder (1716-17), 88-90

Freeholders, 25, 62, 113, 149-50, 154, 177,
184, 225, 235-36, 288, 306-7, 315, 367

Freeholder’s Journal (1721-22), 108-11

French and Indian War. See Seven Years’
War

French National Convention, 302, 358

French Revolution, 2, 19, 43, 255, 258-61,
268, 271, 280, 289, 292-302, 308,
315165, 322, 325-26, 338, 34142,
350-54, 357-60, 363-64, 368-69,
372-73, 382-84, 391, 401

French Revolutionary Wars, 308

Furneaux, Philip, 165, 290

game laws, 237, 309
Gandy, Henry, 78

INDEX

Gattey, Francois-Charles, 260

Gatton (rotten borough), 390

The Gazetteer and New Daily Advertiser,
242

general elections, specific British, 94, 108,
111, 113-14, 121, 128, 141, 148, 179-80,
182, 184, 198, 213, 220-21, 268, 291,
294, 296, 305, 316, 324, 3261130, 334,
341, 354, 361, 364, 386, 393, 396. See
elections for elections as a subject of
political discourse

Gentleman's Magazine, 124n21,
134-35072

gentry, 38, 113, 123, 144, 212154, 265,
271135, 366, 370, 380, 393, 401, 402

George I, 85, 88, 94, 97, 99-100, 104, 115

George I1, 18, 116, 119, 120-66, 384

George 111, 18, 20, 167-72, 175, 188-93,
195, 200, 205, 216-17, 219-21, 22425,
240, 242, 263, 266-67, 299, 313,
33233, 342, 34546, 349, 359, 371,
384

George IV, 349, 382, 386

German States, 6

Gerrald, Joseph, 350, 355, 357, 360

Gerry, Elbridge, 10

Gibbon, Edward, 153, 351, 353

Gibson, Edmund, 75, 266

Gilbert, Thomas, 217

Gildas, 69

Girondins, 354

Gladstone, William, 405

Glorious Revolution (1688-89), 7, 11, 17,
19, 25, 27-28, 38, 47, 54, 56-57, 5861,
65-66, 78, 80, 84-86, 91, 99, 121, 123,
126, 130-31, 133, 139—40, 151, 159, 161,
168-69, 172-73, 187-89, 196, 207,
211, 236-38, 243, 250, 252, 264, 266,
274-75, 278, 279, 292, 299-300, 325,
335, 338, 347, 353, 366, 368, 380, 390,
392. See also Revolution Settlement
(1689-1701)

Glynn, John, 183, 210

Glynne, John, 152

God, 29, 35, 42, 44, 49; 58, 65, 75, 89, 146,
148, 225, 230, 266, 270, 273, 290

Godolphin, Sidney (1610-43), 46

Godolphin, Sidney Godolphin, 1st Earl of
(1645-1712), 7n24, 77

The Golden Rump (1737), 136

Goodwin, Albert, 231

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

Gordon, Thomas, 9o, 107, 138, 319

Gordon Riots (1780), 225, 316, 354

Gothicism, 78, 167

Gower, John Leveson-Gower, 1st Earl, 151

Grafton, Augustus FitzRoy, 3rd Duke of,
7n24

Graham, James, 388

Graham, Jenny, 301

Grampound, 367, 383

Grampound Disfranchisement Act (1821),
383

Granville, John Carteret, 2nd Earl. See
Carteret, John

Grattan, Henry, 337

Gray, Charles, 149-50

Great Northern War (1700-21), 107, 110

Great Tew Circle, 46, 49

Greece (ancient), 15, 49, 78, 113, 227, 229,
234, 246, 281

Greenberg, Janelle, 55

Greene, Jack, 251

Grenville, George, 156, 1921132, 193,
201-3, 206

Grenville, Richard, 2nd Earl of Temple,
208. See also Whigs: Grenvillite Whigs

Grey, Charles, 2nd Earl, 342-46, 349, 362,
367, 382, 384, 386-88, 391, 393, 394
396, 401

Grote, George, 372

Grotius, Hugo, 28, 42, 46

gubernaculum, 29

Guilford, Frederick North, 2nd Earl of.
See North, Frederick North, Lord

Guthrie, William, 236

Habeas Corpus, 5, 33, 81-82, 89, 110, 154,
161, 284, 325

Habeas Corpus Act (1679), 5, 81, 89, 161, 325

Habermas, Jiirgen, 399

Haines, Henry, 136

Hale, Matthew, 17, 31, 98, 103, 113, 116-17,
119, 163, 251

Halévy, Elie, 386, 394

Halifax, gn34, 331

Halifax, George Savile, 1st Marquess of,
9n34, 106

Hall, Robert, 293

Hallam, Henry, 391

Hamilton, Alexander, 257-58, 278

Hammersley, Rachel, 50

Hampden, John (1653-96), 133

(4571

Hampden Clubs, 375

Hanmer, Thomas, 111

Hanover, House of, 18, 50, 81, 84-85,
94-96, 103, 115, 121-22, 140, 142, 146,
150-51, 155, 161, 166, 168, 170, 173,
192-93, 204, 267, 289, 368, 371n123

Hanoverian Succession (1714), 17, 57-58,
68, 80, 82, 88, 90, 101, 112, 121-22,
140, 153, 157, 167, 186

Harbin, George, 146

Harcourt, Simon, 76, 80, 313

Hardy, Thomas, 226, 355-56, 360-63, 402

Harford, Joseph, 215, 218, 225

Harley, Edward, 106, 126

Harley, Robert. See Oxford, Robert
Harley, 1st Earl of

Harrington, James, 48-50, 71, 202, 242,
253, 259, 318

Harris, Tim, 62

Hartley, David, 281

Hartley, Samuel, 314

Hawles, John, 355

Hay, William, 136, 140

Hayton, David, 103

Hazlitt, William, 289, 378

“Heart of Oak,” 325

Heathcote, George, 146, 173-74

Hedley, Thomas, 34

Hegel, Georg Wilhelm Friedrich, 6,
392169, 396, 403

Henry, Robert, 286

Henry I11, 29, 139, 235, 324, 367

Henry VI, 52, 260, 315

Henry VII, 117

Henry VIII, 5, 7, 96, 99, 101, 186

hereditary right, 55, 153

Hervey, John Hervey, 2nd Baron, 103n53,
135, 138-40

Heywood, Samuel, 279

Higden, William, 79

high church, 19, 65, 70, 72173, 73, 75-76,
78, 100-101, 103-5, 146, 166-68, 238,
345, 380, 402

Hill, Christopher, 41, 43, 164

Himmelfarb, Gertrude, 4051133, 4050135

Hintze, Otto, 24

Historical Essay on the English Constitu-
tion (1771). See Hulme, Obadiah

“Historical Radicals,” 18, 42n107, 226-63,
284n98, 288, 355

Hoadly, Benjamin, 102, 104, 138, 253, 294

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[458]

Hobbes, Thomas, 4, 8n29, 33, 46-47, 49,
87,159

Hobhouse, John Cam, 386

Holbourne, Robert, 44-45n121

Holcroft, Thomas, 360

Holland, Henry Vassall-Fox, 3rd Baron,
395

Holland, Lady (Elizabeth Fox, Baroness
Holland), 349

Hollis, Thomas, 121n5, 204, 241, 245, 316

Hollis, Thomas Brand, 251, 314, 316, 318,
359

Holy Roman Empire, 25n16

Hont, Istvan, 13

Hooker, Richard, 27, 46, 250

Horn(e), Andrew, 35, 68

Horner, Francis, 382

Horne Tooke, John, 177-78, 181-83, 208,
210, 268, 271, 322, 326, 352, 354,
360-62

Horsley, Samuel, 289

Hotman, Francois, 28, 36

Houghton, Harry, 184

House of Commons, 6-11, 17, 19, 24,
33-35, 39740, 44-45, 47, 51, 5354, 56,
61-63, 67, 70-"71, 73, 75, 81, 86-87, 89,
95-97, 100, 102, 104, 106, 111, 115, 118,
124, 128, 130-31, 140—41, 143-44, 147,
154, 156, 168, 173, 176-77, 181, 184-85,
190-91, 200-202, 206-7, 210-13,
215-18, 221-22, 224, 231, 235-38,
244, 248, 250, 253, 256, 267, 276-77,
282-83, 286, 290-91, 294-95, 303-11,
317, 321, 328-30, 332, 335, 337-38,
341, 34446, 356, 361, 364-65, 371,
374, 382-83, 386-87, 390, 392-94, 397

House of Lords, 6-7, 39, 44, 64, 80, 87,
94-95, 97, 99, 107175, 118, 128, 135,
153, 156, 206, 208, 210, 216-17, 219,
224, 236, 288, 290, 315, 335, 346, 383,
386-87n35, 387, 393, 403

House of Representatives (US), 10n39, 255

Howard, Thomas, 169

Huguenots, 26, 170, 179

Hull, 265

Hulme, Obadiah, 18, 227, 232-43, 247-49,
251, 254-55, 260, 310, 317, 318, 319,
321,324

human nature, 49, 87, 126, 186, 394

Humble Petition (1657), 52-53

INDEX

Hume, David, 11, 15-16, 58, 71n70, 131,
140, 209, 235-36, 242, 253, 256-57,
270-171, 277, 286, 347, 372, 392

Hume, Joseph, 392

Hunt, Henry “Orator,” 226, 362, 375, 392,
397

Hunt, Leigh, 354, 363

Hutcheson, Archibald, 17, 101-4, 108-11,
114, 127, 137087

Hythe, 182, 186

Ilay, Archibald Campbell, Earl of. See
Argyll, Archibald Campbell, 3rd
Duke of

Indemnity Acts (1727 et al.), 267

Independent Whig, 90, 107, 252

India, 246, 277, 322, 333

Industrial Revolution, 369

Inglis, Robert, 385, 396

Innes, Joanna, 15

innovation, 10, 15-16, 32n53, 63, 66, 70,
101, 116, 123, 146, 185, 225, 253, 285,
329-31, 333, 346, 365, 389, 396

Inns of Court, 157

Instrument of Government (1653), 51-52,
134-35

Interregnum, 17, 48, 50

Ireland, 25, 5211677, 77-78, 197, 243, 246,
249-50, 271, 275, 309, 320, 325, 333,
335-38, 3490111, 362, 395187

Ireton, Henry, 43, 51

Irish Volunteers (formed 1775), 336-37

Irwin, Lady Frances, 305

Jacobins, 293, 298, 326, 342, 353-54, 369

Jacobites, 17, 55, 68152, 71070, 80-82,
94, 96-97, 99, 102-3, 105, 108, 112,
115, 121, 123113, 125, 127-29, 136, 146,
148-49, 153, 155, 166, 169-70, 172-74,
176, 191, 257, 267, 315, 339, 365, 368
69; Jacobite rising (1715), 68, 88-89,
94, 106, 125, 153, 292; Jacobite rising
(1745), 115, 240, 266, 292, 315. See also
Tories: Jacobite Tories

James VI/1, 4, 32-33n55, 33, 39, 76

James VII/II, 11, 28, 47, 54, 58-61, 66140,
68n52, 72173, 77, 80, 159, 196, 236,
347

Jay, John, 256n172. See also The Federal-
ist Papers

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

Jebb, John, 27n28, 290, 314, 316-19, 322,
323,332, 337, 355

Jefferies, Edward, 111

Jefferson, Thomas, 242, 254-55, 2561169,
257, 260, 278, 376, 378

Jeffrey, Francis, 382

Jesus Christ, 270, 280, 294

Jewish Naturalisation Act (1753), 121-22

John, King, 136, 162, 367, 395

Johnson, Samuel (1649-1703), 8n29,
68-69, 99-100, 104, 119

Johnson, Samuel (1709-84), 119, 137, 170

Jones, Gale, 364

Jones, William, 134, 241, 303, 312,
322-23, 360

Jonson, Ben, 46

Judicial review, 34

Junto Lords. See Whigs: Junto Whigs

Jurisdictio, 29

Kennett, White, 75

Kent, 183, 188, 328

Kent Association, 328

Keyt, William, 124

King, William, 155, 170

Kippis, Andrew, 289

Knights, Mark, 83n132

knights of the shire, 24, 111198, 135, 139,
149, 206, 225, 235, 367

Kramnick, Isaac, 75, 190

Kynaston, Edward, 169

Lafayette, Gilbert du Motier, Marquis de,
341, 342

Lambarde, William, 36, 117

Lambert, William Henry, 343

Lancaster, 395

Landed Qualification Act (1710), 255

Landtage, 22

Langford, Paul, 309

Lansdowne, Henry Petty-Fitzmaurice,
3rd Marquess of, 382

Laud, William, 33, 53

law, 1, 4, 7, 9n34, 10, 22-24, 27, 29-33,
35-37, 39-41, 43, 47, 49, 55, 58-59;
61-65, 68-69, 74, 78, 81, 84-86,
88-89, 97-98, 100, 102, 106, 109-11,
113, 115-18, 125-26, 130, 137191,
139, 143-44, 147, 149, 152-66, 177,
179-80, 182, 185-86, 194, 202, 206,

[4591]

213, 227-29, 232, 234, 236-38, 247,
249-50, 252-53, 258, 260-64, 266,
274, 281, 285-88, 290, 297, 315, 317,
320, 336, 355, 358, 361, 365-66, 376,
383, 386n33; fundamental law, 5, 34,
38, 53 55, 61, 68, 74-75, 78, 164, 186,
231, 365; natural law, 5, 28, 32, 39, 65,
84,132, 163-64, 227-29, 263, 290-91,
373, 404; positive law, 27, 159; Roman
law, 143; rule of law, 3, 45n124, 53.
See also Common Law

Lechmere, Nicholas, 65, 96, 99

Lee, William, 183

Leeds, 9n34, 180, 280, 306, 331, 375, 383,
385, 390

Leeson, Matthew, 286

Legh, Peter, 169

legislature. See parliament

Leicester, 265, 305

Leicester, Thomas Coke, 1st Earl of, 395

Leicester House, 150, 154, 3710123

Leslie, Charles, 78-79

Letters of Junius (1770), 157, 172, 185

Levellers, 17-18, 40-44, 48, 51-52, 98, 118,
228, 230, 352n15

Leviathan (1651). See Hobbes, Thomas

Libel Act (1792), 322

liberty. See freedom

Licensing Act (1662), 399

Licensing Act (1737), 136

Lichfield, 123, 306

Lichfield, George Lee, 3rd Earl of, 146

Liddell/Lyddall, Thomas, 96

Lieberman, David, 161

Lilburne, John, 34, 41-43, 51, 66141

limited government, 1, 5, 8n31, 16, 29, 34,
55, 84, 98, 114, 132, 206, 248, 261, 266.
See also monarchy: limited monarchy

Lindsey, Theophilius, 290

literacy, 374, 398-99, 403

Liverpool, 381

Liverpool, Henry Jenkinson, 2nd Earl of,
363, 381-83, 395

Lloyd’s Evening Post, 152

Locke, John, 1, 14, 16-17, 27-28, 35,
55-56, 60-61, 66-67, 70, 79, 82-85,
98, 101, 102147, 110, 114, 132, 134,
158-60, 165, 176, 180, 229-30, 238,
241-42, 253, 261, 26517, 266, 270, 273,
277163, 294, 323, 367, 404

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[460]

Lofft, Capel, 173, 228-29, 252, 318,
322, 359

London, 9n34, 35, 38, 40, 71070, 72, 77,
95, 136, 145, 149, 15758, 173, 175=77,
179-80, 182-83, 187, 188, 193, 207-8,
210, 212, 213, 225, 233, 236, 239, 240,
241, 244, 248, 255, 265, 267, 270, 272,
296, 298, 304, 306, 314, 322, 330, 333,
335, 348, 349; 353, 354, 355, 360, 366,
367, 375, 37778, 394> 399

London Corresponding Society (LCS),
226, 342, 353-57, 359-62, 364

London Evening Post, 152

London Journal, 107, 138-39

London Magazine, 137, 1430115

London Radical Association, 386

“long” eighteenth century, 5, 8, 13-14, 398,
402

Louis X1V, 67

Louis XVI, 353, 359

low church, 70, 9o, 238

Ludlow, Edmund, 49

Lunar Society, 360

Luttrell family, 143

Macaulay, Catharine, 14, 18, 44, 48-49, 72,
131, 134, 146, 159—60, 172-75, 180, 182,
184, 189-90, 204, 228-29, 235-36,
240, 243, 245-47, 255, 25760, 268,
278, 299300, 316, 327, 351, 352N15;
An Address to the People of England,
Scotland and Ireland on the Present
Important Crisis of Affairs (1775),
246; History of England (8 vols.,
1763-83), 160, 172-73, 186, 204n14,
236, 245; History of England from
the Revolution to the Present Time in
a Series of Letters to a Friend (1778),
172-74; Observations on the Reflec-
tions of the Right Hon. Edmund Burke
on the Revolution in France (1790),
259; Short Sketch of @ Democratical
Form of Government, in a Letter to
Signor Paoli (1767), 259

Macaulay, Thomas Babington, 20, 60-61,
390-91, 394, 402

Maccoby, Simon, 175

Machiavelli, Niccolo, 15, 49, 130, 338

Mackintosh, James, 349, 382-83, 392

Madison, James, 10n39, 256-57. See also
The Federalist Papers

INDEX

Magdalen College, Oxford, 261

Magna Carta (1215), 5, 33, 37 41, 56, 65,
82, 99, 105, 117, 139, 161-62, 181, 186,
206, 229, 235, 251-52, 321, 325, 349,
364, 367, 385

Mahon, Lord. See Stanhope, Charles
Stanhope, 3rd Earl

Maitland, Frederic William, 35

Malthus, Thomas, 271

Malton, 307, 392

Manchester, 9gn34, 180, 236, 248, 265, 292,
306, 331, 354, 367, 375, 379, 385, 390

Manchester Constitutional Society, 354

Mansfield, James, 311

Mansfield, William Murray, 1st Earl of,
182, 249, 278n68

Margarot, Maurice, 360

Marlborough, George Spencer—-Churchill,
6th Earl of. See Blandford, George
Spencer-Churchill, Marquess of

Marlborough, Sarah Churchill, Duchess
of, 204

Martin, James, 331

Marvell, Andrew, 48

Marx, Karl, 43, 373

Mary I, 116

Mary 11, 59, 64

Mason, William, 313

“Massacre of the Pelhamite Innocents,”
169

Mawbey, Joseph, 178, 180

Maynwaring, Roger, 36, 46

McGrugar, Thomas, 336

Mcllwain, Charles Howard, 8n32, 29n37

Melbourne, William Lamb, 2nd Viscount,
388,396

Meredith, William, 157, 169

micklemote, 232

Middlesex, 115, 153, 176, 179-84, 189,
192, 208, 210, 244, 277, 284, 315, 317,
364186, 374

Middlesex election dispute (1769). See
elections: Middlesex election dispute

Mill, James, 363, 372-73

Mill, John Stuart, 18, 227-28

millenarianism/millennialism, 49, 299, 402

Milnes, Pemberton, 313

Milton, John, 48-50, 136, 253, 318, 320,
3231108

Milton, Viscount, 384

Ministry of all the Talents, 347, 382, 384

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

The Mirror of Justices, 35, 49, 68

Mist, Nathaniel, 82

Mist’s Journal, 82

Mitre & Crown, 79

mixed constitution. See constitution:
mixed constitution

mixed government. See constitution:
mixed constitution

mixed monarchy. See constitution: mixed
constitution

mixed sovereignty. See constitution:
mixed constitution; Sovereignty

Modus tenendi Parliamentum (1572),
35-36, 54

Molesworth, Robert, 96, 101, 104, 112, 318

Molesworth, William Nassau, 386,
401n119

Molyneux, William, 249

monarchy, 4, 9, 24, 26-27, 33, 38-41,
45-50, 53, 56-59, 63, 66, 69, 77, 79-80,
86, 88, 97n21, 104, 129, 147, 164, 168,
170, 185, 192-93, 200, 218, 247, 250,
277-78, 282, 286, 299, 341, 344, 347,
352-53, 368, 384; absolute monarchy,
26, 53, 77, 79-80, 86, 247, 250, 277,
341, 347, 384; limited monarchy, 4,
26-28, 39, 45-47, 53, 97N21, 185, 188,
193, 282, 297

“moneyed interest,” 70, 173, 174, 178, 371

The Monditor, 151, 207

Monod, Paul, 8o

Monroe, James, 260

Montagu, Charles (later 1st Earl of
Halifax), 677, 104-5n60

Montagu, Edward Wortley, 242, 319

Montagu, Frederick, 216, 242

Montagu, Mary Wortley, 393

Montesquieu, Charles Louis de Secondat,
baron de La Bréde et de, 1-2, 6, 82,
96, 159-60, 242, 256, 26517, 274-77,
286-87, 289, 299, 338, 367, 384.
See also Spirit of the Laws

Monthly Review, 165, 383

Mordaunt, Charles, 154

More, Hannah, 298, 351, 353, 358—-59150

Morgan, William, 243

Morton, Charles, 286

Moyle, Walter, 14, 112

Mughal Empire, 88

Muir, Thomas, 360

Municipal Corporations Act (1835), 395

[461]

Namier, Lewis, 157, 199, 211

Naples, 25

Napoleonic Wars, 363, 379

national debt, 60, 66n40, 70, 81, 101, 160,
174, 190, 271, 274, 277

The National Journal, 136

Navigation Acts (1660, 1663, 1673, 1696),
252

Nedham, Marchmont, 44, 48, 50, 253, 319

Neville, Henry, 48, 253, 319

Newcastle, Thomas Pelham-Holles,
1st Duke of, 7n24, 129, 151, 154, 169,
177, 179, 183-84, 205, 220, 223, 313

Newcastle-under-Lyme, 96

Newcastle upon Tyne, 196-97n156

New College, Hackney, 289

New Country party. See Country party

Newdigate, Roger, 152-57, 164, 166,
168-69, 171, 207, 290, 402

Newington Green, 241, 270, 286

New Model Army, 42, 51

Nicholl, John, 400

nobility, 23-24, 113, 144, 159, 235, 265,
299, 304, 329

Norman Conquest, 22-23, 35-36, 42, 47,
56,113, 117, 163, 232, 234, 288, 365

Norman Yoke, 42-43, 288, 299, 352n15

North, Frederick North, Lord, 7n24,
181, 196, 213, 216, 219-20, 225, 246,
3221105, 330-31, 334 340, 341.
See also Fox-North Coalition

Northampton, 306

North Briton, 176—77, 183. See also Wilkes,
John: North Briton

Northcote, Henry, 144

North Riding of Yorkshire, 311. See also
Yorkshire

Norwich, 265

Notestein, Wallace, 33

Notizie del mondo, 246

Nottingham, 265, 320, 393

Nottingham, Daniel Finch, 2nd Earl of,
61, 64, 67, 94, 96, 97120, 99, 1034

Nottingham County Committee, 314

Noy, William, 87-88n157

Nugent, Robert, 197, 308

Oakeshott, Michael, 3-4

Occasional Conformity Act (1711), 267

O’Connell, Daniel, 368, 385-86, 388, 392,
397, 402

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[462]

Octennial Act of 1769 (Irish Parliament),
336

“Old Corruption.” See Corruption: “Old
Corruption”

“Old England,” 109, 123, 208, 369, 370

Oldfield, Thomas Hinton Burley, 147,
322-25, 335, 344

Old Sarum, 85, 204, 307, 324, 367, 390

Oliver, Richard, 182-83

Olson, Alison Gilbert, 224

Onslow, Arthur, 147

opposition (political), 3, 5, 16-19, 21, 26,
33, 39, 45, 48, 50, 53, 56-57, 66-67,
72-73, 76, 83, 87, 90-91, 94, 96n17,
107-8, 110-13, 115, 120—29, 133, 13536,
138-43, 147-48, 150-57, 161, 166—202,
204-6, 209-10, 212, 214-17, 219—20,
222-23, 225, 238, 243-45, 266, 277,
287, 290, 292, 299, 311, 313, 315, 326,
329, 336, 33940, 34244, 346-47,
349, 357, 366, 369-70, 371n123, 376,

380-83, 386-87n35, 393, 401-2, 404-5.

See also Country Party

Orford, Robert Walpole, 1st Earl of. See
Walpole, Robert

Ormond, James Butler, 1st Duke of, 76

Ormond, James Butler, 2nd Duke of, 76,
101-2, 108

Orrery, John Boyle, 5th Earl of Cork and
5th Earl of], 146

Oswald, John, 355

Otis, James, 252

Otis Warren, Mercy, 246, 258

Ottoman Empire, 88

Overton, Richard, 42

Owers, George, 228

Oxford, Robert Harley, 1st Earl of, 7n24,
17, 72, 76-77, 80, 85, 106, 108, 122,
129, 131

Oxford, University of, 47, 51, 100, 152-53,
160, 166, 170-72, 304, 345, 380, 385

Oxfordshire, 46, 153-54, 171, 286

Page, Francis, 171

Paine, Thomas, 19, 93, 231, 259, 289, 296,
302, 341, 344-45, 352, 358, 360-61,
376

Paley, William, 329n3, 353

Palmerston, Henry John Temple,
3rd Viscount, 388

INDEX

Paris, 23, 156, 193, 247

Paris, Matthew, 49

Parker, Henry, 34, 40

parlamento (Sicily), 25

parlement (France), 22

parliament, xi, 1, 3-12, 15-19, 22, 2312,
24-41, 44-46, 48, 54-56, 58-59, 61-63,
66-69, 73-75, 78-81, 85-88, 92-93,
95-104, 106, 108-9, 111, 113-14, 118,
121, 123-25, 127-34, 137, 141-48, 151,
153, 155-60, 162, 164-65, 168, 170-71,
174031, 176-"77, 179-82, 184-86,
188-89, 192-94, 200-211, 213-14,
216-20, 222, 224-25, 227, 229, 231—
32, 235-38, 243-45, 247-56, 259-62,
264, 266-67, 272-73, 2777, 282-83,
285, 289-90, 294-95, 297, 299-300,
303-4, 308, 310-15, 317, 31920,
323-24, 328, 329, 33133, 335-38; 341,
343-47, 354127, 35557, 360, 361n65,
3062, 364, 366-68, 370-72, 374-76,
379, 384-85, 387, 388145, 389-90,
393-94, 396, 400, 403; antiquity of
parliament, 35-38, 73, 103, 147, 163,
232, 235, 342; Cavalier Parliament, 61,
264; Convention Parliament (1660),
53; Convention Parliament (1689),
159, 323; king-in-parliament, 1, 34,
38, 53, 55, 80, 132, 158, 308; Long
Parliament (1640-60), 33, 41, 45, 51,
53, 66142, 102, 236-37, 254; “long
parliaments,” 99-100, 125, 143, 185-86,
332; members of parliament (MPs), 7,
9n34, 30n43, 56, 62, 68, 99, 101, 114,
127, 141, 176, 182, 207, 219, 243, 312;
“mother of all parliaments,” 25, 26n19;
Parliamentarians (Civil Wars), xi, 19,
38-40, 45n124, 53, 66, 98; parliamen-
tary reform, 3, 10, 12, 17-20, 411101,
50-54, 84, 119-20, 124, 134, 167, 171,
180-81, 188, 206, 209-10, 212, 217,
221-25, 229, 244, 263, 267, 270, 279,
284, 290, 294, 302-3, 312-13, 318, 326,
328-35, 337, 339-49, 353, 355, 357
361-64, 366-67, 369, 372-76, 378-84,
386-88, 396—405; parliamentary sov-
ereignty, 4-5, 53, 55, 80, 88, 93, 158,
160, 163, 164, 181, 206, 244-45, 249,
251-52, 272, 337, 374-75; Parliamen-
tum, 24; Pensioner Parliament, 87,

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

101, 254; Rump Parliament, 50-52;
Short Parliament, 45-46

Parliamentary Elections Act (1770), 201-3

parties (political), 4no, 5, 22, 37, 54, 59,
61-62, 66n42, 70, 83, 95, 129-31,
157, 173, 183, 190, 238, 257, 371, 389.
See also Country party; Court party;
Tories; Whigs

passive obedience, 58, 89, 109

Patriotic Societies, 353

Patriots, 10, 72, 80, 88-89, 108, 112,
121-22, 130, 140, 146, 149, 151-54,
164, 172, 182, 201, 204, 241, 246, 251,
277, 285, 287, 321, 329, 353, 363,
369, 381, 405

Paxton, Nicholas, 107

Paymaster General, 198, 221, 257

Peace of Utrecht (1713), 94, 106

Peel, Robert, 20, 384-85, 388, 391-93, 396

Peerage Bill (1719), 107175, 110

Pelham, Henry, 7n24, 115, 123, 126, 146,
169, 191, 220, 313

Pembroke, William Marshal, 1st Earl of,
235

Penlez, Bosavern, 115-16

Perceval, John (later 2nd Earl of
Egmont), 141, 150

Peterloo Massacre (1819), 379, 383-84,
392

Peters, Marie, 207

Petition of Right (1628), 5, 33, 66, 87, 206,
389

Petyt, William, 45, 54-57, 73, 147

Philipps, John, 145, 152, 154, 169, 207

Philosophic Radicals, 228, 372-73

Philp, Mark, 14, 357

Piedmont, 25

Pierce, William, 10

Pilgrim Fathers, 295

Pincus, Steven, 60

Pitt, James, 138-39

Pitt, Thomas, 329

Pitt the Elder, William (later 1st Earl of
Chatham), 7n24, 136078, 151, 153-55,
175, 176, 177, 178, 192, 194, 200, 201,
204-10, 222-23, 245, 290, 307, 328,
338, 339, 360

Pitt the Younger, William, 7n24, 19-20,
171, 221-23, 226, 260, 271, 307, 310,
327-35, 33745, 349; 351, 35962,

[4631]

363, 370, 381, 386, 391, 401, 402,
404-5

Place, Francis, 318n82, 322, 356, 362, 364,
372, 386, 396, 402

placemen, xi, 67, 86, 97, 111, 113, 124, 131,
148, 184, 186, 195, 210, 217, 220-21,
238-39, 242, 248, 276_77’ 283, 294,
311, 337, 350, 363, 374

Pocock, J.G.A., 12-13, 14, 20073, 34, 47,
49, 55, 58, 83, 164, 209140, 224

Poland, 25n16, 82

Politics. See Aristotle

Polybius, 15, 38, 88

Ponet, John, 319

Poor Law Amendment Act (1834), 395

poor relief, 71, 306

Pope, Alexander, 78, 176

Portland, William Cavendish-Bentinck,
3rd Duke of] 7n24, 184, 191, 198,
221-22, 226, 312-14, 340, 342-43, 381.
See also Whigs: Portland Whigs

“potwallopers,” 392

Poynings’ Law (1495), 249

Pratt, Charles. See Camden, Charles Pratt,
1st Earl of

precedent, 9n34, 16, 31, 33-34, 70, 78,
116-17, 206, 251, 253, 262, 272, 277,
293, 297 317, 352-53, 389

prerogative, 7, 25, 33, 38, 41, 47, 62, 70,
77, 85, 91, 96, 104, 141, 160-61, 163,
170-71, 200, 211, 221, 262, 329, 347,
366, 403

press and print culture, 6, 17, 59, 82, 105,
107, 124, 128, 131, 133, 135—40, 152, 179,
284, 325, 3491111, 403. See also Public
sphere

Prest, Wilfred, 161

Preston, 392

Price, Richard, 15, 18, 131, 182, 209,
224, 241, 243, 255-56, 264, 269-82,
284, 289, 292-94, 296-302, 310,
318, 326, 335, 337, 352-53, 355 372,
402; Additional Observations on the
Nature and Value of Civil Liberty
(1778), 2772-73, 276; An Appeal
to the Public on the Subject of the
National Debt (1772), 271; Britain’s
Happiness (1759), 2774; A Discourse
on the Love of Our Country (1789),

274-75, 278, 294, 296-97, 299;

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[464]

Price, Richard (continued)
Essay on the Population of England
(1780), 2771; The Evidence for a Future
Period of Improvement in the State of
Mankind (1787), 301; Facts Addressed
to the Subjects of Great Britain and
Ireland (1780), 271; Observations on
Reversionary Payments (1771), 271;
Observations on the Nature of Ctuil
Liberty (1776), 264, 271, 355; A Review
of the Principal Questions and
Difficulties in Morals (1758), 270;
Two Tracts (1778), 272, 277

Pride’s Purge (1648), 51, 53

Priestley, Joseph, 18, 165, 241, 259,
268-70, 275, 279-86, 289-91, 293-94,
296-99, 301-2, 317-18, 352, 359,
369-70n115, 372, 402; An Appeal to
the Public, on the Subject of the Riots
in Birmingham (1792), 302; An Essay
on a Course of Liberal Education for
Civil and Active Life. With Plans of
Lectures on I. The Study of History
and General Policy. II. The History of
England. III. The Constitution and
Laws of England (1765), 1651238,
284-85; Essay on the First Princi-
ples of Government (1768), 280-81;
Familiar Letters, Addressed to the
Inhabitants of Birmingham, 282; A
Free Discussion of the Doctrines of
Materialism, and Philosophical Neces-
sity, In a Correspondence Between
Dr. Price, and Dr. Priestley, 281; Heads
of Lectures on a Course of Experimen-
tal Philosophy, Particularly includ-
ing Chemistry, Delivered at the New
College, Hackney (1794), 302; History
of the Corruptions of Christianity
(1782), 298; Lectures on History and
General Policy (1788), 285; Letters
to the Right Honourable Edmund
Burke (1791), 302; Letter to Pitt (1787),
291; Memoirs (1806), 301; A Political
Dialogue on the General Principles of
Government (1791), 282, 302; The Pre-
sent State of Europe Compared with
Antient Prophecies (1794), 301n193;
Present State of Liberty in Great Brit-
ain and the Colonies (1769), 282, 302;
The Proper Objects of Education in the

INDEX

Present State of the World (1791), 293,
294; Remarks on Some Paragraphs in
the Fourth Volume of Dr. Blackstone’s
Commentaries on the laws of England,
Relating to the Dissenters (1769), 165;
A Sermon on the Subject of the Slave
Trade (1788), 297-98n175; A View of
the Principles and Conduct of the Prot-
estant Dissenters (1767), 268, 282

Prince, Thomas, 42

prince regent. See George IV

Printers’ Case (1771), 179, 207

privy council, 94, 99, 142, 169, 388

property, 3, 9n34, 24, 30, 4344, 45045,
52,71, 80, 84-85, 102146, 115, 132, 149,
172, 178, 189, 191, 202, 226, 230-31,
236-39, 243, 250-51, 26517, 269, 273~
75, 283, 297, 304, 306-9, 315-16, 329,
334, 338, 340, 346-47, 352113, 35556,
365, 367, 388, 395-97, 404

Protectorate (1653-59), 50-52

Protestantism, 15, 26, 28, 49, 61-62, 81,
90, 94, 106, 169, 229, 247, 263-302,
336-37, 385; Anglicans, 19, 47-48,
77, 91, 122, 123, 153, 166, 167, 229,
265-66, 268, 280, 298, 310, 366,
402; Arianism, 241, 280; Baptists,
267, 292n148; Calvinism, 42-43, 73,
210, 279; Dissenters (see Protestant
nonconformity); Erastianism, 49, 53;
Latitudinarianism, 19, 229, 268n22,
317 (see also low church); Methodism,
198, 268, 273, 351; Presbyterianism,
53, 721173, 240, 267, 270, 294; Protes-
tant nonconformity, 16, 18-19, 54, 63,
82, 115, 122, 165-68, 182, 196, 199, 238,
241, 243, 244, 247, 264-302, 310, 325,
341, 352, 402, 404; Protestant Refor-
mation, 4, 15, 25, 28, 39; providential-
ism, 49; Quakerism, 18, 190, 246, 257,
266-68, 294; Socinianism, 270, 280;
Unitarianism, 73, 183, 1961155, 229,
268, 270, 279-80, 282, 290, 294, 298,
310, 317

Prowse, Thomas, 169

Prynne, William, 17, 53-54, 56, 163, 324

Pryse, John Pugh, 169

public opinion, 59, 95, 124, 331, 394,
400, 404

public sphere, 128, 398-99. See also
Public opinion

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

Pulteney, William, 128-29, 135, 136178,
137, 140-43, 150

Pulton, Fernandino, 116

Purnell, John, 172

Putney Debates, 51

Pym, John, 36

Quebec Act (1774), 185, 247

Queen Caroline Affair, 386

Queen’s College, Cambridge,
“Quintuple Alliance” (1781), 317, 330-31

radical/radicals/radicalism, 9gn33, 12, 15,
18-21, 26n19, 27-28, 421107, 49, 51,
61, 63, 97, 104-5n60, 121-22, 132, 144,
1521161, 163, 167-72, 175-81, 190,
217-18, 224, 226-63, 281, 284198,
288, 299, 301-2, 314, 316, 324, 341,
350-79, 382, 386, 388-89, 392, 394,
401-2, 405

Ramsay, Allan, 233

Rapin-Thoyras, Paul de, 26, 76-77, 103,
112, 114, 117, 129-30, 135, 138-39,
170-71, 232, 234, 236, 256

Rashleigh, John Colman, 366-67

rational dissent, 182, 26506

Raymond, Robert, 104

Reese, Abraham, 289

Reeves, John, 43, 358

reform/reformation, 3-5, 8-12, 15, 17-21,
27-28, 41-44, 51-54, 69, 84, 107076,
119, 120-24, 130-32, 134-35, 142,
148-52, 166-67, 170-72, 175, 177-82,
188, 193, 195-96, 200-203, 206-7,
209-10, 212, 215-25, 229, 231, 238-39,
241-42, 244, 248, 256, 263, 266-70,
276-77, 279, 289, 2921146, 293-94,
300, 302, 303, 306, 309-27, 32949,
351, 3537405

The Reformer (1747), 215

Regency Crisis (1787-88), 342

Reichstag/Imperial Diet (Holy Roman
Empire), 22

Remonstrance (1657), 52-53

Renaissance, 49

renovatio, 15

representation, 6, 9, 15, 20, 27n28, 35, 39,
42, 51-52, 56, 85, 102, 109, 132, 135,
137, 141, 143, 149, 156, 160-62, 164,
178, 180, 184, 195-96, 202, 206, 208,
212-13, 224, 22930, 234, 241—43, 246,

[4651

248-50, 253, 256, 262, 274-76, 278,
282, 294, 301, 303, 308-9, 311-12, 315,
317, 319-23, 326, 329, 331-33, 335, 338,
343-45, 352113, 357, 360, 378, 383, 385,
389, 391-93, 403; instructions to MPs,
110, 114, 124, 127, 141, 144, 148, 177, 179,
184, 188, 197, 212-14, 241, 284, 288;
representative assemblies, 11, 23-24,
42; representative institutions, 6, 10-11,
22-26; virtual representation, 7, 9n34,
250, 3089, 331, 404

republic, 28, 42, 48, 60, 88, 173, 185,
257-58, 260, 278, 282, 356, 390

republicanism, 12, 14, 40, 48-49, 153,
181-88, 256, 301, 344, 352, 364.
See also Commonwealthmen

Restoration (1660), 3n6, 4-5, 17, 38, 40,
46-47, 50, 53, 63, 66, 73, 97n20, 140,
150, 155, 161, 163

Revolution Settlement (1689-1701), 5-6,
63, 66, 99, 127, 168, 215, 297, 341, 380,
396

Revolution Society (London), 19, 188, 271,
289, 294, 296-97, 322, 325-27, 353

Ricardo, David, 372

Richard II, 69, 98, 133

Richardson, Samuel, 138

Richmond, Charles Gordon-Lennox,
5th Duke of, 388

Richmond, Charles Lennox, 3rd Duke
of, 18, 177, 179, 205, 217, 222-26, 242,
268, 304, 312, 318, 321, 329, 332, 335,
337 355, 359-61, 374, 388, 402

rights, 1, 3, 5, 6, 8, 9n34, 16, 23, 27, 32-33,
4143, 60-65, 7477, 85, 93, 98, 104,
122, 125, 128, 131, 147-48, 150, 160,
162, 17071, 178, 180-81, 184-85, 187,
189, 206, 208, 216n75, 227, 230, 234~
37, 239, 245, 24748, 251-55, 261-63,
269, 276, 278, 282-84, 286, 291, 294,
297, 311, 317, 319-22, 32425, 331, 338,
341, 343-46, 3491111, 351-52, 354N27,
363, 366, 372-73, 378, 396, 398, 404;
civil/legal rights, 5, 14, 45, 195, 284;
fundamental rights, 8, 97, 102, 260,
262; natural rights, 14, 42, 55, 102, 132,
227-28, 234, 243, 252, 263, 281, 284,
317, 358, 373-74, 402; religious rights,
148. See also Protestantism: Protestant
nonconformity

Rights of Man. See Paine, Thomas

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[466]

Riot Act (1714), 94, 109, 115-17, 176, 371

Robbins, Caroline, 13, 90, 107, 12104,
242, 251

Robinson, John, 267n15

Robinson, Robert, 265

Rochester, Laurence Hyde, 1st Earl of, 58,
75, 77, 12324

Rockingham, Charles Watson-Wentworth,
2nd Marquess of, 7n24, 18, 156, 164,
168-69, 174, 176-78, 183-84, 188-89,
192-94, 198-200, 206, 217, 220-25, 245,
250, 306, 311-13, 336, 339—41. See also
Whigs: Rockingham Whigs

Rogers, Nicholas, 94

Roland, Jeanne-Marie, 260

Rome, 3, 14-15, 30, 36, 49, 69, 78, 89, 137,
143, 185, 227, 232, 234, 246, 254, 274,
277, 320, 365; Roman Empire, 2-3,
26, 69, 88, 274, 2777, 283, 365, 390;
Roman Republic, 2, 38, 88-89, 227,
234, 274, 277, 365, 390. See also consti-
tution: Roman constitution

Romilly, Samuel, 391

rotten boroughs, xi, 6, 85, 96, 124, 155,
204, 236, 239, 276, 305, 307, 313, 331,
363, 365-67, 388145, 392, 402

Roundheads, 66. See also parliament:
Parliamentarians (Civil Wars)

Royal Cornwall Gazette, 366

royal court, 7

Royalists (English Civil Wars), xi, 37,
39-40, 44, 52-53, 66

royalists (general), xi, 3on42, 36, 44-48,
73, 76=77, 83,103, 146, 157n188, 249,
359

royal ordinances, 4

Royal Society, 271, 280

Rudé, George, 175

Rufthead, Owen, 165

“Rule, Britannia,” 325

rule of law. See law: rule of law

Runnymede, 227, 395

Rush, Benjamin, 245, 259

Russell, Conrad, 45n124

Russell, Edward (later 1st Earl of Orford),
67

Russell, Lord John, 20, 365, 384-85,
386n33, 387-91, 392169, 394, 396196,
400, 402

Russell, William, 384

INDEX

Rutland, Charles Manners, 4th Duke of,
333, 335, 337

Rye House Plot (1683), 28, 384

Rymer, Thomas, 242

Sacheverell, Henry, 65, 80, 82, 96, 99

Saint-Pierre, Charles-Irénée Castel, abbé
de, 242

Salisbury, John of, 17, 29, 39

Salisbury, Robert Arthur Talbot
Gascoyne-Cecil, 3rd Marquess of, 405

Salmon, Thomas, 174

Sancroft, William, 64

Sandwich, John Montagu, 4th Earl of, 176

Savile, George, 106, 311-12

Sawbridge, Jacob, 174, 190

Sawbridge, John, 18, 171, 173-75, 17778,
181-88, 215, 222, 228, 268, 277, 312,
314, 329, 331, 334, 340, 402

Saxons, 30, 36, 41, 43, 55, 113, 227,
231-35, 237, 240, 251, 254-55, 260,
376, 378. See also constitution: Saxon
constitution

Schism Act (1714), 101, 2677

Schwoerer, Lois G., 63

Scotland, 25, 42, 52n167, 81, 169-70n12,
243, 246, 249, 271, 304, 307, 320,
335-49, 360, 375, 395

Scott, Jonathan, 49

Scottish Enlightenment, 1, 11, 20, 71070,
257, 390, 402-3

Scripture, 49, 300

Second Reform Act (1867), 21, 396,
397-98, 402, 404-5

Seditious Meetings Act (1795), 361

Sejm (Poland), 22

Selden, John, 17, 31, 36, 46, 119, 163,
318-19

Selinger, William, 11

Senate (Rome), 69, 254, 274

Senate (US), 10n39, 255

“sense of the people,” 124, 142, 181, 213,
254, 286

separation of church and state, 277

separation of powers, 8n29, 10-11,
159, 218

September Massacres (1792), 358

Septennial Act (1716), 10, 17-18, 75, 78,
80, 82, 84, 88, 90, 93-119, 12021, 123,
124-28, 129, 132, 139-43, 148, 152, 154,

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

158, 167, 182, 185-86, 190, 211, 212n54,
215, 222, 230, 237, 239, 254, 261, 277,
282, 305, 309, 315, 332, 340, 367,
371, 404

Seven Years’ War (1756-63), 91, 121, 151,
155, 204, 207, 247

Shaftesbury, Anthony Ashley-Cooper,
1st Earl of, 56, 66

Shaftesbury, Anthony Ashley-Cooper
3rd Earl of] 72

Shakespeare, William, 136

Sharman, William, 225, 337

Sharp, Granville, 224, 228-29, 249-50,
252, 268, 324

Shebbeare, John, 150, 170, 230, 292

Sheffield, 180, 306, 331, 355, 367, 375

Sheffield Corresponding Society, 342,
354027

Shelburne, William Petty Fitzmaurice,
2nd Earl of, 7n24, 18, 153, 155-56, 183,
204-10, 216-18, 220-23, 268, 271,
280, 290, 293, 296, 31113, 328-30,
340, 372, 402

Sheldon, Gilbert, 46, 74

Sherbrooke, Robert Lowe, 1st Viscount,
405n133

Sheridan, Richard Brinsley, 314, 318, 342,
391

Sherlock, William, 64

Shipley, Jonathan, 241, 268-69, 322

Shipley, William, 322, 360

Shippen, William, 75, 97-103, 105, 111,
126, 173, 267

Shrewsbury, John Talbot, 16th Earl of,
403

Sicily, 25

Sidney, Algernon, 28, 48, 50, 73, 240, 242,
252-53, 2561169, 265n7, 318, 384

Six Acts (1819), 379

skepticism (philosophical), 16, 49, 73,
232, 270

Skinner, Quentin, 13, 120

slavery: chattel slavery, 207, 229, 239,
273, 278; political slavery, 7, 64, 78,
84, 96, 99, 108, 146, 227, 234, 238-39,
253, 264, 273-74, 277, 283, 338; slave
trade, 171, 188, 273, 301, 349, 351, 382,
395

Slavery Abolition Act (1833), 395

Smith, Adam, 209, 286, 287n118, 329

[467]

Smith, R. J., 75

Smith, Sydney, 382

Smith, Thomas, 39, 49, 308, 318

Smith, William, 300

Smollett, Tobias, 169-70n12

social contract, 27, 61-62, 65, 82, 99, 126

Societies of Independent Electors, 148

Society for Constitutional Information
(SCI), 19, 131, 165, 173, 178155, 182,
188, 225, 233, 239, 271, 289, 296, 314,
317-26, 331-33, 336, 342, 352, 35455,
360-61

Society of Gentlemen Supporters of the
Bill of Rights, 178, 181-83, 189, 239,
241, 318

Society of Merchant Adventurers, 193

Society of the Friends of the People, 289,
342-43, 359, 366, 387

Solon, 106

Somers, John Somers, 1st Baron, 55-56,
64, 67, 78-79, 104-5n60, 250, 318, 323

Somerset, 142, 144

South Sea Bubble, 129, 174n31

Southwark, 179, 233, 244, 317

sovereignty, 1, 4-5, 8, 9134, 34, 38-39, 41,
45, 47, 53, 55~57, 74, 80, 88, 93, 104,
118, 158-60, 163-64, 165, 181, 206, 241,
244-45, 249, 251-52, 27172, 337, 374~
75. See also parliament: parliamentary
sovereignty

The Spectator, 88. See also Addison,
Joseph

Spelman, Henry, 37, 56, 69

Spelman, John, 117

Spence, Thomas, 355

Spencer, Mark, 257

Spirit of the Laws (1748). See Montes-
quieu, Charles Louis de Secondat

Squire, Samuel, 112, 233, 254

St. Andrews, University of, 240

St. Aubyn, John, 125-26, 128

St. George’s Field Massacre, 177

St. Germain, Christopher, 32, 228

St. Germans, 306

St. John, Oliver, 34

St. John’s College, Cambridge, 53

St. Mary Hall, Oxford, 155, 170

St. Mawes, 306

St. Michael/Mitchell (rotten borough), 367

St. Paul’s Cathedral, 65

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[468]

Stafford, Granville Leveson-Gower,
1st Marquess of, 218

Stamp Act (1765), 9n34, 156, 164, 193-94,
201, 203, 214, 244-46, 248, 251-53

standing army, 60, 62-63, 70, 80-82, 87,
96, 103n54, 106, 110-11, 123, 133, 136,
140, 145, 151, 155, 160, 238, 277, 320

Stanhope, Charles Stanhope, 3rd Earl,
297, 326-28, 330, 340, 359

Stanhope, James Stanhope, 1st Earl,
a4, 96, 105

Star Chamber, 117

Statute of Westminster (1275), 109

Steele, Richard, 96, 101, 104

Steuart, James, 286

“stockjobbing,” 70. See also “moneyed
interest”

Stone, Lawrence, 48

Stone, William, 289

Strafford, Thomas Wentworth, 1st Earl
of, 34, 87

Stuart, Charles Edward (Bonnie Prince
Charlie), 8o, 82

Stuart, Gilbert, 336

Stuart, House of, 11, 33, 68n52, 81, 118,
123, 125, 153, 170, 216, 262, 339

Succession of the Crown Act (1707), 297

suffrage. See franchise

Sunderland, Charles Spencer 3rd Earl of,
7n24, 105

Surrey, 180, 317

Sussex, 305

Sutherland, William Sutherland,
18th Earl of, 307

Sweden, 6, 23, 25116

Swift, Jonathan, 17-18, 59, 70, 72-73,
76-80, 82, 103, 135, 174, 370; Conduct
of the Allies (1711), 174; Discourse on
the Contests and Dissensions between
the Nobles and the Commons in Athens
and Rome (1701), 78; Epistle to John
Gay (1731), 135; Gulliver’s Travels
(1726), 80; History of the Four Last
Years of the Queen (1758), 174

Sydenham, Humphrey, 144-46

Tacitus, 36, 49, 55, 107, 365

Talleyrand-Périgord, Charles Maurice de,
341, 342

Tapper, Alan, 302

INDEX

taxation, 4, 6, 9-10, 14, 23-24, 30, 33,
35, 51-52, 64, 66140, 74, 81, 84, 96,
126, 135, 156, 164, 174, 184, 193n138,
194-95, 202-3, 205, 220, 233, 237-40,
243-48, 250, 253, 262-63, 273, 282,
284, 304, 306, 311, 315, 318, 338,
3521013, 363, 366-67, 370, 374, 387,
389, 392, 394; cider tax, 192; con-
sumption taxes, 243; direct tax, 24,
252, 366-67; house taxes, 238, 346;
indirect tax, 24, 246; land tax, 71, 238,
244, 306; ship money, 30n42, 245;
stamp taxes, 164; tax on placemen,
217; tax on tea, 246; window tax, 238,
242, 30405

Temple, Richard Grenville-Temple,
and Earl, 178, 208

Temple, William, 78

tenants, 32, 37, 45, 52, 154, 237, 306, 333,
367

The Terror, 354, 359

Test Act (1673), 264, 26516, 267, 268—
69n23, 285, 291-93, 298, 325, 353

Test Act (1678), 63, 146, 165, 26516, 267,
268-69n23, 291-93, 298, 325, 353, 385

Thatched-House Tavern, 178, 330, 334

Thelwall, John, 349, 350-51n2, 356-57,
360-61

Third estate, 7, 23, 39, 75, 96, 300, 308,
319

Third Reform Act (1884), 396

Thirty-Nine Articles, 262, 290, 295

Thomas, Peter D. G., 157

Thompson, Edward Palmer (E. P.), 2n5,
352, 379, 373

Thomson, James, 136, 320

Thurlow, Edward Thurlow, 1st Baron,
332,339

Tierney, George, 344, 359, 368, 385, 391

Toland, John, 17, 48-50, 85-88, 90, 106-7

Toleration Act (1689), 63, 165, 264,
266-67, 290

Tooke, John Horne, 177, 178n55, 181-82,
208, 210, 268, 271, 322, 326, 352, 354,
360-62

Tories, 17-18, 20-21, 37, 47-48, 52, 54,
57-58, 61-64, 68n52, 69, 70-82,
89-90, 93-98, 100-101, 103-6, 108-9,
111-12, 119-75, 178, 186, 192, 194,
196-98, 201, 205, 207, 230-31, 238,

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

252, 260n190, 266-68, 309, 315,
365-66, 368-70, 374, 380-81, 383-86,
392-94, 396, 400—402, 404-5; Cannin-
gite Tories, 381, 385; Country Tories,
18, 70-72, 82, 103, 142-48, 160, 170-71,
174, 202, 242; Hanoverian Tories, 52,
94, 112, 121, 147, 166, 168, 178, 355, 369;
High Church Tories, 65, 70, 73, 75, 167;
Jacobite Tories, 68n52, 79, 97, 105, 123,
125, 146, 267; Oxford Tories, 18, 156,
158, 166, 207, 290; Steadfast Society
(Bristol), 192, 1981163, 207; Ultras, 20,
380-81, 383, 385-86, 388, 405n135

Tower of London, 33, 42, 53, 57, 94, 97,
236

Townsend, Chauncy, 183

Townsend, James, 177, 183

Townshend, Charles Townshend,
2nd Viscount, 7n24, 107

Townshend Acts (1766-67), 242, 246,
253

Townshend Duties. See Townshend Acts

Tracts Published and Distributed Gra-
tis by the Society for Constitutional
Information, with the Design to Carry
the Minds of the People, Acknowledge
Their Rights, Principally Those of
Representation (1784), 318-20,
322, 355

trade, 9n34, 13, 67, 71, 85, 106, 165, 171,
174, 188, 197, 218, 221, 236, 238, 244,
247, 249, 253, 273, 278, 301, 336, 349,
351, 381-82

tradition, 1, 3-5, 7-9, 10n36, 12, 14-21,
23n2, 25, 28, 31-32, 35, 44, 48, 51, 61,
104, 114, 119, 244, 251, 261-63, 297,
347, 351, 35758, 397, 400

Treasonable and Seditious Practices Act
(1795), 361

Treaty of Paris (1763), 247

Trenchard, John, 87-88, 9o, 107, 112, 138,
242, 252, 320

trial by jury, 117, 259, 263, 284, 325

Triennial Act (1641), 34, 66, 125, 133

Triennial Act (1664), 63, 133, 161

Triennial Act (1694), 6, 64, 68, 74, 86, 93,
95-101, 104-5Nn60, 105-6, 110, 125, 126,
237, 254, 260, 315

Trinitarianism, 63, 229, 264-65, 282

True Levellers. See Diggers

[4691

Tuck, Richard, 32n53, 37n81, 40

Tucker, Josiah, 209, 244, 249

Tudor, House of, 4, 11, 32, 36, 39, 117-18,
228, 262

Turner, Francis, 53

Tutchin, John, 79

Two Treatises of Government (1689). See
Locke, John

Tyrrell, James, 73, 319

Udgorn Cymru, 323

unconstitutional. See Constitution:
unconstitutional

Underdown, P. T., 197

United Britons, 351

United Englishmen, 351

United Irishmen, 19, 351, 362

United Scotsmen, 351

The Universal Spy, 136

utilitarianism, 280, 317, 372-75, 397, 402

Valencia, 25

Vane, Henry, 53

Vaughan, Benjamin, 285, 289

Venice, 320

Vergil/Virgil, Polydore, 36n76

Vincent, Frederick, 314

Virgil, 186

Voltaire, 82, 384

voters, xi, 7-8, 56, 68, 110-11, 114-15,
143-44, 1461130, 148-49, 186, 189, 196,
198, 203, 213-15, 239, 243, 276, 304-8,
311, 316, 333, 381, 389, 393, 395, 404-
See also elections; franchise

Wake, William, 75

Wakefield, Gilbert, 289

Wales, 51, 123, 145, 148, 152, 154, 243, 270,
277, 287, 304, 307, 315, 320, 322-23,
393, 395187, 399

Walker, George, 291, 320

Wallace, James, 311

Walpole, Horace, 146, 174, 185, 210, 339

Walpole, Robert, 7n24, 18, 20n72, 75, 99,
107-8, 111-15, 120, 122-23, 126-31,
134-38, 140-44, 146, 151, 172, 174, 179,
191, 1931138, 204, 212154, 220, 231,
238, 266-67, 313, 315, 380. See also
Whigs: Walpolean Whigs

Walwyn, William, 42

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

[470]

Warburton, William, 289

War of the Austrian Succession (1740-48),
145

War of the Spanish Succession (1701-14),
26, 72

Warren, James, 258

Warrington Academy, 279, 285-86

Wars of the Three Kingdoms. See English
Civil Wars

Washington, George, 258

Watson, Richard, 268, 359

Watson, Thomas, 185

Weekly Journal, 82

Wellington, Arthur Wellesley, 1st Duke of,
20, 385, 388, 393, 396

Wentworth, Thomas. See Strafford,
Thomas Wentworth, 1st Earl of

Wesley, Charles, 268

Wesley, John, 198, 229, 268, 273, 351

The West Briton, 367

West Country, 142-48, 244

West Indies, 173, 207

Westminster, 101, 115, 141, 146, 236, 244,
248, 307, 314-17, 326, 336, 337, 339,
340, 364

Westminster Committee, 19, 184, 314-18,
323, 339

Westminster Journal, 140

Westmorland, John Fane, 7th Earl of, 169

Weston, Corinne Comstock, 55, 57

Wetherell, Charles, 389

Weymouth, Thomas Thynne, Viscount, 218

Wharncliffe, James Stuart-Wortley,
1st Baron, 392

Wharton, Thomas Wharton, 1st Marquess
of, 64, 67,173

Whately, Thomas, 9gn34, 308126

Whatmore, Richard, 209

Whig Ascendancy. See Whig Supremacy

The Whig Examiner, 88-89

Whig oligarchy. See Whig Supremacy

Whigs, 17-18, 20, 37, 45, 54—58, 60-61,
63-73, 77, 81-90, 93-96, 99, 101,
103-9, 111-12, 115, 118, 120-23, 126-30,
133-35, 138, 140-43, 150-52, 154,
156, 161, 164, 167-226, 238, 25758,
260n190, 266-68, 279, 292, 314,
32913, 341-43, 346-47, 349, 351, 362,
363n76, 365-68, 371, 375, 379-88,
391-94, 396, 401-5; Aristocratic

INDEX

Whiggism, 18, 56, 184, 188-99, 226,
314, 342-43, 384, 388; Bedford Whigs,
169, 384; Club of Honest Whigs, 241,
280, 301; Country Whigs, 69, 83;
Court Whigs, 75, 83n132, 109, 128,
130, 133-35, 138-39, 140, 174, 212154,
233, 238, 267, 313 (see also Whigs:
Walpolean Whigs); First Whigs, 17, 28,
56, 67, 85, 108, 347; Foxite Whigs, 20,
181-88, 268, 287, 334-35, 343, 34748,
359, 362, 374 379, 381-82, 387, 402;
Grenvillite Whigs, 169, 347-48, 362,
381-82; Junto Whigs, 55, 64, 67, 69,
71-72, 78, 122, 250, 347, 380; Ministe-
rial Whigs (see Whigs: Court Whigs);
0Old Corp of Whigs, 154, 169, 200,
223, 313, 315; Old Whigs, 65, 72, 99,
151-57, 169, 221, 226, 250, 252, 342,
347, 380, 381, 387; Portland Whigs,
343, 381; Pro-government Whigs (see
Whigs: Court Whigs); Real Whigs,
12, 90, 167, 355; Rockingham Whigs/
Rockinghamites, 18, 168-69, 174,
177-78, 188, 190, 192-94, 196, 198, 200,
202, 205, 209-17, 220-23, 244-45,
257, 268, 290, 297, 310, 312-14,
320, 329-30, 339, 380; Union Club
(Bristol), 190; Walpolean Whigs, 115,
136, 146, 380; Whig Club, 184, 188,
343; Whiggism, 17-18, 55-57, 70, 82,
88, 101n41, 104, 118, 122, 151n153, 161,
167-226, 268, 279, 314, 32913, 343,
347, 362, 374, 380, 403

Whig Schism (1717-20), 107, 111, 129

Whig Supremacy, 18, 20-21, 71, 111, 115,
121, 156-57, 166, 168, 220, 266, 305,
369, 405

Whitbread, Samuel, 362, 368, 382

Whitehead, Paul, 135

Wilberforce, William, 171, 188, 334, 341, 351

Wilkes, John, 18, 52, 156, 169, 171-73,
175-84, 187, 189, 193-97, 201, 206,
210-11, 215, 222, 242, 282, 284, 286,
299, 308, 336, 339, 402; North Briton,
169, 175-77, 183, 201; “Wilkes and
Liberty,” 175-77, 181, 194, 200, 239,
242, 284197, 309, 385

William ITII/William of Orangg, 50, 59, 61,
64, 67, 68152, 70, 73, 75, 7778, 85-86,
92, 104, 109, 112, 133, 172, 237, 325, 355

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu



© Copyright, Princeton University Press. No part of this book may be
distributed, posted, or reproduced in any form by digital or mechanical
means without prior written permission of the publisher.

INDEX

Williams, David, 287-89, 301, 352n15

Williams-Wynn, Watkin, 123, 126, 148

William the Conqueror, 41, 55, 232, 235

Wilmington, Spencer Compton, 1st Earl
of, 7n24

Wilson, James, 253-54

Wiltshire, 155, 244, 312, 387

Wiltshire, Earl of. See Bolton, Charles
Powlett, 3rd Duke of

Windham, William, 338, 370

Winstanley, Gerrard, 43-44, 352115

witenagemot, 23, 36-37, 55, 69, 113,
234-35, 254-55, 260, 288

Wollstonecraft, Mary, 2770, 351

Wooddeson, Richard, 163

Wootton, David, 14

Worden, Blair, 44, 51

‘Wormald, Brian, 45

[471]

Worsley, John, 286

Wray, Cecil, 178

Wright, Martin, 324

Wyndham, William, 94, 126-29, 137, 142,
368-69, 405

Wyvill, Christopher, 217, 268, 269n26,
310-13, 316, 329-34, 336-37, 34041,
345, 348, 352, 354, 401-2, 404

Yonge, William, 126, 146

York, Duke of. See James VII/IT

York Chronicle, 341

Yorkshire, 87, 241, 269n26, 306, 310-12,
334, 341, 383, 393

Yorkshire Association, 310, 312, 334

Yorktown, 221

Zouch, Henry, 313

For general queries, contact info@press.princeton.edu





