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This inves 

fluence which w 

the seventeenth 

century. Gener 

tig-ation is concerned with the amount of in-

omen had on English politics at the close of 

century and during the early eighteenth 

ally, it is assumed that women played a 

negligible part in politics until the twentieth century; ci 

critical study of the Augustan period, however, shovrs this 

to be an invalid assumption. Women were, during that period, 

elevated to positions of leadership and ascendancy unparal-

leled until the twentieth century. 

The most significant sources for this study for the 

period dealing with the reign of Queen Anne include the 

Private Correspondence of Sarah, Duchess of Marlborough? 

Memoirs of Sarah, Duchess of Marlborough; An Account of the 

Conduct of the Dowager Duchess of Marlborough; and the 

extensive writings of Jonathan Swift. Abel Boyer's The 

History of Queen Anne was also valuable. For the period 

which covered the reign of George I, the most important 

sources were Lady Cowper1s Diary and The Letters of Mary 

Kortle^/ Montagu. Lord Hervey's Memoirs, The Diar£ of the 

First Earl cf Eqmort., and the Manuscripts cf ths of 



Carlisle, which have been published by the Historical Kanu- -

scripts Commission, were the roost important sources for the 

period dealing with the court of George II. 

The first chapter illustrates the amount of power which 

Sarah Churchill, a non-cabinet member, exercised on state 

decisions and appointments prior to her dismissal in 1711 

from the offices of groom of the stole and keeper of the 

privy purse. Chapter II, which focuses on the political 

parties of Anne's reign, shows how Abigail Hill Masham was 

able to persuade the queen to accept Robert Earley and the 

Tories, thus weakening Whig power and eventually bringing 

down the Godolphin-Karlborough ministry. The third and 

fourth chapters are concerned with the part played by 

Caroline of Ansbach in English political affairs from 1714 

until her death in 1737. George I1's acceptance of Caroline's 

management of court affairs and her political acumen made 

the first decade of his reign far less turbulent than it 

might have been. The effect and the influence of women in 

Augustan political life is further portrayed in the last 

chapter through the personalities of Mary Cowper and 

Elizabeth Percy. In their own way, both of these lesser 

political lights exemplified the degree of civic involvement 

which was open to upper-class women in this era. 

Women who were involved in English politics in the 

early eighteenth century played a decisive and civilizing 



role in the affairs of wen from 1702 to 1739. Without them, 

the English political tradition of mediation and conciliation 

would have been far less prevalent in eighteenth-century 

politics. 
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PREFACE 

The political sphere has traditionally been a man's 

world in western society. Even though historically women 

have had an impact on the English political scene, generally 

their influence was quite limited except when a woman ruled 

as queen. When a man was the sovereign, feminine power was 

usually relegated to a quasi-sexual role in which women 

exerted their political power either as influential consorts 

or important mistresses. 

The period from 1702 to 1737 in English history, how-

ever, was quite different because during this time women 

were able to exercise decisive political authority which was 

not to be paralleled until the twentieth century, if ever. 

The reigns of the last Stuart monarch and the first two 

Georges provided opportunities for women to share in govern-

ment on a scale which was unprecedented. The personal 

idiosyncrasies of these monarchs elevated women to positions 

of leadership and ascendancy. Queen Anne leaned heavily on 

her feminine counselors, Sarah Churchill and Abigail Hill 

Masham. George I relied on his daughter-in-law, Caroline of 

Ansbach, to perform the duties and exercise the power usually 

reserved for a queen. Her husband, George II, not only 

depended on her management of court affairs, but actually 

3. V 



shared major policy decisions and indeed the power, though 

not of course the title, of the crown with her in joint rule. 

These three women exemplified the civilizing influence 

of feminine power and leadership which was emulated by upper-

class females in the first three and a half decades of the 

eighteenth century. After the death of Queen Caroline in 

1737, the importance of feminine influence declined so that 

women who lived in the reigns of George III and George IV 

were generally less knowledgeable and less significant in 

political affairs. 

During the years covered by this study, two calendars 

were used in Great Britain. The Julian or Old Style calendar, 

which was the legal calendar in England, was sometimes ten 

and sometimes eleven days behind the Gregorian or New Style 

calendar used in most continental countries. The legal 

beginning of the English New Year was March 25 instead of 

January 1» To complicate matters, Englishmen abroad some-

times used New Style dating, but other times used the Old 

Style calendar. This thesis will follow the New Style 

calendar to calculate the year, but the days of the month 

will be cited as given in the respective sources. 



CHAPTER I 

THE INFLUENCE OF SARAH CHURCHILL 

ON THE REIGN OF QUEEN ANNE 

Popular opinion in earlier generations often regarded 

the reign of Anne Stuart as a time when England was ruled by 

anyone clever enough to gain ascendancy over the queen. ̂  

Some writers even categorized the period as one when England 

was governed by the whims of a duchess and the intrigues of 

a bedchamber lady. Indeed, not long after Anne's death the 

phrase "dead as Queen Anne" crept into common use as a 

3 

cliche for the stalest and flattest of news. Modern histo-

rians, however, have reassessed the character of the queen 
4 

and the part she played in shaping events of her own day. 

"Thomas B. Macaulay, The History of England, 4 vols, 
[hereafter cited as "Macaulay, History1' ] (New York, 1906), 
III, 138-139. See also [Philip Henry] Earl [of] Stanhope, 
The History of England Comprising the Reign of Queen Anne 
Until the Peace of Utrecnt (London, 1870), p. 38; Tobias 
Smollett, The_ History of England from the Revolution i_n 1688 
to the Death of George 11 (Albany, New York, 1816} , p. 502. 

2 
Bonamy Dobree, Sarah Churchill: Duchess of Marlborough 

(London, 1927), p. 41. 
3 
Louis Kroenberger, Marlborough's Duchess: A Study in 

Worldliness (New York, 1958), p. 220. 
4 
According to Sir George Clark, "Anne's own influence 

on affairs was considerable . . . at times she asserted her-
self so strongly that her preferences were decisive. Tbis 
influence, however, was intermittent." George Clark, The 
Later Stuarts: 1660-1714 (Oxford, 1956), p. 252. See also, 



The age of the last Stuart monarch was an age of liter-

ary, scientific, and political flowering. It was the era of 

the coffee house, the daily newspaper, commercial capitalism, 

5 

and raging ambition. It was also a time of flux and change. 

During Anne's reign, England dominated world affairs. She 

subdued France (in coalition with other powers), expanded 

into new territories, and ruled as unquestioned mistress of 

the seas. Yet seldom had an age seen a duller, pettier, 

more stubborn ruler on the throne. Queen Anne was the 

antithesis of what she surveyed in her realm. But the queen 

was not oblivious to the power she possessed. Contrary to 
6 

some views, she was jealous of her royal prerogatives and 

used every means to keep the throne independent and above 

faction. 

Even though many of the accusations later leveled at 

the queen by Sarah Churchill can be discounted as mere in-

vective , Anne1s irreconcilability and tenaciousness are 
Keith Feiling, A History of the Tory Party: 1640-1714 
^Lon 
the 
Mar 

don, 1924), p. 361; Geoffrey Holmes, British Politics in 
Age of Anne (New York, 1967), p. 8; Winston Churchill, 
borough, His Life and Times, 6 vols. (New York, 1935), 

III, 219; David Lindsay Keir, The Constitutional History of 
Modern Britain Since 1485 (London, 1964), p. 280; George M. 
Trevelyan, Blenheim, Vol. I of England Under Queen Anne, 3 
vols). (New York, 1934), pp. 166-169. 

5 

19 

6 

Maurice Ashley, Life in Stuart England (New York, 1964), 

PP« 
Herbert Woodfield Paul, Queen Anne (New York, 1906), 

1-2 ert seq. 
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mentioned too frequently to be Ignored, Ministers, mili-

tary men, politicians, and even trusted female confidants 

all had to contend with, the personal idiosyncrasies of a 

lonely, but resolute, monarch. 
Although Anne was sovereign, she still was a woman 

limited by the handicaps placed on all seventeenth-century 

8 

females. Both Anne Stuart and Sarah Churchill grew up in 

the lavish, licentious court of Charles II where a learned 

woman was considered contemptible and a subject for ridicule. 

Even after 1700, improvement of a woman's mind was deemed a 

social crime by many, and a woman's power was frequently 

subject to how well she could use her feminine wiles to gain 
9 

a place in the man's world. 

Political life in late Stuart England revolved around 

the throne, and from 1702 to 1714 the throne was occupied by 

Anne Stuart. The path to political power crisscrossed the 

public and private life of the monarch; and when the ruler 
7 
Sarah Churchill, Private Correspondence of Sarah, 

Duchess of Marlborough, 2 vols, [hereafter cited as 
"Churchill, Correspondence"] (London, 1838), II, 116-124. 
See also Abel Boyer, The History of Queen Anne (London, 1735), 
p. 471. 

8 
The Marquess of Halifax carefully delineated these in 

his "Advice to a Daughter." George Savile, The Complete 
Works of George Savile, First Marquess of Halifax (Oxford, 
1912), pp. 1-46. 

9 
Lady Mary Wortley Montagu to Gilbert Burnet, July 20, 

1710, Robert Halsband, editor, The Complete Letters of Lady 
Mary Wortley Montagu, 3 vols. [hereafter cited as "Montagu, 
Letters"] (Oxford, 1965), I, 43-46. 



was a queen, direct access to her was shielded by the 

farthingales of her feminine companions. Like it or not, 

men of political ambition, both Whig and Tory, had to find 

a way to skirt the female barricades. Although he tends to 

minimize the role played by Anne's female advisers, Geoffrey 

Holmes does concede "that government in these years was 

still very much the Queen's government, in practice as well 

„10 

as m name." 

To understand the degree of influence which could be 

exerted on the queen by those closest to her, one must under-

stand the personal life of Anne Stuart. Her health limited 

her social life and placed her at the center of a small 

domestic circle. She became queen at the age of thirty-

seven. By this time she had buried seventeen children and 

suffered from chronic gout and dropsy. Her consort, Prince 

George of Denmark, is generally described as a dullard. 

Although her social life was limited, Anne maintained a firm 

Stuart resolve to be free of political control."'"''" 

Ill health, vacillation, and second-rate ability did 

not deter her from stubbornly clinging to her fixed ideals 

of church and state. Many able politicians, Whigs and 

Tories alike, "were shipwrecked on the rocks of Anne's 
10 
Holmes, British Politics, p. 216. 

^Trevelyan, Blenheim, I, 167. 



1 ? 

stubborn resolution to rule as well as reign."'" She re-

fused to admit that any group of men could force themselves 

on her as ministers and advisers merely because their fol-

lowers formed a majority in one or even both houses of 

Parliament. 

The queen's sentiments were most closely aligned with 

the Tories, although she never intended to give herself to 

their cause. Rather, she pictured herself as an arbitrator-
14 

between men of diverse opinion. A constitutional blind 

spot further restricted her limited reasoning powers, "and 

when her fan went up to her mouth ministers knew her mind 
15 

had closed with a snap." 

Anne Stuart's relationship to the Church was genuine, 

and even Sarah Churchill's most ardent supporters agreed 

that the duchess had no influence in church matters. Not 

even Mrs. Masham's ministers (Sarah's name for the last 

ministry) were able to sway the queen on ecclesiastical 
16 

recommendations. Ironically, it was the 1710 trial of 

Dr. Henry Sacheverell, a zealous Anglican preacher, which 
12 
"Feiling, History of the Tory Party, p. 361. 

13 
Keir, Constitutional History, p. 281. 

14 
David Green, Queen Anne (London, 1970), p. 69. 

15 
Feiling, History of the Tory Party, p. 361. 

16 
Trevelyan, Blenheim, I, 17 3. See also Sarah Churchill, 

Memoirs of Sarah, Duchess of Marlborough, edited by William 
King (New York, 1930), p. 232. 



gave the queen an opportunity to rid herself of a ministry 

which, though nominally headed by Sidney Godclphin and John 

Churchill, was in fact under the domination of the Whig 

T 4- 1 7 

Junto. 

One of the most significant things that Anne inherited 

from William III was the military struggle with Louis XIV. 

This dominated foreign affairs throughout her reign. When 

the war had lost its early heroic luster, the queen was ready 

for peace. "I have no liking for war," she insisted, "and 
18 

shall do all I can to end it as soon as possible." 

A great deal more was involved in the War of the Spanish 

Succession than maintaining the balance of power. As the 

war continued, it became inextricably bound to domestic-

affairs. Frustrated, ill, and diffident, the queen's actions 

became more baffling as she tried to extricate the throne 

from the labyrinth of an unpopular war and party factional-

ism. 

This brief sketch provides a background for an examina-

tion of the influence of Sarah Churchill on state decisions 

from 1702 to 1711. Seldom approached with objective 

neutrality, the duchess has had many detractors as well as 

adherents. Although Macaulay personally disliked her, 
"^Clark, The Later Stuarts, p. 225. 

1 R 
Baschet Transcript, 31/3/197, Public Record Office, 

London, quoted in Green, Queen Anne, p. 254. 



nevertheless he credited Sarah with being the instrument of -

19 

Marlborough's power. By contrast, Sarah's biographer 

David Green concluded that although her "influence in her 

offices was considerable, . . . if she attempted to trespass 
20 

she was resisted." This chapter will attempt to evaluate 

the degree and nature of power which was actually exerted by 

Sarah Churchill during the reign of Anne Stuart. 

Sarah Jennings Churchill is one of history's beautiful 

people. Wife of a military genius, friend to a queen, and 

subject of venomous attacks, the mention of her name evokes 

an image of a glamorous woman with a powerful will, fiery 

temper, and aura of charisma. Jonathan Swift tried to pinion 

her with his scurrilous pen; Henry Fielding tried to vindi-

cate her conduct; and Alexander Pope snared her temper in 
21 

the lines of one of his couplets. Still, an air of 

mystery surrounds this powerful figure. She ordered most of 

her letters burned after they had been read, so very few 

fragments survived; yet she saved every letter she received 

and even threatened to publish those from the queen after 
22 

she was dismissed from her court positions. 
19 
Macaulay, History, III, 139. 

20 
Green, Queen Anne, p. 98. 

21 
"So much fury still out ran the wit./The pleasure 

miss'd her, and the scandal hit." William Oldys and Thomas 
Fark, editors, The Harleian Miscellany: A Collection, 10 
vols. (London, 1811), VIII, 220-221. 

2? 
Iris Butler, Rule of Three (London, 1967), p. 254. 



Born at St. Albans in the year of the Restoration 

(1660), Sarah was the youngest child of Richard and Frances 

Jennings, a family of moderate means. Sarah's father was a 

burgess representing the borough of St. Albans in the House 

of Commons. Her mother was the daughter of a baronet. 
| 

Through her mother's connections, Sarah was appointed maid 

of honor tp Anne Stuart nineteen years prior to the begin-

23 

ning of Anne's reign as queen of England. ' Here began the 

close relationship which would take them from carefree days 

at Cockpit;to the center of power. 

Sarah was five years older than the queen, and shy Anne 

must have been quite dazzled by her glamorous, witty friend. 

According to Gilbert Burnet, bishop of Salisbury and Whig 

historian, "She [Sarah] had an ascendant over her [Anne] in 
O A 

everything." Even after Sarah's marriage to John Churchill 

and Anne!s marriage to Prince George, the friendship con-

tinued and deepened. No longer was it a friendship of two 

girls; it now included the husbands as well. Until she be-

came queen, Anne regarded John Churchill as the husband of 
25 

her best friend. 

2 3 
Leslie Stephen, 11 John Churchill, " Dictionary of 

National Bioqraphy [hereafter cited as "DNB"] (London, 1949-
-I- .-I mrr-rirmw '»»'• •' — • - .ni.mtrfl.T m\ •• 

50), IV, 318. 
i 

24 
Gilbert Burnet, Bishop Burnet's History of His Own 

Time, 2 vols. [hereafter cited as "Burnet, History"] (London, 
1734), I, 765. 

25Macaulay, History, III, 139. Cf. Leopold von Ranke, 
^ History of England, 6 vols. (Oxford, 1875) , V, 317. 



The Churchills became known by their code names: Mr. 

and Mrs. Freeman. Princess Anne and Prince George became 

Mr. and Mrs. Morley* The couples were joined by another 

trusted confidant, Sidney Godolphin, who was dubbed 

2 6 

Mr. Montgomery«, These five were drawn closer by the 

Bloodless Revolution and the settlement of the throne on 

Anne's sister, Mary, and her husband, William of Orange. 

Through various misunderstandings, Anne found herself 

estranged from Mary, and in her heart she always felt William 

was to blame. William and Mary resented the ability of the 

Ch.urch.ills to manipulate Annels political outlook and policy. 

The sisters quarreled over Sarah's retention at court after 

John was dismissed from his office and sent to the tower in 

1692. Abel Boyer hints that Sarah's indiscretion may have 
27 

caused her husband to lose his positions. 

Mrs. Freeman and Mrs. Morley shared an intense dislike 

for William; and Sarah supported, and perhaps even en-

couraged, Anne's independence from her sister. Until 

Mrs. Morley became queen, she was content to have 
2 6 
Sarah Marlborough, An Account of the Conduct of the 

Dowager Duchess of Marlborough, From Her First Coming to 
Court to the Year 1710 [hereafter cited as "Marlborough, 
Conduct"] (London, 1742), p. 14. "My frank, open temper 
naturally led me to p.i tch upon Freeman, and so the Princess 
took the other.11 

27 
Boyer, The History of Queen Anne, p. 6. 



10 

2 8 

Mrs. Freeman dominate her life. " Yet Mrs. Morley was a 

Stuart first and foremost, and as a Stuart she held fast to 

the concept of a mystical power which was possessed by the 

wearer of the crown. 

"The King died and the Princess of Denmark took his 

?9 

place."" Thus Sarah describes the beginning of the new 

reign. Within five days of the queen's accession, John 

Churchill received the Garter and was appointed captain 

general of the English forces. Lady Marlborough, not yet a 

duchess, became groom of the stole, mistress of the robes, 

and keeper of the privy purse. Her daughters, Henrietta and 

Anne were appointed ladies of the bedchamber. Mrs. Morley 

also bestowed the rangership of Windsor Park and the lodge 

that went with it on her dear confidant. So the sunshine 

years began. 

In her first speech to Parliament, the queen by implied 

comparison to her foreign predecessor made it clear that to 2 8 
Macaulay, History, IV, 140-141. This domination in-

cluded persuading Anne to accept both William's succession 
and reconciliation after Mary's death. See also Frank 
Chancellor, Sarah Churchill (Glasgow, 1932), pp. 56-57. Cf. 
David Hume, The History of England from the Invasion of 
Julius Caesar to the Revolution of 1688, 3 vols. (London, 
T87TT7 III, 760. 

29 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 121. 

30 
William Coxe, editor, Memoirs of the Duke of Marl-

borough, 3 vols. [hereafter cited as "Coxe, Memoirs""] (London, 
"1847), I, 78. 



11 

31 
to her England was first and foremost. " There was no 

*2 O 

mistake: Anne intended to be queen indeed. With her 

trusted circle of advisers, the Churchills and Godolphin, 

Anne was ready to stand against the world if necessary. 

There was little doubt that Sarah was viewed by many as 
33 

the most direct path to the queen. Her influence was ac-

knowledged on the continent; and by 1703, she was freely 

referred to as "Viceroy Sarah." Anne relied heavily on 

Godolphin, lord treasurer, and Churchill, elevated to a 

dukedom, to administer the government and advise her in the 
34 

selection of ministers. Although Tory in sympathies, 

neither the treasurer nor the duke allowed Tory domination. 

They preferred a government of moderation, as did the Tory 

leader Robert Harley. From the start, the duchess opposed 

any accommodation with the Tories, and openly announced her 
35 

hostility to them. 
31 
Boyer, The History of Queen Anne, p. 11. "I know my 

heart to be entirely English." 
32 
Boyer, The History of Queen Anne, p. 11: "and you 

will find me a strict and religious observer of my word." 
33 
Chancellor, Sarah Churchill, p. 115. Cf. Jonathan 

Swift, Political Tracts, 1711-1713, edited by Herbert Davis 
(Princeton, 1951), p. 101. Swift maintained that the duchess 
declined in favor soon after the queen's accession, "although 
her majesty did not think fit to deprive them [Marlborough 
and Godolphin] of their power till a long time after." 

34 
Coxe, Memoirs, I, 78. 

"̂5 
Sarah Marlborough to Godolphin, May 29, 1702, quoted 

in Coxe, Memoirs, I, 82-83. 



Even Anne was surprised £>y the vigor with which her 

groom of the stole, mistress of the robes, and keeper of the 

privy purse pursued her duties. Placehuntera had to contend 

with the duchess, who protected her mistress almost to the 

3 6 

point of isolation. The duties of her offices, coupled 

with the wearing demands of the queen, took their toll. 

Never known for her patience, Sarah soon fell into voicing 

petty, peevish complaints. From Anne, she demanded unswerv-

37 

ing loyalty. Yet as often as she could, she escaped the 

turgid atmosphere of the court. 

Elevated to her new position as the wife of the most 

important Englishman, Sarah resented serving, "that little 
3 8 

card playing automaton." As a princess, Anne had leaned 

heavily on Sarah; and with her increased responsibilities, 

she more than ever needed to be enlivened, soothed, inter-

ested, and supported. Later, Sarah would look back on her 

years of service as tedious hours of slavery that were worse 
39 

than being in "a dungeon." Although the strain on Sarah 

was severe, she saw little reason for restraining her im-

patience. The duchess thought Mrs. Morley could not be 
O £ 
Chancellor, Sarah Churchill, p. 91. 

37 
Agnes Strickland, Lives of the Queens of England, 

6 vols. (London, 1904), VI, 225. 
3 8 
Chancellor, Sarah Churchill, p. 117. 

O Q 
Elizabeth Jenkins, Ten Fascinating Women (New York, 

1968), p. 66. See also the Duchess of Marlborough to [?], 
April 23, 1711, Churchill, Correspondence, II, 65. 
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offended by her trusted Mrs, Freeman. This was probably 

true, but Queen Anne was not Mrs. Morley, which was one 

thing Sarah never really understood. Anne's court bored 

her; and the etiquette which the queen so prized, Sarah 

characterized as a charade of insignificant trifles. Things 

which the queen enjoyed, playing cards, eating, and being 

waited on, the duchess found distasteful. No wonder she 

welcomed the relief from this service which her cousin 

Abigail Hill provided. Abigail's name was listed as a minor 

servant in Anne's household in 1700. Her name appeared on 

40 

the roll of the queen's bedchamber women in 1704. Depend-

ing on Abigail's gratitude for obtaining these positions, 

Sarah believed that she had placed a substitute fully loyal 

to her in the queen's court. So secured, the duchess thought 

she was free to cultivate other interests. 

In the midst of the many events of the first year of 

Anne's reign, which included the continuing war with France 

and the Tory majority in the Commons, John and Sarah Churchill 

had reached a level of power only slightly lower than that 

of the queen herself. On his visit to England in 1703, the 

Austrian Archduke Charles, pretender to the Spanish throne, 

treated Sarah with the ceremony usually accorded to one with 

40 
George Fisher Russell Barker, "Abigail Masham," DNB, 

XII, 1295. 
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41 

a rank of princess. Yet all was not calm and still, for 

the political caldron began to simmer. 

Sarah's natural inclinations, temperament, and free 

thought attracted her to the Whigs from the onset of her 

participation in public life.^ Marlborough, himself, re-
43 

ferred to her as "a true born Whig." Had she lived in the 

twentieth century, Sarah could have actively campaigned for 

the highest office available or perhaps led a women's libera-

tion movement. But her twentieth-century attitude had to 

accommodate itself to a seventeenth-century frame of refer-

ence, and for Sarah this was not an easy adjustment. None-

theless, the queen's most trusted friend and guardian genius 
4 4 

resolved to champion the cause of the Whigs. Sarah's 

vigorous persuasion extended beyond Anne to include both her 

husband and Godolphin, now the queen's trusted ministers, 

and both of moderate Tory leanings. 

Marlborough and Godolphin tried to remain independent of 

both parties. The duke's biographer, Archdeacon Coxe, 

asserts that in 1703, Sarah had made so many efforts to 41 
A. T. Thomson, Memoirs of Sarah, Duchess of Marl-

borough , 2 vols. (London, 1839), II, 31-32. See also 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 9; David Green, Sarah, Duchess 
of Marlborough (London, 1967), pp. 93-94. 

42 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 130. 

4 3 
Dr. Hare to the Duchess of Marlborough, December 1, 

1710, Churchill, Correspondence, II, 27, 

44 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 127. 
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engage her husband in a union with the Whigs that it caused 

44 

embarrassment between Marlborough and the queen. 

The Whigs welcomed Sarah's support. According to 

Bishop Burnet, "she was looked upon by the whole party as 

the person who had reconciled the Whigs to the Queen, from 
45 

whom she was naturally very averse." Unofficially, the 

party in the House of Lords was controlled by a shadow 

ministry known as the Junto. These five men, Lords Wharton, 

Somers, Halifax, Orford, and Sunderland, were the political 

leaders with whom Sarah dealt. The House of Commons was 

dominated by the Tories with Robert Harley as speaker. The 

cause of the Whigs in the Commons was led by Robert Walpole 
46 

and William Cowper. 

From the beginning, Anne was determined to remain inde-

pendent of party control, although her leanings were to Tory 

principles. One of Anne's first acts early in 1703, was to 

create five new peers in order to redress the Whig majority 

in the House of Lords. Sarah persuaded her to include John 
47 

Hervey, a Whig, even over the protests of the other four. 

As a Whig adherent, Sarah undertook the difficult task of 
44 
Coxe, Marlborough, I, 128-132. 

45 
Burnet, History, II, 429. 

46 
Butler, Rule of Three, p. 140. 

47 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 127. See also Trevelyan, 

Blenheim, p. 277; Strickland, Queens of England, VI, 227. 
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moderating Anne1s Tory views. She was successful when fol-

lowing a Whig course strengthened the independence of the 

48 
throne. Yet in matters of the Church, the queen remained 

firm and none of Sarah's sallies, pleadings, or attacks 

49 

ever changed Anne's religious views. The duchess did try 

to insulate the queen from further Tory inroads by carefully 

screening court appointments. When one of the Tory leaders, 

Laurence Hyde, earl of Rochester, petitioned her for a place 

for his daughter as a lady of the bedchamber, Sarah denied 

his request on the pretext that the number of places fixed 

by the queen had already been exceeded. In truth, Sarah Saw 

Rochester both as a threat and a wrong-headed politician; 

and she risked denying his request although he was a blood 

relation to the queen. 

In 1703, the first Bill for Religious Conformity passed 

the Commons; but it was defeated in the Lords. Sarah's op-

position to the bill created an irritation between herself 
51 

and the queen, who had supported it. The first year of 

war had taken its toll, especially on the Tory land owners. 
4 8 
Sunderland to the Duchess of Marlborough, 1705, quoted 

in Coxe, Memoirs, I, 377: " . . . for I am sure nobody has 
contributed more toward it [Anne's new attitude toward the 
Whigs] than you." See also the Duchess of Marlborough to 
Bishop Burnet, n.d., Churchill, Correspondence, II, 110. 

49 
Churchill, Memoirs, p. 232. See also Butler, Rule of 

Three, p. 141. 
50 
Thomson, Memoirs, I, 360-361. 

51 
Coxe, Memoirs, I, 144. 
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Yet, as Godolphin and Marlborough found themselves caught 

between the two political factions, Sarah gravitated even 

more toward the Whigs. The voices of the high Tories, such 

as Daniel Finch, earl of Nottingham, and Lord Rochester, 

became louder and more menacing. Finally, Mr. Freeman and 

52 

Mr. Montgomery threatened to resign. A second Bill of 

Conformity passed in the Commons, but was again defeated in 

the Lords. In January, 1704, the duke sailed for Holland to 

begin preparations which would lead to the August victory at 

Blenheim. Before he left, Sarah's shrewish temper had in-

cited a quarrel with the queen. When she relented, Marl-
53 

borough was overjoyed. 

The political in-fighting and maneuvering of 1703 was 

not lost on two ambitious men: Robert Harley, leader of the 

moderate Tories, and Charles Spencer, third earl of Sunder-

land and member of the Whig Junto. 

It did not take Harley long to incur Sarah's distrust, 
54 

and she usually referred to him as "Robin the Trickster." 

His reputation as a manipulator and wirepuller in the Commons 

was well earned. Moderation was his creed: subtle propa-

ganda, secrecy, and devious intelligence were his hallmarks. 

52 
Coxe, Memoirs, I, 132-135. 

53 
Stanhope, History of the Reign of Queen Anne, p. 128. 

54 
William Cowper's description of a 17 05 dinner party 

which included Harley reveals that the Cowpers among others 
distrusted the cunning secretary. William Cowper, Diary, 
quoted in Butler, Rule of Three, p. 181. 
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Santimony and ingrat.ia.tion embellished his manner. No wonder 

Sarah detested him as her antipode. In 1704, she warned the 

duke of his artifices and did everything she could to shake 

55 
Marlborough's confidence in the speaker. Eventually, she 

* 56 
was successful. 

In direct contrast to Sarah's dislike for Harley was 

57 

her admiration for the Whig Charles Spencer. Sunderland, 

a doctrinaire Whig, later became a liability for the duke 

with the queen. Not only did he fortify Sarah's outspoken 
58 

Whig tendencies, but he incurred Anne's lasting detestation. 

She never forgot that he even spoke in Parliament against 

her husband obtaining a £100,000 allowance should he survive 

her. Neither did Anne ever forgive him for saying that 
59 

George's appointment as lord high admiral was ludicrous. 

When he threatened to attack the Admiralty for mismanagement, 

she saw this as a direct assault against the throne. In 
55 

Coxe, Memoirs, I, 152. 
^The Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

June 10, 1706, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 29-30. Cf. 
Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, July 1, 
17 06, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 33. See also Duke of 
Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, July 29, 1706, 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 39; Duke of Marlborough to the 
Duchess of Marlborough, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 70. 

"^Coxe, Memoirs, I, 262; II, 12. 
tZ C) 
The Duchess of Marlborough to [?], April 23, 1711, 

Churchill, Correspondence, II, 66. 

59 
Green, Queen Anne, p. 86. 



1708, when Sunderland proposed that the Jacobites involved 

in conspiracy be released on condition that all sixteen 

Scottish peers returned to the Lords be Whigs, the queen 

accused him of usurping her authority and threatened his 

6 0 

dismissal. To Anne, Sunderland's actions meant republican-

ism. She saw his moves as attempts to subordinate the 

monarchy to an oligarchy, and not without reason. 

Charles Spencer knew his mother-in-law all too well. 

He understood her longing for participation in the male 

dominated world of politics. He also sensed her need for 

dedication to a cause—one which he readily provided, the 

Whig party.^ His surviving letters to her include careful 

discussions of party politics with appropriate references to 

how indebted the Whigs and England were to her efforts with 

the queen. "I_f England is saved," he assured her, "it_ is 

entirely owing to your good intentions, zeal and pains you 
6 2 

have taken for it." Such tributes were heady stuff, even 
63 

for a duchess who was accustomed to flattery and compliments. 

^Green, Queen Anne, p. 187. See also Churchill, 
Correspondence, II, 256. 

G X 
> Lord Sunderland to the Duchess of Marlborough [March 

or April, 1706], Churchill, Correspondence, I, 14-16. 
1 Lord Sunderland to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

September 8, 1705, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 12. See 
also Lord Sunderland to the Duchess of Marlborough, 
September, 1706, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 48. 

6 3 
Lord Peterborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

March 2, 17 04, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 3. 
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After the death of her son John, Lord Churchill, marcr 

of Blandford in 1703, Sarah was even more vulnerable. The 

Whig cause filled a need,- and she looked to Sunderland to 

carry on the family glory. Sarah's good friend, Mary Cowp 

summed up their relationship this way, "1t is no wonder 

Sunderland was so devoted to her, since he was so well pai 

64 
for it." There is some indication that the duke had lit 

axs 

er, 

d 

tie 

65 

love for his ambitious Whig son-in-law. In the end, Sarah 

convinced the duke of Sunderland's value, just as she con-

vinced him of Barley's treachery. 

The August victory at Blenheim solidified the position 

of the Marlboroughs as England's most illustrious couple, 

ranking just below the queen and her consort. On behalf of 

the Whigs, Sarah began to exert double pressure.^ Dividing 

her efforts between the duke and the queen, she viewed the 

times as too serious for a coalition of Whigs and Tories. 

To her, only a government based upon a strict party rule 

could bring discipline and obedience at home and success 

abroad. She continually warned the duke about Harley and 

64 
Mary Cowper, Diary of Mary, Countess Cowper, Lady of 

the Bedchamber to the Princess of Wales [hereafter cited as 
"Cowper, Diary"] (London, 1864), p. 123 (July 16, 1716). 

65 
John Churchill to Sarah Churchill, n.d., quoted in 

Butler, Rule of Three, p. 162. See also the Duke of Marl-
borough to "the "Duchess of Marlborough, August 30, 1706, 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 44; Lord Godolphin to the 
Duchess of Marlborough, n.d., Churchill, Correspondence, I, 
156. The same doubts were expressed by the lord treasurer. 

f> f t 

Churchill, Memoirs, pp. 257-258. 
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his Tory colleague, Henry St. John, whom she referred to as . 

the sneakers. She told the duke that he was sacrificing 

himself for the sake of these two sneakers by not aligning 

67 

himself with the powerfully organized Whigs. Her letters 

were continually darkened with vicious comments about Tory 

opposition to the war. Above all, she was bent on making a 

breach between the duke and the Tories. 

Her efforts toward the queen were directed to arguing 

and nagging Anne into submitting to a Whig ministry. Sarah's 

judgment of people and politics had "fascinated, fleetingly 
6 8 

convinced and at times terrified the queen." The sharp' 

contrast between the duchess and the queen was not important 

as long as their relationship was private and involved little 

real power. Unlike her husband, the duchess never accepted 
69 

the submissive role of subject to sovereign. Her court 

position placed Sarah at the center of politics. With her 

powerful practical mind and caustic tongue, she sought to 

play a prominent part in all the business of the queen. In 

her husband's absence, she was a link between Marlborough 
70 

and the queen. Godolphin treated her as a cabinet colleague. 
f\ *1 

'Churchill, Marlborough, III, 313. 

^Churchill, Marlborough, IV, 146. 

69 
Churchill, Marlborough, III, 40-41. See also 

Marlborough, Memoirs, p. 301. 
70 
Lord Godolphin to the Duchess of Marlborough, July 14, 

1706, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 30-31. See also Lord 
Godolphin to the Duchess of Marlborough, September 14, 1706, 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 45. 
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By 1705, Sarah was united to Anne by what seemed to be a 

life-long tie which gave her the appearance of having the 

71 

power to "move or mar." 

Most biographers of the duchess agree that up to 1705, 

she was Anne's favorite companion. But her persistent policy 

of "politics in private" cooled this relationship. By the 

summer of 1705, the queen was as dependent on Abigail Hill 

as on the duchess for companionship. Abigail had not yet --

openly expressed political views, but she was certainly not 

72 

apolitical. Sarah's complicated social obligations, the 

building of Blenheim Palace, and her increasing political 

involvement all served to keep her away from Court for 

longer and longer periods. 

The political events of 1705 proved to be a test of 

Sarah's influence over the queen and also, perhaps, the be-

ginning of her undoing. The Whig Junto decided to make a 

dual power play by putting Sunderland forth as their candi-

date for official favor as secretary of state and William 

Cowper as keeper of the great seal. Even Godolphin supported 

Cowper and petitioned the queen for this appointment. Stiff 

letters passed between the duchess and the queen; but the 
71 
Churchill, Marlborough, III, 315-317. Churchill 

thought that the duchess set little store by patronage and 
favors. Sarah's interests, he contends, "were power—to 
manage the Queen for the glory of the realm." 

72 
Churchill, Marlborough, III, 318. Churchill implies 

that whenever possible Abigail began to make comments upon 
public affairs which pleased the queen. 
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queen yielded; and the seal of office was transferred to 

73 

Cowper on October 11, 1705. 

The 1705 elections for the Commons, with the usual 

discrepancies and charges of corruption, brought the 

duchess's name .into the political fracas. William Bromley, 

a high Tory, compared her to Alice Piers, a politically-

minded favorite of Edward III, because Sarah had supported 

Admiral Henry Killigrew in the St. Albans elections. By 

this time, the duchess was involved with the Whigs to the 

point of obsession. Letters between the duke and his 

duchess are filled with warnings and threats of political 

catastrophe. The duke feared too much involvement with 

factions; Sarah feared that his political neutrality would 
75 

make him a sacrifice to the Tories. 

Whig opposition to extending an invitation to the 

Electress Sophia for an English visit won a brief spot of 
7 6 

favor with the queen. Not losing any opportunity, the 

Whigs decided to push their luck and get the office of 

secretary for Sunderland. The forcing of Sunderland on the 

queen has been characterized as the "first act of high 
73Coxe, Memoirs, I, 348, 257-259; Churchill, Marl-

borough, V, 26. 
74 
Burnet, History, II, 429. See also Coxe, Memoirs, 

I, 257-259; Churchill, Marlborough, V, 26. 
75 
Coxe, Memoirs, I, 262-263. 

7 6 
Green, Queen Anne, p. 145. 



political comedy of the quarrel between Mrs, Freeman and her 

77 

poor unfortunate Morley." Anne could not understand the 

personal feeling involved, but she knew that the presence of 

one member of the Whig Junto in the cabinet might seem like 

an invitation for the rest of the Junto to seek to obtain 

other positions in the cabinet. The duke did not approve of 

the possible appointment of his son-in-law to this position, 

and it took the combined efforts of the duchess and Godolphin 
7 8 

to gain his approval. The persuasion of the Freemans and 

Mr. Montgomery was too much for Anne; and she agreed to 

Sunderland's appointment in November, 1706. As the Whigs 

told Sarah, "it [Sunderland's appointment] was driving the 
79 

nail that would go"; and Sarah Churchill was the hammer 

that drove that nail. 

Marlborough did his best to veer his wife away from the 

dangerous course on which she was headed. The letters which 

sailed back and forth across the channel attest to his fears 
8 0 

and her determination. He cautioned her to be wary of 
'George M. Trevelyan, RamiHies and the Union with 

Scotland, Vol. II of England Under Queen Anne, 3 vols. 
(London, 1934), p. 167. 

7 8 
Coxe, Memoirs, II, 2-12. Several of the letters from 

the duke to the duchess written from August to September, 
1706, expressed a dissatisfaction with Sunderland and Sarah's 
involvement in the whole affair. 

79 
Butler, Rule of Three, p. 182. 

8 0 
The Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

/uigust 19, 170 6, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 42. See also 
the Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 
August 9, 170 6, Coxe, Memoirs, II, 2. 
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all her actions, for the slightest wrong move could bring 

embroilment.^ 

The Sunderland appointment instigated the famous 

nation-notion letter which played an important part in the 

split between Mrs. Freeman and her poor Mrs, Morley. Im-

patient with the queen's reluctance to act on Sunderland's 

appointment, Sarah wrote the following: "I beg of Almighty 

God . . . that Mr. and Mrs. Morley may see their errors as 

82 

to this.notion before it is too late." The queen read 

"notion" as "nation" and the implication of this cut her to 

the quick. Although Sarah wrote many apologetic letters; 

and Godolphin made many pleas, Anne, in true Stuart fashion, 
8 3 

never forgot the presumed insult. 

By 1707 the political tides seemed to favor the Whigs, 

yet Whig ascendancy had ruptured the relationship between 

the duchess and the queen. Coxe concludes that by the autumn 

of 1706, the queen began to draw away from Marlborough and 

Godolphin too. She was disappointed because the duke did 

not rescue her from potential bondage to the Whigs. The 
81 
The Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

September 24, 1705, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 13: 
" . . . but if you should leave off visiting and give your 
reason for it, I should think that might be the occasion of 
some more disagreeable discourses." 

82 
Coxe, Memoirs, II, 13. 

Q O 
Lord Godolphin to the Duchess of Marlborough, 1706, 

Churchill, Correspondence, I, 64. See also Kathleen Campbell, 
Sarah: Duchess of Marlborough (Boston, 1932), pp. 297-301. 
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acrimonious reproaches of the duchess furthered her aliena-

84 

tion. Still a next to Anne, Sarah Churchill- was the most 

powerful woman in England. Grub Street pamphleteers referred 

to her as Queen Zara and her associates, including Godolphin, 

were called Zarians. More.and more, Sarah's various obliga-

tions took her away from the queen's small domestic circle. 

This absence left a gap in the queen's life which did not go 

unfilled. Abigail Eill had been part of Anne's household 

for several years, and it seemed only natural that the 

absence of the duchess could be compensated by her trusted 

cousin's presence. Secure in the knowledge that the queen's 

personal needs were receiving reliable attention, Sarah 
B 5 

relaxed her attendance at Court. 

The duchess had been warned by her friend, adviser, and 

ghost writer, Arthur Maynwaring, of Abigail's growing influ-
O g 

ence with the queen; but it was not until the secret 1707 

summer marriage of the chambermaid to Samuel Masham, a 

gentleman of the prince's entourage, that Sarah realized 

what had transpired. The marriage had taken place in the 

apartments of John Arbuthnot, physician to the royal family, 

with the queen in attendance. The secrecy of the marriage 

and the involvement of the queen in this clandestine union 
^Coxe, Memoirs, II, 22. 
o E: (--oxe' Memoirs, II, 95-96. 
O C 

Maynwaring to the Duchess of Marlborough, n.d., 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 150. 
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was the first sign that. Mrs. Morley did not reveal every-

8 7 

thing to Mrs. Freeman. A household cabal had developed; 

and as long as Abigail remained in favor with.the queen, 

Robert Harley had access to the throne. 

Incident after incident confirmed the growing influence 

of Mrs. Masham. The fall of the duchess from favor was not 

surprising. The fact that it took so long to become final 

indicates the degree of power which Sarah Marlborough 

wielded. 

By 1708, Sarah realized her mistakes and tried in her 
8 8 

own way to recapture the favor of the queen. She continued 

to reproach the queen through letters and personal remonstra-

89 

tions. The Whigs, particularly members of the Junto, 

realized that Sarah was no longer the sole influence with 

the queen. The more Sarah lashed out against Mrs. Masham, 
90 

the more the queen defended her favorite. This defense of 

Abigail served to arouse all of the duchess's vilifying 
• 4.- I. 9 1 

xnstrncts. 8 7 
Coxe, Memoirs, II, 99—101. See also Marlborough, 

Conduct, pp. 183-184. 
O O 
Burnet, History, II, 496. 

89 
Coxe, Memoirs, II, 203-225. 

90 
Coxe, Memoirs, II, 2 81-282; Marlborough, Conduct, 

p. 204; Thomson, Memoirs, II, 180-181. 
91 
"Marlborough, Conduct, p. 208. 
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In 1708, the Whigs gained the upper hand, or so it. 

92 

seemed. Ear ley lost his position as secretary of state ixi 

February. Godolphin and Marlborough were more and more in-

clined to depend on Whig support, and the war dragged on and 

on. Small signs of discontentment with the Whigs and the 

war appeared. The relationship between the queen and the 

duchess became even further strained with the faux pas of 

the queen's public appearance sans jewels after the victory 

of Oudenarde. Sarah's duties as mistress of the robes and 

groom of the stole included preparing the royal garments and 

jewels for public appearances. When the queen appeared 

without any jewels for this celebration, Sarah took this as 

an insinuation of neglect on her part. She blamed Abigail 

for the slight. All this merely added more fuel to the 

growing feud between Sarah and Abigail. 

The death of Prince George, October 28, 170 8, resulted 

in a rather disgraceful tussle over the consolation of the 
93 

grief-stricken queen. The Whigs used the queen's bereave-

ment to push John Somers, first Lord Somers, in as lord 

president of the Council. The duchess maintained that she 

had martyred herself for Somers, but later he deserted her 
92 
Trevelyan, Ramillies, p. 385. Anne demanded the dis-

missal of Sunderland in June, 170 8, but the Whig victory in 
the elections of that year strengthened his position. 

93 
Green, Sarah, pp. 136-138. See also Jonathan Swift, 

"The Conduct of the Allies," in Political Tracts, 1711-1713, 
edited by Herbert Davis (Princeton, 1951), p. 44. 
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9 4 

and courted favor from Abigail." . The war continued and with 

it a growing dissatisfaction of the Whig government and 

Marlborough's leadership. The battle of Malplaquet, a 

costly victory for the Allies, raised the anti-war rumblings 

to a roaring cry for peace and withdrawal. 

Letters written in 1709 between Sarah and Anne show how 

wide the breach between Mrs. Freeman and Mrs. Morley had 

grown.^ Abigail's reports to Harley confirmed the split. 

The duke warned Sarah frequently in his letters to avoid 

entering into political cabals, but Sarah apparently had 

reconciled herself to Sunderland and resumed her predilection 

for the Whig cause. She continued to plead for the Whigs 

and tried to convince the duke, and through him the queen, 
97 

of the correctness of the Whig stand. The Whigs embraced 

the war with an all-or-nothing pledge—"No Peace without 

Spain." As if to add insult to injury, the Whigs, "acting 

as superannuated women rather than senators," outraged Anne 
9 8 

by suggesting she consider a second marriage. 
94 
Sarah Churchill to Mr. Mallet, September 24, 1744, 

quoted in Trevelyan, Ramillies, p. 391. 
95 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 224. 

96 
Abigail Masham to Harley, September 14, 1709, quoted 

in Butler, Rule of Three, p. 222. 
97 
Coxe, Memoirs, II, 483-490. 

9 8 
Abigail Masham to Harley, February 7, 1709, quoted in 

Feiling, History of the Tory Party, p. 415. 
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Unknown to Sarah or to the Junto, the political tide ' 

had turned. With Marlborough's military successes and 

clandestine advice from Harley, the queen finally felt 

strong enough to drive the Whigs from her cabinet. The 

more Sarah argued and admonished in favor of the Whigs, the 

more alienated Anne grew.^ A final break was inevitable, 

but it had to be calculated correctly, for the duchess was 

still a state and political personage. Improper timing of 

her dismissal could bring Marlborough's resignation, with 

an ensuing crisis in Parliament and a possible break with 

the Allies. If Sarah's judgment had not been warped by her 

intense dislike of Abigail, a tolerable public relationship 

could have continued. Unfortunately, humble propriety 

was not one of Sarah's virtues; and she continued to besiege 

the queen with petty requests and vindictive references to 

"that bedchamber woman.11 ^ T h e duchess held Abigail 

responsible for the loss of her lodgings at St. James, and 

the accusations flew furiously between the duchess and the 

102 
chambermaid, with the queen caught in the crossfire. 

9 9 
Churchill, Marlborough, VI, 196. 

"^^Sarah, Duchess of Marlborough, to Queen Anne, n.d., 
quoted in Green, Sarah, pp. 313-314. See also an anonymous 
letter to Abigail Masham, n.d., quoted in Green, Sarah, 
pp. 315-317. 

"^^Coxe, Memoirs, II, 485-492. 

102 
Coxe, Memoirs, III, 102-105. 
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Marlborough's ill-timed .request for the captain 

generalship for life brought out the wrath of the Tories 

and the libels of the Grub Street hacks.. The most notorious 

of these attacks was a publication titled The New Atlantis, 

written by a Mrs. Rive11a Manley. In this satire, Abigail 

103 

emerged as the heroine who saved England. 

The duchess suspected the Whigs of treachery. Lords 

Somers and Halifax were accused of making overtures to 

Abigail. Of the Whigs, only William Cowper remained trusted. 

Sarah warred with everyone—Abigail, the queen, and the 

Whigs. Matters grew worse each week. By 1710, it was 

obvious that Abigail had replaced the duchess as the queen's 

confidant. Without consulting the duke, Anne decided to 

offer a regiment to Jack Hill, Mrs. Masham's brother. 

Marlborough was shocked beyond belief and threatened to 
104 

resign unless Abigail left the queen's service. After 

many letters, a compromise was reached. Hill did not get 

his regiment, but Abigail remained at Court. 

The queen listened more and more to the popular clamor, 

which was brought to her attention by Abigail. According to 

the pamphleteers, Anne had been placed in bondage by a 
103 

Green, Sarah, p. 14 3. 
104 

George M. Trevelyan, The Peace and the Protestant 
Succession, Vol. Ill of England Under Queen Anne, 3 vols., 
(London, 1934), pp. 38-43. See also Coxe, Memoirs, III, 11. 
Sunderland was prepared to bring a demand for Mrs. Masham's 
dismissal before Parliament. 
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single family. Each day the Tory position grew stronger, 

and with the trial of Dr. Henry Sacheverell, it was solidi-

fied. The last face-to-face confrontation between Sarah 

and Anne took place on April 6, 1*710. It was painful for 

both. The events which followed---Sunderland1 s replacement, 

107 

Godolphin1s dismissal—opened the way for Tory domination. 

It would be only a matter of time until Sarah lost her pub-

lic posts. 

In November of 1710, Swift published charges of impro-

priety and mismanagement of funds against the duchess. 

Sarah appealed to the queen, "all my service has not been 

able to protect me against the malice of a bedchamber 

108 

woman." The queen formally requested the surrender of 

the offices held by the duchess in early January, 1711. On 

the seventeenth of January, the duke went to the queen to 

plead for his wife. He carried with him a letter from the 

duchess requesting final reconsideration; but Anne had made 
109 

up her mind; and the gold key was surrendered. The 
105 

Coxe, Memoirs, III, 3. See also the Duke of Marl-
borough to the Duchess of Marlborough, September 7, 1709, 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 212-213. 
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Trevelyan, Peace and the Protestant Succession, 

pp. 48-62. 
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Burnet, History, II, 546-547. 
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Marlborough, Conduct, p. 16. See also, "An Account 

of the Duchess of Marlborough's Interview with the Queen, 
April 6, 1710, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 295. 
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Coxe, Memoirs, II, 172-182. See also Boyer, History 

of the Reign of Queen Anne, p. 484. 
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duchess of Somerset became the groom of the stele and 

mistress of the robes; Abigail Masham became keeper of the 

privy purse. Sarah blamed Abigail for her fall. In 

spite of her usually keen perceptions, she was unaware of 

how great a role Robert Harley had played in her dismissal. 

This was characteris tic of Sarah, who found it all too 

easy to overlook incidents which were distasteful to her. 

Because she was a natural snob, she often misjudged those 

she considered somehow inferior. Self-centered, confident, 

and arrogant, she seldom admitted that she could err either 

in judgment or in action. With Robert Harley, she had. 

Early in Anne's reign, Harley, as an ambitious politi-

cian, had endeavored to ingratiate himself with the duchess 

although he dreaded the temper and influence of "that busy 

woman." Sarah scarcely accorded him a civil reply or ac-

knowledgment . A contemporary commented that her aversion 

was so great that "with a haughty air [she] despised all 

that gentleman's civilities, though he never discontinued 

, . ii 2 

nis endeavours to gain her friendship." His patronage of 

Sir Charles Hedges did not endear him to the duchess who 

wanted Hedges1s secretaryship of state for Sunderland. 

"'""̂ Burnet, History, II, 563. 

^"^"An Account of the Private Interview of Mrs. 
Masham . . .," Churchill, Correspondence, I, 410-416. See 
also Marlborough, Conduct, p. 227. 

112 
Thomson, Memoirs, II, 64. 



Swift would have his readers believe that the duke's 

dismissal was a natural consequence of his wife's fall. 

"For twenty-five years the duchess had the favors of the 

113 

queen and she never missed any opportunity to her advantage." 

Yet, it was Swift1s "Conduct of the Allies," which was not 

written until 1711, that did so much to undermine Marlborough. 

The duke's dismissal was more a result of political neces-

sity than of personal feelings. The new ministry needed to 

establish itself, and one way to do this was to obtain peace 

with France. The ministers knew that Marlborough would never 

have agreed to a conciliatory peace. He had to go. 

Accusations of war profiteering were brought against 

him; and at the end of 1711, Marlborough was turned out- of 

all his employments. Swift was convinced that Marlborough 

might not have had charges raised against him in the Commons 

had not animosity, especially that of Abigail, been aroused 
114 

against him by Harley. 

In semi-disgrace, the Marlboroughs left England for a 

European tour. They did not return until after the queen's 

death in 1714. The fall of the Churchills seemed to clear 

the way for Tory domination, but the queen was resolute and 

determined not to submit to any party. With illness and age, 
113 

Jonathan Swift, Historical Writings, Vol. X of The 
Prose Works of Jonathan Swift, edited by Temple Scott (London, 
1925), pp. 25-26. 

114 
Swift, Historical Writings, p. 87. 
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she became even more wary and inscrutable until not even 

Anne Stuart understood her own actions. 

With the accession of George I, Sarah and John returned 

to England and regained some of their prestige under the 

Hanoverians. Later Sarah would write, . . 1 know that in 

the late Queen's time, though I was a favourite, without the 

help of the Duke of Marlborough and Lord Godolphin, I should 

not have been able to do anything of any consequence and the 

things that are worth naming will ever be done from the in-

115 
fluence of men."" Yet the duchess spared no effort in 

116 

seeking favor from the new king. • 

The duke died in 1722. His surviving consort dedicated 

the last twenty-two years of her life to removing any defama-

tions which tarnished the luster of the Marlborough name. 

As an octogenarian, she wrote her own vindication, Conduct, 

with the assistance of Nathaniel Hooke. Even though she 

thought Blenheim Palace an expensive pile of rocks, she 

battled until it was completed. Relentlessly, she hounded 
117 

her children and grandchildren to the point of obsession. 

Never at peace with the party in power, the dowager-duchess 

plagued the ministers of the two Georges like a proverbial 
115 

Marlborough Ms. E54, Blenheim Palace, quoted in 
Alfred L. Rowse, The Churchills (New York, 1958), p. 12. 

116 
Thomson, Memoirs, II, 7-8. See also Cowper, Diary, 

p. 122 (July 16, 1716}. ~ 
117 

Cowper, Diary, p. 107 (April 19, 1716). 
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thorn. Neither was she one to hide her opinions under a 

bushel basket, and her reputation as a hoop-skirted battle-

ax was honorably earned. She carried her husband's martial, 

daring spirit into her social, domestic, and business life. 

Whatever role she assumed, Sarah Churchill would not be 

ignored. 

The nature of her influence and power was not as great 

as some of her friends or detractors contend, but neither 

was it as minimal as the aged duchess would have posterity 

118 

believe. The duke cind Godolphin empowered her with the 

authority to affect important decisions, which she did at 

every opportunity. 

Anne left the disposal of many court offices to her 

discretion and was guided by her prejudices and opinions. 

Although Sarah found that even she was not able to move the 

queen unless Anne was willing, Mrs. Freeman's guiding hand 

was quite visible in the 1704 dismissal of the Tory secre-

taries of state, Lord Nottingham and Edward Villiers, first 

earl of Jersey, and the Tory comptroller of the household, 

Edward Seymour. Without Sarah to plead their cause, the 

Whigs would have found the queen much less receptive to 

their appointments. 

XI8 
Coxe, Memoirs, I, 236. Coxe notes that Sarah became 

embroiled in a 1704 political feud to such an extent that 
she "not only importuned her husband to discard such in-
sidious colleagues, but vehemently reproached Godolphin for 
his impolicy. 11 See also Maurice Ashley, Marlborough (London, 
1939)} p. 91. 
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As Anne's, reign-progressed, the duchess found the queen 

obstinately immovable in ecclesiastical matters. At first, 

the queen yielded to the counsels of the Marlboroughs and 

Godolphin for although she had promised the Reguis professor-

ship at Oxford to Harley's candidate, George Smalridge, she 

awarded the position to the duke's choice, Dr. John Potter. 

Yet when the bishoprics of Chester and Exeter became vacant 

in the spring of 1708, she nominated two anti-Whig candi-

119 

dates for the positions. Sarah saw the hand of Robert 

Harley engineering these appointments, and she accused the 

queen of surrendering her entire confidence to Robin the 
120 

Trickster and Mrs. Masham. 

Unquestionably, the duke looked to his wife as his 

chief confidant; and he trusted implicitly in her judgment, 

though he tried to temper her caustic tongue and passionate 
rages with his soothing admonitions for caution and patience. 
Not only did he leave his financial affairs in her hands 

121 

when he was abroad, but he also gave her "leave to open 

the Queen's letter's to him" before they were forwarded on to 

119 
Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

May 6, 1708, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 115-116; Duke of 
Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, May 24, 1708, 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 124. See also Thomson, 
Memoirs, II, .128; Green, Queen Anne, pp. 164-166. 

120 
Marlborough, Conduct, pp. 190-191, 223-224. 

] 21 
Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

June 24, 1709, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 180. 
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122 
him. " Those letters from the queen and others which 

reached him by another means were often sent to the duchess 

for her perusal before she shared the contents with Sidney 

123 

Godolphxn. The lord treasurer, too, shared his confi-

dences with her; and he valued her opinions as he would have 
124 

those of another minister. 

Neither the duke nor the lord treasurer favored Sunder-

land until Sarah convinced them that his appointment was 

necessary for the survival of their ministry and the con-
12^ 

txnuation of the war. Her attitude and actions helped to 

alienate Robert Harley and drive him into the opposition. 

To Sunderland, she was a pawn to be used in the game of 

politics; to Harley, she was a threatening obstruction which 

had to be removed. Her positive efforts brought Sunderland 

to the center of power, and her mistakes, especially those 

which involved her relationship with the queen, allowed 
122 

Endorsement following letter from Queen Anne to 
the Duke of Marlborough, December 28, 1706, Churchill, 
Correspondence, II, 240. 

123 
Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

May 24, 1708, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 123; Duke of 
Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, Churchill, 
Correspondence, I, 167. 

124 
Goaolphin to the Duchess of Marlborough, July 24, 

1710, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 355; Godolphin to the 
Duchess of Marlborough [June 12, 1710], Churchill, Corre-
spondence , I, 348. 

125 
Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

June 15, 1710, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 349. Cf. Duke 
of Marlborough to the Duchess, August 30, 1706, Churchill, 
Correspondence, I, 44. 
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Robert Harley to seize his opportune moment and gain politi-

c al power. Arthur Maynwaring, her gossipy co-author, caught 

her essence when he wrote, "There is nobody like her, nor 

ever will be.1,126 

126 
Marlborough Ms. E26, Blenheim Palace, quoted in 

Green, Sarah, p. 309. 



CHAPTER II 

THE EFFECT OF ABIGAIL MASHAM ON THE FORTUNES OF 

THE WHIG AND TORY PARTIES FROM 1702-1714 

In contrast to the brilliant figure of Sarah Churchill, 

Abigail Hill Masham appears to recede into the shadows of 

Queen Anne's court. Unlike her cousin, Lady Masham wrote no 

vindications even though she reached a pinnacle of power 

almost equal to that held by the duchess. As a tribute to 

her discretion, her friend Jonathan Swift aptly nicknamed 

her Mrs. Still. 

The reign of the last Stuart monarch was marked by the 

struggle between the Whigs and the Tories in their attempts 

to dominate the ministry. Anne's last act as queen was an 

endeavor to hold onto the selection of her ministers and 

thus keep control of the government conducted in her name."*" 

In 1705, she wrote to Lord Godolphin, 

All I desire is my liberty in encouraging and 
employing all those that concur faithfully in 
my service, whether they are called Whigs or 2 
Tories, not to be tied to one, nor the other. 

Anne would have preferred not to have veered from this posi-

tion. 

"'"Keir, Constitutional History, p. 288. 

2 
Coxe, Memoirs, II, 3. 

40 
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The Whigs and Tories of the late Stuart period were 

3 

embryonic forms of later political parties." Although in 

King William's reign, party lines had softened, by 1702 the 

lines separating the Whigs and Tories were clear and distinct 

once again. The struggle between the two parties for control 

of the government culminated in the question of Occasional 

Conformity, perhaps the single most important domestic issue 

in Anne *s reign.^ 

The war debate provided another cleavage between the 

two parties. Yet it would be a grave error to categorize 

all Whigs as war hawks or all Tories as doves, for within 

each party were many separate factions—Tory zealots, the 

tackers; Whig extremists, the republicans; and the moderates 

of both sides. Outside of the two political camps, a sort 

of no man's land existed where a few politicians tried to 

remain independent of party control. Until events and 

circumstances forced them to align themselves with party 

interests, Godolphin, Marlborough, and Harley acted in this 

spirit. "Within each camp the party men spoke at times not 
5 

with one voice, but with many." This was true for most 

political issues of Anne's reign. By 1711, the parties no 

longer argued over how, when, and where the war should be 
3 
Holmes, British Politics, pp. 1-9. 
4 
Holmes, British Politics, pp. 99-103. 

^Holmes, British Politics, p. 8. 
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fought; rather their differences centered on how and v/hat 

kind of peace should be made. 

Unlike the parties after 1714, whose differences were 

concentrated more in opposition to the program of the party 

in power, the Whigs and Tories of Anne's reign were ideologi-

cally identifiable. The Tories were more isolationist, 

insular, and royalist; while the Whigs stressed the Protestant 

succession, continental trade, and Parliament. 

In the midst of this party turmoil brooded Queen Anne, 

who clung tenaciously to her anachronistic belief that the 

throne could rule above party. Long alienated from William, 

Anne had little opportunity to profit from the lessons 

William had learned about guiding Parliament and selecting 

a cabinet. Party men soon discovered that a direct partisan 

approach to the queen usually spelled disaster, and the only 

way to circumvent the monarch's unyielding stand was via the 

backstairs. Closet politics are peculiar to any form of 

personal rule, and in Anne's reign they played a larger 

share than in most. Freed from the problem of male favorites, 

men of political ambition focused their attention on the 

6 

queen's feminine companions. Until 1707, Sarah Churchill 

was the object of this attention. After 1707, the duchess 

was outwardly replaced in the queen's affections by Abigail 

Hill. 

6 
Holmes, British Politics, p. 210. 
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Geoffrey Holmes is partly correct when he concludes, 

"The royal favourites occasionally played a negative or 

destructive role of real importance, but were never an 

indispensable positive factor in the success of any of Queen 

7 

Anne's administrations." Although neither Sarah nor 

Abigail wielded the scepter, without their assistance, party 

men would have been stymied. 

Robert Barley was probably right when he told Abigail, 
8 

"You cannot set any one up; you can pull any one down." 

What he did not add was that negative influence can have 

just as much effect as a positive force. This chapter wiil 

evaluate the negative as well as the positive effects of 

Abigail Hill Masham on the fortunes of the Whig and Tory 

parties. 

Sir Winston Churchill found Abigail "probably the 

smallest person who ever consciously attempted to decide and 
9 

in fact decided the history of Europe." To Sarah she was 

daunting, viperous, and omnipotent. Both pictures are exag-

gerations. Judging from her surviving letters, she was 

often frustrated and much under Anne's thumb. Bishop Burnet 

drew the best contemporary analysis of Abigail's ascendancy 

when he said, "she observed the Queen's temper with so much 
7 
Holmes, British Politics, p. 216. 

8 
Holmes, British Politics, p. 216. 

^Churchill, Marlborough, V, 322. 
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application that she got far into-her heart„" Once there, 

like Sarah, she attempted to influence the queen for a 

cause she believed just and right. 

Little is known of Abigail's early life except that she 

gained her position at court through the auspices of her 

11 

cousin, Sarah Churchill. Sarah'• s father and Abigail's 

mother were two of Sir John Jennings's twenty-two children. 

Mary Jennings Hill married a "Turkey merchant" and specu-

lator. Mr. Hill speculated himself into insolvency and died 
12 

leaving four children, of whcm Abigail was the oldest. At 

first, Sarah ignored the existence of the Hills; and pre-

sumably an appeal to her for help was a last resort. In all 

probability, Sarah treated the Hills in a proud patronizing 

manner when she assumed the part of Lady Bountiful. Rescued 

from her menial position as waiting woman to Lady River of 

Kent, Abigail was appointed as the Churchill's nursery-maid. 
13 

The other Hill children were clothed and properly placed. 

The condescending attitude of the Churchills toward the 

Hills never quite disappeared. For a time, Abigail remained 

silent and suffering; but she never lost a shy, but proud 

disposition characteristic of someone who had seen better 
"^Green, Queen Anne, p. 169. 

"^Marlborough, Conduct, pp. 177-178. 

12 
George Fisher Russell Barker, "Abigail Masham," DNB, 

XIX, 1295 

13 Marlborough, Conduct, pp. 177-181. 
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days and then, through unfortunate circumstances, sunk into 

servitude. 

A plain, embarrassed, penniless woman, Abigail came to 

Anne's court through Sarah's sponsorship to earn her 1iving 

as a chambermaid. This position was not a job for a gentle-

woman , unless financial conditions placed her under an 

economic hardship. By 1707, Abigail was employed as the 

queen's dresser. This meant that she was also the queen's 

most available companion. No doubt the queen found refuge 

in her soothing ways and enjoyed listening to Abigail play 

the harpsichord. With the queen's fondness for music, this 

14 

mutual interest formed a natural bond between them. 

Abigail was willing to do all her job entailed—sleeping 

near the queen on the floor, opening doors for her majesty, 
15 

and even emptying slops. This willingness to do for the 
16 

queen was quite a contrast to the actions of the duchess. 

^Strickland, Queens of England, VI, 226. 

"^Peter Laslett, "Masham of Otes: The Rise and Fall of 
a Family," History Today, III (August, 1953), 535. See also 
H. T. Riley,' "Abigail," Notes and Queries, 1st Series, VIII 
(July 9, 1853), 42-43. Riley contends that Abigail was 
probably used as a synonym for a lady's maid before Anne's 
reign, but more likeiy it came into common usage afterwards 
having its origins as a malicious Whig reference to Abigail's 
background. 

"^Chancellor, Sarah Churchill, p. 122. See also 
Churchill, Memoirs, pp. xviii-xxx. According to one widely 
circulated anecdote, the duchess had once mistakenly put on 
the queen's gloves. When Abigail informed her of the error, 
she pulled them off and made a rude remark about the "odious 
hands" of the queen. Apparently, the queen overheard the 
slight. 



After the queen's death, Abigail returned to Otes, the • 

Masham estate; but unlike her cousin the duchess, she never 

wrote her memoirs or a vindication of her conduct. In a 

gossipy age, Lady Masham appeared to be content with obscu-

rity . The Marlboroughs, Godolphin, Swift, Dr. John 

Arbuthnot, and Alexander Pope tell much about the incidentals 

of her life; but none revealed what was really going on 

behind her broad features and red nose. Any possible records 

] 7 

or letters were lost when the library at Otes was disbanded. 

Trevelyan categorized her as Harley's pawn, and toasts 

of "damnation to Mrs. Masham" were often raised among Marl-
18 

borough's troops. At the height of her influence in 1711, 
Jonathan Swift wrote during her confinement, "Pray God to 

preserve her life which is of great importance [to the 

19 

Tories]." On Grub Street, pamphleteers hawked damaging 

satirical rhymes about the chambermaid who had become the 

"^Laslett, "Masham of Otes," p. 537. 

18 
Trevelyan, Ramillies, pp. 318, 385. Trevelyan placed 

the blame for the loss of the crown's ability to mediate 
between the political factions on this "busy woman." 

19 
Swift to Archbishop King, August 21, 1711, Jonathan 

Swift, The Correspondence of Jonathan Swift, D.D., 6 vols, 
[hereafter cited as "Swift, Correspondence"] (London, 1910), 
I, 278. 
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20 
queen's favorite. The duchess took great delight m send-

21 
ing this kind of shocking doggerel to the queen. 

Abigail was a Tory and high churchwoman during Anne's 

reign. Some writers credited her views as mere matters of 

22 

convenience. This is too strong an indictment for xt 

simply repeats Sarah's invectives. Modern Jacobite histo-

rians include her name in the list of Jacobite sympathizers 
23 

at Anne's court. If she was, the accession of George I 

quelled her ardor. The astute Robert Harley was perceptive 

enough to recognize the degree of influence that Abigail had 

with the queen even before she was cognizant of its politi-

cal significance.^ 

Harley discovered that he and Abigail were cousins, and 
25 

both accepted this as fact after 1705. They soon found 

they had much in common—ideology, ambition, and enmity for 
20 
Dobree, Sarah Churchill, p. 57. "When as Q A 

of great renown/Great Britain's sceptre swayed/Beside the 
church she dearly loved/A dirty chambermaid." 

21 
The Duchess of Marlborough to the Queen, 1709, 

Churchill, Correspondence, I, 235. 
22 
See, for example, Butler, Rule of Three, p. 122. "If 

Harley and the queen had been Quakers, Abigail would have 
quaked too." 

23 
Bryan Bevan, King James the Third of England (London, 

1967) , p. 56. 
24 
Coxe, Memoirs, II, 96-97. Coxe viewed Harley as a 

manipulator of both Abigail and Anne. 
25 
Burnet, History, II, 486-487. See also Abigail Hill 

to Robert Harley, September 29, 1707, quoted in Churchill, 
Marlborough, IV, 322-323. 
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? 6 
the duchess.'" They both seemed to enjoy intrigue, and 

their correspondence abounds with code references to Lady 

27 

Pye (Sarah) and ray poor Aunt Stephens (the queen). 

Harley's discovery of his cousin coincided with Sarah's 

absences from court. By 1705, the duchess found it both 

necessary and convenient to stay away from court for longer 

and longer periods. With her two daughters in attendance 

and the Hill sisters, Abigail and Alice, in the queen's 

service, the duchess thought she had surrounded Anne with 

reliables, loyal to the duke and herself. Abigail used her 

cousin's absenges to her advantage. In Boyer's words, "she 

made herself so agreeable, that as the Duchess of Marlborough 

let sometimes whole months pass without waiting on the 
28 

Queen, so the Queen very easily dispensed with her absence." 

No doubt the queen welcomed, and perhaps enjoyed, this calm 

respite from the dynamic duchess. 

The duchess was almost oblivious to the growing impor-

tance of her cousin in the queen's affections until she 

learned of Abigail's secret marriage to Samuel Masham. If 
2 6 
Stanhope, History, pp. 400-401. 

Elizabeth Hamilton, The Backstairs Drago_n: A Life of 
Robert Harley, Earl of Oxford (New York, 19̂ 6977 p. 128. See 
also Butler, Rule of Three, p. 190. Abigail's literary 
style and spelling were much better than that of either the 
queen or the duchess. 

2 g 
Boyer, History of the Reign of Queen Anne, p. 322. 
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she had had any forebodings, letters from the duke and re-

79 

assurances from Godolphin had helped to dispel thein. ~ 

The secret marriage of Abigail Hill and Samuel Masham 

was in itself not an unusual event. For Abigail, the marriage 

was a|step up the social ladder. Her husband was the youngest 
| 

son of a baron who was related to the Cromwells. Samuel 

Masham began his court career as a page to the then Princess 

Anne. ! Later he became a gentleman of the bedchamber to 

Princ^ George. The duchess took credit for securing both 
30 

positions for her cousin's future husband. From this 
post, Ihe advanced to that of cofferer of the household and 

i 

officer in the exchequer, an office which he held until 

1716.^ His stepmother, Damaris Cudworth Masham, a woman of 

culture and learning, was greatly admired by John Locke for 
j 

her bijilliant mind. When Locke was forced to leave London 

for his health, he went to Otes where he lived until his 

29 
i The Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

June 9, 1707, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 77: "If you are 
sure that 256 (Abigail) does speak of business to 42 (the 
queen) , I should think you might speak to her with some 
caution . for she certainly is grateful and xvill mind 
v/hat ytou say." Cf. The Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess 
of Marlborough, April 22, 1708, Churchill, Correspondence, 
I, 109; the Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 
May 17, 1708, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 120: ". . . it 
will be easier struggling with George Churchill than with 
her. " 

30 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 181. 

^Barker, "Abigail Masham," DNB, XIX, 1296. 
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death. The great philosopher was buried m the churchyard 

32 

of the Masham estate. 

Through his promotion of this secret marriage, Hariey 

had made the queen a party to a deception contrived to incite 

Sarah's anger. Boyer credits the able politician with 

engineering the marriage and earning Abigail1s lasting grati-
13 

tude. In return, Harlev gained access to the queen. 

This proved infinitely invaluable after Hariey's removal as 

34 

secretary of state in 1708. 

Those who thought that Hariey's dismissal spelled the 

restoration of the duchess knew nothing about the queen. 

Anne never forgot that she was forced to part with Hariey 

against her will. Meanwhile, the duchess had resolved to be 

easy and quiet with the queen in order to regain her confi-
„ 35 
dence. 

The year of Oudenarde was a difficult one. Abigail 

reported faithfully to Hariey; and the picture she painted 

32 
John H. Jesse, Memoirs o_f the Court of England, 4 

vols. (London, 1901), III, 99. See also Christabel Osbourne, 
"Damaris Masham," DNB, XIX, 1298. 

33 
Boyer, History of the Reign of Queen Anne, p. 322. 

34 
Swift to Archbishop King, February 12, 17 08, Swift, 

Correspondence, I, 75: "Hariey had been carrying on an 
intrigue to alter the ministry and began with no less an 
enterprise than that of removing the lord treasurer, and had 
nearly affected it, by the help of Mrs. Masham, one of the 
Queen's dressers, who was a great and growing favourite, of 
much industry and insinuation." 

35 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 213. 
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for him was the one that he wanted to see—a browbeaten, 

terrified queen, imprisoned by unscrupulous, lustful 

favorities who were eager to prolong the war and to force 

36 

the queen to do their bidding. Yet, the bedchamber woman 

gave no hint of Anne1s will power or her obstinacy. Per-

haps, the master deceiver was being beguiled by his star 

pupil. 

Deceived too was the duchess, who became more convinced 

that only Abigail was at the root of her troubles with the 

queen. Sarah carefully planned her attack. She intended to 

besiege the queen, to draw her away from the new confidant, 
37 

and to recapture Anne's affections. The duke tried to 
3 8 

warn her off, but his forebodings went unheeded. When the 

duchess found that her presence at Court did not move the 

queen, she began to stay away. Still, her letters continued. 

With Maynwaring's help, she poured out everything—pleas, 

insults, commands, demand, and threats. Although the queen 

was not freed from Sarah's dominance, her official presence 

was lacking, a slight not to be overlooked. None of this 

was lost on the professional court watchers who now turned 

Abigail Masham to Harley, April 18, 1708; July 21, 
1708, quoted in Churchill, Marlborough, V, 548-549. See 
also Hamilton, The Backstairs Dragon, p. 12 9. 

37 
Maynwaring to the Duchess of Marlborough, April, 

1708, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 111. 
3 8 
Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

September 24, 17 08, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 147. 
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39 
their attentions to Abigail. - Even some of the Whigs made -

40 

overtures to the new favorite. 

In spite of everything, the queen remained immovable. 

As Sarah, Godolphin, and the Junto proposed candidates for 

office, she resisted and opposed them. By the summer of 

1708, the government was slowly grinding to a halt. Sunder-

land decided to make it move again. Either the queen would 

yield or he threatened to expose the Admiralty, including -

the negligence of her beloved Prince George. For a time-, 
41 

Anne was able to stand firm. 

The victory of Oudenarde brought the fiasco at St. 

Paul's. Sarah's temper and tongue played into her enemies' 

hands. In the midst of this petty bickering, Prince George 

died. Without her stabilizing consort, the queen was alone. 

Through everything which went before, Anne had been able to 

lean on her husband. Thomas Fane, sixth earl of Westmore-

land, observed that Prince George "kept the Queen from being 

beguiled to her dishonour . . . for he kept whisperers off 

and helped her judgments to stand by those who had so suc-
42 

cessfully carried on her affairs." Now only Abigail 
39 
Maynwaring to the Duchess of Marlborough, July, 1708, 

Churchill, Correspondence, I, 141. 
40 
Churchill, Memoirs, pp. 261-263. Halifax.and Somers 

were condemned by Sarah for this. The duchess took every 
political act personally. 

41 
Green, Queen Anne, p. 195. 

42 
Green, Queen Anne, p. 201. 



53 

43 
remained. As she herself reveals, Sarah's performance in 

44 

the tragedy was insensitive and unfeeling. 

The queen spent the winter of 1708-1709 in mourning. 

Once again the duchess became attentive. The queen saw 

practically no one, although Sarah suspected that Robert 
45 

Harley was being admitted. She, therefore, convinced the 
duke that as long as Mrs. Masham served the queen, he "could 

46 
not rest easy." Still, he admonished Sarah to "meddle as 

47 

little as possible." The warning was brushed aside. 

Sarah found the temptation to badger the queen irresistible. 

As the duchess complained about interference with her 

offices and lodgings, the queen's patience grew shorter. 

By 1710, Harley decided his credit with the queen was 

strong enough to test the degree of ascendancy which Marl-

borough and the Whigs still held. Abigail's brother, Jack 

Hill, was promoted over an experienced officer to whom the 

duke had promised a command. Abel Boyer contends that in 

43 
Burnet, History, II, 487. Burnet implies that 

Abigail and Harley had the prince's support. Cf. Thomson, 
Memoirs, II, 130-131. 

44 
Marlborough, Conduct, pp. 222-223. See also "Account 

of the Private Interview of Mrs. Masham and the Queen," 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 411-416. 

45 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 22 3. 

46 
Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

July 26, 1709, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 191. 
47 
Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 

August 19, 1709, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 201. 



54 

the queen's eyes Hill's gallant behavior at Almanza and his 

experience as a page earned him the post which was hers, not 

48 

Marlborough's, to bestow. 

Nevertheless, the duke took this as a direct affront to 

his command; and he and the duchess pointedly absented them-

selves from Court. Rumor said that the duke threatened to 

resign. Sunderland and most of the radical Whigs pleaded 

for a showdown and Abigail's removal. They wanted the queen 

to chose between the duke and the bedchamber maid. Sarah 

also wanted Marlborough to make the whole matter one of 

49 

public record. Godolphin and the duke hesitated. Bring-

ing such a demand to Parliament was a form of legislative 
50 

blackmail, and they refused to be party to such an action. 
In the end the duke closed his protest to the queen with a 

plea for protection against "the malice of a bedchamber 

51 

woman." Queen Anne and the duchess had reached an impasse. 

Anne's actions at the trial of Dr. Sacheverell con-

vinced the duchess that Abigail did indeed rule the queen. 

She was not alone. The duke of Shrewsbury informed Sarah 
4 8 
Boyer, History of the Reign of Queen Anne, p. 472. 

49 
The Duchess of Marlborough to Mr. Maynwaring, January, 

1710, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 289. 
qn 
Churchill, Marlborough, VI, 214-216. See also Marl-

borough, Conduct, pp. 230-232. 
51 
Marlborough, Conduct, p. 233. 



that Abigail's power over the queen was limitless.^ A 
! 

popular broadside of the time seemed to substantiate his 

53 

view. This was as Abigail's letters to Harley show. Ill 

widowed, and surrounded by a quarreling household, the queen 

drew from her well of Stuart resolve. She could and would 

say "no." 

Not content to let well enough alone, Sarah pressed for 

an audience in April, 1710. The duchess's account of her 
54 

final interview makes dramatic reading, but one can also 

see why after this the queen never received her again. 

Still, she continued to bombard the queen with her incessant 

letters. When she discovered the value of the queen's 

earlier correspondence, her letters to Anne became peppered 

55 

with threats. 

Even though the queen feared that Sarah might publish 

her scrawls, nothing stopped her determination to rid her-

self of the Whig lords, particularly Sarah's son-in-law, the 

arrogant, detested Sunderland. By July, 1710, Anne thought 
52 
Green, Queen Anne, p. 221. See also the Duke of 

Shrewsbury to the Duchess of Marlborough, February 21, 1708, 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 96. 

53 
Green, Queen Anne, p. 221. "Bright Masham's that 

whirlwind that turns us about,/One whiff of whose breath 
can bring in or put out." 

54 
Marlborough, Conduct, pp. 238-245. 

55 
The Duchess of Marlborough to the Queen, June, 1710, 

Churchill, Correspondence, I, 339-344. 
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she was strong enough to accomplish just that. Godolphin 

and Sarah were next. 

Swift thought that Harley and Mrs. Masham "were the 

56 

sole persons who brought about that great change," but 

this gives too much credit to Mrs. Still and the Dragon. 

The queen decided to remove Godolphin from his post as lord 

treasurer in August, 1710. Five months later, the support 

of Abigail and Harley coupled with the Tory sweep in the 

October election, gave her the courage to do the same with 

the duchess. Only Marlborough remained. When his war 

talents were no longer needed and proved a hindrance to the 

new ministry, he too was forced out. Yet this took a year 

of propaganda, and only when Harley's peace feelers yielded 

positive results could his ouster become an accomplished 

fact. None of the intrigues used against Godolphin or the 

duchess were lost on the young, ambitious Henry St. John. 

In early November, 1710, an alleged plot on the queen's 

life was uncovered. St. John placed an advertisement in the 

Gazette which revealed that "evil designing persons unscrewed 

the timbers of the west roof of the cathedral." Abigail 

confirmed that the screws were indeed removed with the intent 

that the cathedral would fall on the court on Thanksgiving 

Day when the queen and the entire assembly would have been 

present. The excitement generated by this did not last long, 

56 
Green, Queen Anne, p. 230. 
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for a prompt investigation proved that the absent screws 

were the work of negligent workmen who thought the timbers 

would hold without them. Reaction to St. John's discovery 

was more one of merriment than anger, although his malicious 

intent was to implicate the opposition and arouse the queen's 

. ,. .. 57 

indignation. 

The ministerial vacuum left by Godolphin was readily 

filled by Robert Harley. Harley tried to give St. John a 

minor role, but in the end St. John got the position he 

desired as secretary of state. Through a twist of fate, 

Harley was stabbed by the Marquis de Guisard, a French 
5 8 

agent, in March, 1711. The queen was shocked, Harley 

martyred, and St. John suspected. Guisard's death ended any 

thoughts of public revelation which could have been detri-

mental to St. John. 

Confined to six weeks of recuperation, Harley emerged 

from his sick bed as the earl of Oxford. In his absence 

from the queen's council, St. John managed to dispatch an 

ill-fated expedition to Quebec even though Harley had opposed 

such a move. This expedition was led by Jack Hill, Mrs. 

Masham's brother. St. John had taken advantage of Harley's 
57 
Pelicanus Americanus, "Screw Plot," Notes and Queries, 

1st Series, II (April 7, 1855), 267. " 
5 8 
Hamilton, The Backstairs Dragon, pp. 178-183. See 

also Green, Queen Anne, pp. 243-248. 
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indisposition to ingratiate himself with. Abigail and to 

S3 

cultivate the queen as well." 

Iiarley first alienated Mrs. Masham by not supporting 

her plans for gaining wealth and prestige for her family. 

His opposition to the Quebec expedition under Jack Hill's 

command turned Abigail against him.®® From this time on, 

Abigail was drawn closer and closer to Henry St. John. Both 

found their alliance mutually advantageous. In all proba-

bility St. John offered the Quebec command to Hill "because 

Abigail's favor would be a key position in the struggle with 
6 X 

Harley for leadership of the state." Abigail found the 

secretary's Quebec plan financially and socially attractive. 

Mrs. Masham did not lack either monetary or social ambition. 

When Jack Hill returned from the Quebec disaster in October, 

1711, he found his sister's relationship towards Harley 

changed. Messages between the two former confidants were now 
6 2 

relayed through intermediaries. Failure of the expedition 

59 
Hamilton, The Backstairs Dragon, p. 186. 

^John H. Burton, The Reign of Queen Anne, 3 vols. 
(London, 1888), III, 73. See also Feiling, History of the 
Tory Party, p. 433. St. John and Mrs. Masham were said to 
have financial as well as personal interests in the expedi-
tion. 

61 
Trevelyan, Peace, p. 119. 

^[Earl of Mar] to [Earl of Oxford], November 4, 1711, 
Great Britain, Historical Manuscripts Commission, Report on 
the Manuscripts of the Duke of Portland, K.G., 10 vols. 
[hereafter cited" as "H.M.C. , Portland Papers"] (London, 
1931), X, 405. 
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had mortified St. Jolm, but it had enhanced Harley1s stature 

and made the queen's trusted servant more confident than 

6 3 

ever. Had the Quebec adventure succeeded, Abigail's 

break with Harley would have occurred much sooner. As later 

events proved, Robin the Trickster underestimated the nature 

and power of a woman scorned. To the buoyant politician, 

things and people were as they had been before. 

Most of the information about Abigail's role in the 

queen's last ministry comes from the political writings of 

Jonathan Swift. With the fall of Godolphin and the Whigs, 

the Irish dean had been drawn to Harley and the Tories. The 

earl of Oxford soon discovered Swift's talented pen and 

employed him in his agitation and propaganda network. As 

part of Harley's circle, Swift became acquainted with 

Abigail. Even before he met her, he expressed concern for 

her health. Like many court watchers, he realized how vital 

she was to Oxford's success. After their first meeting, he 

told Stella that Abigail reminded him of Mrs. Mololly, his 
64 

former landlady. This casual social intercourse blossomed 

into a friendship which lasted until Abigail's death. 63 
Jonathan Swift, Journal to Stella, 1710-1713, Vol. II 

of The Prose Works of Jonathan Swift, D.D. (London, 1922), 
p. 255. 

64 
Swift, Journal to Stella, pp. 223-224. 
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Earlier, Swift had characterized Mrs- Masham as insinu-

ating . ̂  Once he met her, he found her a sagacious woman of 

wit with "plain sound understanding . . . honest boldness and 

courage superior to her sex . . . full of love, duty and 

6 6 
veneration for the Queen." When she died in 1734, he 

mourned for her and told Pope that she had been his "constant 

6 7 

friend in all times.11 More than once, Abigail tried to 

warn the dean of the queen1s anger.^ 

It was Swift who first attributed the rise and growing 
69 

power of the Tories to Mrs. Masham. Although biased, so 
convincing was his assertion that later historians echoed 

70 

this same position. Swift maintained that both Harley and 

St. John owed much to Mrs. Masham and her connection with 
71 

the queen." Yet, Abigail did not exercise sole feminine 

fs R 
Swift to Archbishop King, February 12, 1708, Swift, 

Correspondence, I, 75. 
G £> 
Jonathan Swift, Historical and Political Tracts-

English, Vol. V of The Prose Works of Jonathan Swift, D.D. 
(London, 1911), p. 449. 

/T 7 
Swift to Pope, May 12, 1735, Swift, Correspondence, 

VI, 177. 
6 B 
Swift, Journal to Stella, p. 305. Abigail tried to 

get Swift to stop the publication of the Windsor Prophecy. 
69 
Swift, Journal to Stella, p. 280. "They [Harley and 

Abigail] sit alone together settling the nation." 
70 
Stanhope, History, p. 424. See also Henry D1Aveney, 

"Abigail Hill," Notes and Queries, 2nd Series, VIII (July 2, 
1859), 9-10. 

^Swift, Political Tracts, 1711-1713, p. 190. 
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sway over Anne but had to share her favored position with 

Elizabeth Seymour, the Carrots of Swift's lampoons. As 

keeper of the privy purse, Abigail proved as capable as the 

duchess had been in screening the queen from petitions and 

72 
petitioners. Indeed, fallowing Marlborough's fall, her 

power seemed awesome. This was a mirage for Anne remained 

73 

as determined as ever not to let herself be governed. 

It took more than Abigail's influence to bring about 

the duke's disgrace. Harley, St. John, Swift, Defoe, and 

even the queen's physician, Dr. John Arbuthnot, all had a 

74 
part. Ill, weary of war, and hounded by Harley, St. John, 

and Abigail, she agreed to dismiss Mr. Freeman from her 

75 

service. 

Coupled with the duke's dismissal, Harley persuaded the 

queen to create twelve new peers so that a Tory majority 

would be assured in both houses of Parliament. Believing 

that the Whig lords had attacked the crown's prerogative to 

create peers in the December, 1712, session of Parliament, 
72 
Countess of Forfar to [earl of Oxford], April 5, 1712, 

H.M.C., Portland Papers, X, 194. 
~^Swift, Journal to Stella, pp. 294-295. 

74 
Although Swift's Conduct of the Allies was the most 

devastating piece of propaganda leveled at the duke, the in-
sinuations of wrongdoing in the last ministry by Arbuthnot 
added to the slander. [John Arbuthnot] , Law is a_ Bottomless 
Pit (London, 1712), pp. 9-17. 

75 
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Anne agreed to Harley1s plan, Reluctantly, and only after -

much, hesitation, did she consent to make Samuel Masham one 

of the twelve ennobled lords. On January 1, 1712, he became 

Lord Masham of Otes in Essex. Although .in a sense, the 

title was granted as a reward to Abigail and her husband, 

the immediate timing of the ennoblement was occasioned by 

the need to increase the number of Tories in the House of 

7 6 

Lords. From contemporary accounts it seems that Anne 

wondered if the wife of the ennobled Lord Masham would be 

willing to continue to fulfill the menial offices which her 
77 

service to the queen required. Although Anne valued 

Abigail as a companion and friend, she never let this change 

her aristocratic view of the proper social order. Age and 

experience made her cautious. She was reluctant to ennoble 

friends and unwilling to risk granting titles to servants 

for fear that once elevated they might seek to encroach upon 

her authority. 

The intra-party maneuverings from 1712 until Anne's 

death in the summer of 1714 are a microcosm of devious and 

baffling political intrigues. In the middle was Anne Stuart, 

mortally ill, vacillating, and more enigmatic than ever. 

Once the war ended, the scrambling factionalism intensified 

at such a furious rate that the court looked more and more 
7 
Churchill, Marlborough, VI, 505. 

^Barker, "Abigail Masham.," DNB, XIX, 1295-1296. 
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like a den of vipers, Still the queen's faith in the heal-

ing powers of the crown remained unshaken, and, when well 

enough, she continued to touch for the evil. 

Abigail, pregnant again in 1712, was ordered by Anne to 

live quietly. No doubt the queen found Lady Masham's court 

absences as disconcerting as Sarah's had been. On the other 

hand, Abigail found it wearing to be both a devoted servant 

and a wife and mother too. This, combined with the queen's 

growing partiality to the duchess of Somerset, could account 

for Dr. David Hamilton's reports of Lady Masham's irritability 

and loud passion. Nevertheless, the queen awarded the 

sinecure of chief ranger of St. James Park to Abigail's two-

7 8 
year-old daughter. 

Although Swift told Stella that Mrs. Still and the 

79 

dragon dined together often, the former confederates had 

grown wary of each other. Abigail's disillusionment with 

Harley increased when he awarded the vacant post of master 

general of the ordinance to the duke of Hamilton and then 

proceeded to make the duke ambassador extraordinary to 

France. Lady Masham had fully anticipated that Oxford would 

award the post to her brother Jack, rather than to a Jacobite 
i ^ 8 0 lord. 

7 8 
Green, Queen Anne, pp. 269, 290. See also John 

Arbuthnot to Swift, November, 1713, Swift, Correspondence, 
II, 93. 

79 
Swift, Journal to Stella, p. 363. 
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After several false starts, the Tory designs for peace 

became a reality at Utrecht in April, 1713. Had Marlborough 

remained in his post, peace would not have been signed as 

quickly. With the war1s end, the major political issue 

became the same one which had troubled England since 1683---

the succession. The deterioration of Anne's health intensi-

J • 31 
fied the xssue. 

Daniel Defoe's The Secret History of the White Staff „. 

classified the various political groups of the day accord-

ing to where they stood in terms of the succession. He in-

cluded Abigail as a prominent member of the high Tories, im-

patient with Oxford's restraint and eager to replace him. 

These high Tories were willing to accept Jacobite assistance, 

although they disliked the pretender. They relied on the 

support of the Jacobites and avoided gestures which would 

have strengthened the Hanoverian cause. Eventually, accord-

ing to Defoe, Lady Masham and the other high Tories caused 

the estrangement of St. John and Harley. A rebuttal of 

Defoe's work, The History of the Mitre and the Purse, 

attempted to blame Oxford for the split. This pamphlet 

pictured Harley as a skilled, evil manipulator who used and 

82 
deceived both Abigail and the queen. 

O 1 
Swift, Journal to Stella, p. 383, 

82 O O 
Jonathan Swift, An Enquiry Into the Behavior of the 

Queen's Last Ministry (Bloomington, 1956), pp. xv-xxxiii. 
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Caught by his conflicting loyalties, Swift mourned the 

coldness which developed between Karley, St. John, and 

Abigail. He divided the blame for the party troubles 

8 3 

equally, but he attributed the cause of it to the queen. 

Anne feared the growing control of her ministers, and 

her fears intensified as the summer of 1713 approached. 

Plagued by the question of the succession, the queen grew 

more cautious and resolute. Above all, whe was determined_ . 

not to be ruled. Surrounded by quarrelsome ministers, she 

began to look to friends of former days like the Somersets 

and the duke of Shrewsbury for comfort and reassurance. Not 

wishing to miss any opportunity to promote their interests, 

the Somersets began to ingratiate themselves with the queen 

when possible. Abigail was ill and often away from court at 
84 

this vital time. Swift, sensing the danger of her absences 

to the Tories, often complained that "she should never leave 

the queen, but leave everything to stick to what is so much 
8 5 

the interest of the public as well as her own." 

Nicholas Mesnager, a commercial agent for Louis XIV, 

opened secret negotiations with Abigail and Bolingbroke in 
8 6 

an attempt to return the exiled Stuarts to the throne. 
8 3 

Swift, Historical and Political Tracts, pp. 453-458. 
84 

Swift, Enquiry, pp. 44-45. 
o c 

Swift, Journal to Stella, p. 455. 
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Butler, Rule of Three, p. 269. 
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The queen? however, would not commit herself. The former 

Whig rallying cry of "No peace without Spain," was replaced 

by the dire inciting prediction of "The succession in 

danger." 

The summer of 1713 returned a Tory majority to Parlia-

ment, but it was a majority confused over the question of 

the succession. For the next year, the struggle between 

Oxford and Bolingbroke dominated party and court affairs. 

The queen fell ill in December of 1713 and seemed near death, 

but she recovered and opened Parliament on March 2, 1714. 

Meanwhile, the high Tories had tried to get the exiled 

8 "7 

James Stuart to renounce his Roman Catholic beliefs. He 

refused. In March, Harley had noted in his disordered jot-

tings that there had been "a misunderstanding between Lady 
8 8 

Masham and R, H." Undermined by St. John and the bedchamber 

lady, the master beguiler considered retirement. Like Sarah, 

he seemed convinced that Abigail had set the queen against 

him. If she had, his own listlessness and indecision had 

provided the basis for it. Perhaps, Abigail resented not 

getting the profits promised to her by the lord treasurer 
89 

from the South Sea scheme. On march 22, 1714, Abigail 

wrote to Harley and informed him that she would not carry ^'Green, Queen Anne, pp. 298-299. 

8 8 
Hamilton, The Backstairs Dragon, p. 2 57. 

89 
Hamilton, The Backstairs Dragon, p. 257. See also 

Strickland, Queens of England, VI, 400-401. 
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90 

his resignation to t;ie queen. Tardy .m his attendance, 

negligent of government business, muddled in his speech, the 

minister grew more and more dependent, on alcohol for suste-

nance. His former confidants deserted him; friends shunned 

him. The dragon was a dying political animal. 

In a last ditch effort, Oxford renewed his correspondence 

with the House of Hanover. He even told a Hanoverian envoy 
91 

that Abigail supported the Hanoverian succession. Ap-

parently, he did not realize that Abigail no longer owed her 

allegiance to him. By June, 1714, it was clear that Lady 

Masham had broken with Oxford and sided with Bolingbroke. 

Coldly, she told Harley that she would carry no more mes-

92 
sages for him. 

The queen, an ill and broken woman, found herself tossed 

like a shuttlecock between the power plays of her two 

ministers. Swift was convinced that Abigail held the 
93 

balance of power. 

By the middle of July, Lady Masham made her final break 

with the lord treasurer. The facade of friendship which had 
90 

Green, Queen Anne, p. 302. 
91 

Barker, "Abigail Masham," DNB, XIX, 1296. 

92 
John Arbuthnot to Swift, June 12, 1714, Swift, 

Correspondence, II, 150. 

93 
Swift to John Arbuthnot, July 3, 1714, Swift, Corre-

spondence , II, 162. See also Erasmus Lewis to Swift, 
July 6, 1714, Swift, Correspondence, II, 168. Lewis gives 
equal credit for the treasurer's fall to the duchess of 
Somerset. 



been maintained since March fell away when Abigail told 

94 
Harley that the queen no longer needed his service. Still, 

the minister would not go voluntarily, nor could Anne be 

95 
moved to force him out. " The checkmated dragon's behavior 

vexed even Erasmus Lewis, his former secretary and friend, 

96 

who found his actions "impotent and womanish." 

While the desperate July days droned on, Swift con-

tinued to worry about Lady Masham. Involvement with Boling-

broke was embarking on a dangerous adventure, one which 

could end in disaster. The dean had his doubts about the 

impending ministerial change which had been wrought from 

such "strange fusions." He begged Dr. Arbuthnot to stay 
97 

with Abigail and give her his wise guidance. 

Anne held a council meeting on July 27 and dismissed 

Oxford as treasurer. Dr. Arbuthnot speculated that the 

estrangement of Abigail and the queen's first minister had 

forced Anne to choose between them, and the queen chose Lady 

9 8 
Masham. Triumphantly, Abigail reported Harley's departure 

94 
Erasmus Lewis to Swift, July 17, 1714, Swift, Corre-

spondence , II, 182. 
95 
John Arbuthnot to Swift, July 17, 1714, Swift, Corre-

spondence , II, 104. 
96 
Erasmus Lewis to Swift, July 24, 1714, Swift, Corre-

spondence , II, 195. 
97 
Swift to John Arbuthnot, July 22, 1714, Swift, Corre-

spondence, II, 190. 

^John Arbuthnot to Swift [July 24, 1714], Swift, 
Correspondence, II, 196. 
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to Swift, but not without first blaming the treasurer for 

99 

the queen's illness. Though St. John had outmaneuvered 

Harley, the court watchers still viewed the bedchamber woman 

as the direct way to the queen's f a v o r . O n c e again, 

Abigail Masham had managed to be on the winning side. 

Bolingbroke was in fact leader of the government for the few 
IQ'L 

remaining days of Anne's reign. 

On the 2 9th of July, Anne complained of a pain in her 

head. On August 1, the queen was dead; and Hanover became 

the ruling house. Had the queen lived a few more weeks, 

Bolingbroke could have solidified his power; then, certainly, 

a Tory would have occupied every major political office in 
102 

the gift of the crown. 

Abigail's actions in the queen's last days are uncer-

tain. Her sympathizers thought of her as a faithful, loyal 

servant who did everything possible to make the queen com-

103 
fortable. Critics questioned the sincerity of her 

9 9 
Lady Masham to Swift, July 29, 1714, Swift, Corre-

spondence, II, 200-201. 

^Erasmus Lev/is to Swift, July 27, 1714, Swift, Corre-
spondence, II, 200. See also Erasmus Lewis to Swift, 
July 24, 1714, Swift, Correspondence, II, 194. 

^^"Swift, An Enquiry, p. 59. 

102 
Charles Ford to Swift, August 5, 1714, Swift, Corre-

spondence , II, 217. 
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Charles Ford to Swift, July 31, 1714, Swift, Corre-
spondence , II, 206-208. Abigail was credited with sending 
for Dr. Radcliffe, generally regarded by contemporaries as 
the queen's last medical hope. 
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grief, while her close friends expressed concern for her 

105 
well-being. Erasmus Lewis caught the essence of her 
situation when he wrote to Swift, "Can the lady [Abigail] 

hereafter make any figure, but a persona muta in the 

106 

drama?" Wisely, almost as if she had read his words, 

this is exactly the role the queen's former high favorite 

enacted. 

Shortly after the queen's death, the Mashams left 

London and retired to Langley at Otes, an estate which they 

had purchased in 1714. Although the queen did not sign the 

will under which Abigail was expected to benefit handsomely, 

the apprehensions of her friends concerning her impending 

financial circumstances were not well-founded. Lady Masham 

had not neglected to provide at least in some degree for 

herself and those related to her while the queen lived. 

Still, Swift expressed regret that Abigail was not suitably 

rewarded for her efforts; and he assured Lady Masham that 
107 

God would make up for human remiss. 

"'"^Swift, Correspondence, II, 213, 222. 
1 AR 

Erasmus Lewis to Swift, July 31 [1714], Swift, 
Correspondence, II, 206. See also Swift to Lady Masham, 
August 7, 1714, Swift, Correspondence, II, 221-222. 

''"^Erasmus Lewis to Swift, August 10, 1714, Swift, 
Correspondence, II, 22 8. 
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Except for occasional trips to London, Abigail Hill 

Masham lived most of her days in semi-seclusion. Horace 

Walpole reports that she was granted a private audience by-

Queen Caroline in 1727, but otherwise she was considered 

10 8 
persona non grata at the Hanoverian court. The Mashams 

remained friends with Jonathan Swift, although their corre-

109 

spondence was sporadic. 

After the tumult of court life, Samuel and Abigail 

seemed content with their quiet, rural existence. In 1731, 

through the death of his half-brother Francis Cudworth 

Masham, Samuel inherited the Locke legacy consisting of half 

the philosopher's library and all his scientific instruments 

and personal possessions. ^ Unlike John Churchill, Lord 

Masham never acquired the estate necessary either to support 

his peerage or to display his valuable possessions. In 

1738, after Abigail1s death, he sold Langley to Charles 

Spencer, the third duke of Marlborough, and, ironically, 

for the next fifty years it was the favorite residence of 
111 

John and Sarah's descendants. 

108 
Butler, Rule of Three, p. 311. 

109 
Lady Masham to Swift [February, 1724], Swift, Corre-

spondence , I, 190. See also Lord and Lady Masham to Swift, 
April 7, 1733, Swift, Correspondence, IV, 417-418. 

^Butler, Rule of Three, p. 310. 
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Few noticed. Abigail's death on December 6, 1734 

72 

112 ' 

Swift did not learn of it for six months. Even so, he stil.l 

113 

considered her his friend. " She is buried next to her 

husband outside of the church at High Laver. Surrounding 

her modest brick tomb are the graves of her brother Jack, 
114 

sxster Alice, son Samuel, and those of his two wives. 

Samuel, the second Lord Masham, proved a disappoint-

ment. Although he twice married well and served as a lord 

of the bedchamber to George II and George III, before he 

died in 1776 he managed to squander the inheritance from 

his two uncles and his parents and also the dowries of his 

two wives. Even though he lost his estate, his creditor 

Robert Palmer allowed him to live at Otes until he died. 

After his death, the contents of the house were removed; 

and the manor itself was razed in 1830. Now all that re-

mains of the Masham estate are the outlines of the founda-

tions and some lime trees which may have been planted by 

John Locke. 

As Sarah and Abigail differed in life, the unpreten-

tious ruins at Otes contrast sharply with the magnificent 

edifice of Blenheim Palace. Yet who can say which woman had 
11? 
""Green, Queen Anne, p. 331. 
113 
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the greater part in Anne's reign. Was it the fiery, proud 

duchess who almost reached the status of a cabinet minister; 

or was it the wary, watchful, circumspect Abigail who helped 

to humble a general and to remove a lord treasurer? 

The story of Sarah Churchill, Abigail Masham, and Anne 

Stuart consisted of more than female gossip, petty jeal-

ousies , and palace intrigues. The real issue involved the 

relationship between the monarchy and the political parties., 

This constitutional problem had to be resolved before govern-

ment by consent of the governed could become part of a 

settled system. The question was fought out through and 

around the two women who were closest to the queen. Perhaps 

neither Sarah nor Abigail clearly understood the political 

implications of the events and the turmoil in which they 

played a part. The amount of influence which they exerted 

on the political life of Stuart England was most certainly 

influenced by their sex. Yet, without this access to the 

queen, neither party could have gained as much as it did. 

The charges of disruption and havoc which are often 

leveled at both the duchess and Lady Masham are without 

basis. Sarah did not undermine her husband's career nor did 

she rule him in matters of state. Abigail was not Harley's 

dupe, nor was she a vulgar viper waiting to strike out at 

those she abhorred. Yet neither was a free agent, and both 

were used by the men around them. 
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The fortunes of the Whigs and Tories may. not have 

depended entirely on these two women, but without them the 

party leaders would have had to deal directly with the queen. 

A ministerial relationship with Anne devoid of any softening 

feminine influence would have proved disastrous. It took 

female patience and friendship to circumvent the stubborn 

Stuart resistance to parliamentary rule. 



CHAPTER III 

THE POLITICAL PERSPICACITY OF 

CAROLINE OF ANSBACH 

Following the death of Queen Anne, the English throne 

was again occupied by a foreign prince. The September 

arrival of her successor, the Hanoverian Elector George 

Louis, with his odd-looking mistresses, Turkish grooms, and 

German entourage, must have been a strange sight to eyes 

accustomed to the sedate decorum of Anne's court. George's 

British subjects found it hard to comprehend or appreciate 

a cryptic, sagacious king who preferred secluded privacy to 

court ceremony. 

The one bright spot of regal dignity and pageantry in 

this bizarre retinue was the presence of Caroline of Ansbach, 

the princess of Wales. Cultured, talented, and interested 

in everything English, the princess and her husband, George 

Augustus, provided the fashionable pomp lacking in the 

king's circle. 

As a princess and later as queen, the remarkable 

Caroline worked to strengthen the position of the crown and 

to secure the Hanoverian dynasty. Unfortunately, she was 

later often confused with the notorious Caroline of 

Brunswick, wife of George IV but never his queen. In addition 

75 
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many of her achievements have been, unfairly credited to 

Sir Robert Walpole, long the king's first minister during 

the reigns of George I and George 11.̂ * This chapter and the 

one following will attempt to correct these historical dis-

tortions and rightfully assess the contributions made by 

this outstanding woman. 

For two hundred years historians confirmed Caroline's 

talents, but most of them were reluctant to credit her with 

much independent political action or thought. Her strength 

of character was usually described in masculine terms, and 

her intellectual activities were attributed to superficial 

2 

knowledge. Fictionalized accounts perpetrated a similar 

picture.^ 

Wilhelmina Caroline was born on March 1, 1683, to John 

Frederick, margrave of Brandenburg-Ansbach and Eleonor 

Erdmuthe, daughter of the duke of Saxe-Eisenach. The 

margrave died when Caroline was four, and five years later 
1 
William Lecky, A History of England in the Eighteenth 

Century, 7 vols. (London, 1913), I, 379. See also J. H. 
Plumb, Sir Robert Walpole: The Making of a Statesman [here-
after cited as "Plumb, Walpole: Statesman"] (London, 1956) , 
p. xi. Cf. Sir Charles Petrie, The Four Georges (Boston, 
1936) , pp. 7 8-79; Keith Grahame Fei.ling, The Second Tory 
Party: 1714--1332 (London, 1938), p. 24. 

2 
Horace Walpole to William Mason, May 5, 1783, Horace 

Walpole, Horace Walpole1s Corresoondence, 1-24, 28-34 vols. 
(New Haven, 1955), XXVIII, 296f John H. Plumb, Sir Robert 
Walpole: The King's Minister [hereafter cited as "Plumb, 
Walpole: Minister"] (Boston, 1961), p. 160. 

3 
Sir Walter Scott, The Heart of Midlothian (New York, 

1906) , pp. 386-389. 
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her widowed mother married the elector of Saxony- This 

marriage of policy proved unfortunabe, for Caroline's step-

father continued to live with his mistress even after his 

new wife and stepchildren arrived. To add to the scandal, 

he boasted of his bigamous state to anyone who would listen. 

Within two years he was dead of smallpox, which he contracted 

while nursing his sick mistress. Caroline's guardianship 

once again passed to the elector of Brandenburg. This 

guardianship became total when Caroline's mother died in 

1696. Until her marriage, Caroline remained under the care 

of the elector, afterwards King Frederick I of Prussia, and 

his wife, Sophia Charlotte, daughter of the Electress Sophia 

of Hanover.4 

The two Sophias, mother and daughter, had a great in-

fluence on the character, intellectual tastes, and ideas of 

this future English queen; it is to their credit that 

Caroline became a well-balanced woman, for her childhood had 

more than its share of tragedy. The turmoil of her first 

thirteen years had left its mark, for the princess had re-

ceived only a haphazard education. Although in later life 

Caroline regretted that her spelling, punctuation, and 

4A. W. Ward, "Caroline," DNB, III, 1048-1049. See also 
Ruby Lillian Arkell, Caroline of Ansbach: George the 
Second's Queen (New York, 1939), pp. 3-26; Peter Quennell, 
Caroline of "England: An Augustan Portrait (New York, 1940), 
pp. 3-18. 
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5 

French, were frequently .inaccurate, Irke many, self-educated 

people she was able to compensate for these deficiencies 

with her quick shrewd insight. 

Prior to her marriage, the young princess acquired a 

reputation for theological dabbling through her friendship 

and correspondence with the philosopher and mathematician 

Baron von Gottfried Wilhelm von Leibnitz. Leibnitz was a 

frequent visitor at the enlightened Prussian court. Their 

correspondence continued until the philosopher's death in 

6. Caroline's friendship with Leibnitz served as an 

reduction to such English intellectuals as Sir Isaac 

ton. In Newton's case, the relationship probably was 

e than one usually established between subject-sovereign 

patron-scientist, for at her request he prepared an 

171 

int 

New 

mor 

or 

abs bract of his incomplete inquiry into mythology and pre-

6 

history. Sharing such knowledge suggests an exchange 

between intellectual colleagues. Voltaire, in his Letters 

Concerning the English Nation, refers to her as one who in 
spitpe of her titles, "was born to encourage the whole circle 

7 
of arts, and to do good to mankind." As if to fulfill 

5 
Arks.11, Caroline, p. 6. Cf. Plumb, Walpole: Minister, 

p. 160. Plumb concludes that Caroline played the blue-
stocking, but did not possess a powerful mind for her letters 
were! scarcely literate. 

6 
Frank E. Manuel, The Eighteenth Century Confronts the 

Gods (New York, 1.967), pp. 85-87. 
7 
Francois Marie Arouet de Voltaire, Letters Concerning 

the (English Nation (London, 1926), p. 61. 
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Voltaire's prophecy, shortly after her arrival in England, 

Princess Caroline purchased the complete works of Bacon. 

Finding such a princess in a seventeenth-century German 

court was rare. On the surface, these petty courts were 

imitations of Versailles; but beyond the facade, most of the 

nobility were coarse provincials. It is not surprising that 

Caroline's guardian saw in his much admired ward a potential 

for an advantageous marriage. The pro-Austrian advisers at 

the Prussian court came to the same conclusion. Caroline's 

potential suitor was none other than the second son of the 

Holy Roman Emperor, Archduke Charles. Not only was he the 

emperor's second son, but he was also the Grand Alliance's 

claimant to the disputed Spanish throne. Later when he 

became Holy Roman Emperor, he appealed to Caroline for 

8 
England's aid in the War of the Polish Succession. 

For Caroline, this marriage would have been quite a 

coup. The major obstacle was religion, for the archduke was 

a Roman Catholic; and the princess was a Lutheran. So before 

any arrangements could be advanced, Caroline's conversion 

was a necessary preliminary. Eager to see the marriage take 

place, the empress's brother, Elector of the Palatine, sent 

the persuasive Jesuit Father Orban to instruct and convert 

the princess. The more the priest explained, the less sure 

the princess became. She stalled as long as possible before 

8 
Arkell, Caroline, pp. 9-15. See also A. W. Ward, 

"Caroline," DNB, III, 1049. 
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finally deciding that in good conscience she could not. 

change her religion. The learned Leibnitz helped her com-

pose her letter of regret to the chief promoter of the 

9 

marriage, the Palatine Elector. 

This refusal earned her a reputation as a firm and 

dedicated defender of the protestant faith. Yet in 

reality, the marriage plans had not progressed beyond the 

preliminaries; and the likelihood of an actual union between 

a minor impoverished princess and the Austrian emperor's 

son belonged more to the realm of possibility than to 

reality. Nevertheless, Caroline emerged from the affair 

with a shining reputation as one who had "scorned an empire 

for religion's sake.""'"''" The incident served to raise her 

status from one shared with many minor princesses to that of 

a princess who was worthy of consideration as a possible 

marital partner of the Austrian archduke. It also brought 

her to the attention of the court at Hanover and George 
12 

Augustus, Prince Elector. 

9 
Arkell, Caroline, pp. 8-15. 

"^Burnet, History, II, 479-480. 

"̂ "John Gay, "Epistle to a Lady," quoted in John Jesse, 
Memoirs of the Court of England, 4 vols. (London, 1901), 
III, 364-365. See also the flowery tribute by Addison quoted 
in William Coxe, Memoirs of the Life and Administration of 
Sir Robert Walpole, Earl of Orford, 3 vols, [hereafter cited 
as "Coxe, Walpole"] (London, 1800), II, 8. 

12 
Arkell, Caroline, pp. 18-19. See also Ward, "Caroline," 

DNB, III, 1049. 
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The young elector visited Ansbach incognito ana was 

completely captivated by the pretty princess with her 

voluptuous figure. Although this passion matured into an 

enduring partnership which lasted thirty-two years, George 

never quite lost his sensual infatuation for his wife. Un-

like some royal marriages in which the king's sexual liaisons 

are expected, George's maintenance of several mistresses 

seemed more necessitated by his need to continually prove - -

his independence of a domineering father and a predominant 

wife. Their marriage, which took place in 1705, was a 

romantic one that never lost its love match qualities; and 

this reciprocal aspect of their union puzzled both contempo-

13 
rary and later writers. It was to Robert Walpole's credit 

that he discerned the depth of their emotions which other 

14 

contemporaries did not fathom. Most agreed with Lady Mary 

Montagu who explained the relationship as one motivated by 

Caroline's quest for power. Lady Mary held that Caroline's 

control over her husband was so complete that she caused his 
15 

estrangement from the rest of the family. 

"^Typical is Thackeray's bewilderment, "Why did 
Caroline . . . take a little red faced staring prince for a 
husband and. refuse an emperor?" William M. Thackeray, The 
Four Georges (New York, 1889), p. 32. 

14 
Plumb, Walpole: Minister, p. 162. 

15 
Mary Wortley Montagu, Days of the Dandies (London, 

n.d.), pp. 64-65. Cf. Katherine Thomson, Memoirs of Vis-
countess Sundon, 2 vols. (London, 1842), I, 27-29. Lady 
Sundon attributed the nature of their relationship to 
Caroline's strong sense of duty and religious sentiment. 
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Until Queen Anne's death in August, 1714, Caroline's 

life at Hanover was relatively carefree and happy. The 

birth of four children insured the succession. In 1707, the 

princess contracted smallpox. The case was light; she re-

covered with no scars, but her experience left its mark. 

When Lady Mary Montagu tried to introduce the Turkish method 

of inoculation to the dubious English in 1718, she was suc-

cessful because her endeavors received Caroline's support. _ 

To show her faith in the experiment, the princess had her 

own children vaccinated. This caused many others to follow 

.. 16 

surt. 

The Hanoverians were an unusual family. Although 

Caroline basked in the electress's brilliance, she was also 

drawn into the natural conflict which such close associations 

bred. The irate letters from England did little to assuage 

the friction. Caroline was well aware of the potential dif-

ficulties which would confront the Hanoverian succession to 
17 

the English throne. When some of the Whig lords ventured 

to suggest that the electoral prince be invited to England 

after his bravery at Oudenarde, the queen was incensed. 

Even though Anne agreed to ennoble him with the English title, 

duke of Cambridge, in 1710, his installation was by proxy. 

As the queen's reign drew to a close, she grew even more 
16 
Voltaire, Letters, pp. 61-62. 

"^Ward, "Caroline," DNB, III, 1050. See also Arkell, 
Caroline, pp. 34-62. 
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vehement, against the House of Hanover. Her furor reached 

its height in 1714 when she learned that the old electrons 

had inquired about a writ of summons to the Lords on behalf 

of her grandson. The letters that traveled between England 

and Hanover in 1714 dampened the spirits of the Hanoverian 

court. Some were so harsh that Caroline and others surmised 

18 

that the queen's pen was indeed guided by Bolingbroke. In 

the midst of the storm, the old electress died in Caroline's 

arms. Eight weeks later, George Louis, became king of 

England. 

The accession of George I to the English throne brought 

changes, but it did not ease the strain between the elector-

king and his son. Now there was no question about the 
19 

prince going to England. Caroline followed her father-in-

law and husband to England toward the end of 1714. Here she 

found herself thrust into a court situation where she some-

times substituted for the absent imprisoned queen, but more 

often where she contested with the king's mistresses, the 

Countess Schulenburg, later created the duchess of Kendal, 

and the Countess Kielmannsegge, later created the countess 

of Darlington, for the political powers usually exercised by 
x^Green, Queen Anne, pp. 192, 306-309. 

19 
Robert Molesworth to Hon. Mrs. Molesworth, May 25 

[1714], Great Britain, Historical Manuscripts Commission, 
Report on Manuscripts in Various Collections, 3 vols. [here-
after cited as "H.M.C., Various Collections"3 (London, 1912), 
III, 267. *" 
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?Q 

the king's consort." The Grub Street hacks dubbed these 

two German mistresses the "Maypole" and the "Elephant," 

respect ively.^^ 

Charles Townshend, second Viscount Townshend and secre-

tary of state on the accession of George I, and Sir Robert 

Walpole, paymaster of the forces in the early Hanoverian 

government, found friendship with the duchess of Kendal most 

advantageous; while John Carteret, later Earl Granville, 

cultivated Countess Kielmannsegge. From 1724 to the end of 

the king's reign, it was the duchess of Kendal who was the 

more influential of the two and who kept the king "steady" 

during part of the Townshend-Walpole ministry of the 1720"s. 

Foreign observers credited the friendship of the duchess 
22 

with giving the ministry its strength. Walpole said that 
she was "in effect, as much Queen of England as any ever was; 

23 
that he did everything by her." 

20 
Mary Cowper, Diary of Mary, Countess Cowper, Lady of 

the Bedchamber to the Princess of Wales (London, 1864), 
pT 13 (November 8, 1714). 

21 
Sir Charles Grant Robertson, England under the 

Hanoverians (London, 1921), p. 18. See also John M. Beattie, 
The' English Court in the Reign of George I_ (Cambridge, 1967) , 
p. 240. " . . . some historians have speculated that 
Kielmannsegge was probably his [George I's] half sister, and 
Schulenburg his wife by a morganatic marriage." 

^Beattie, The English Court, pp. 242-247. 

^Cowper, Diary, p. 132 (April 9, 1720). 



Caroline's relations with these two women were not as 

amicable as those of the ministers were, but this did not 

cloud her associations with the king. Even though George I 

referred to his daughter-in-law as "Cette diablesse, Madame 

la Princess," he respected her intelligence and her regal 

bearing and was drawn by her physical charms. In fact, he 

was so content with Caroline and George that for the first 

two years of his reign he allowed them to act in his place -

socially. This arrangement enabled him to enjoy his privacy 

and emerge into public view only when the mood struck him or 

court etiquette made his absence impossible. He even allowed 

Caroline the liberty of chiding him for letting the ministry 

assume too much power. Their chapel conversations were not 

24 

limited to discussions of the sermons. 

As princess of Wales, Caroline found herself walking 

the court tightrope more than once. She soon found that 

accessibility could also bring criticism, for nothing which 

transpired in the English royal circle remained a private 

matter for long. Her bedchamber appointments were carefully, 

24 
"Coxe, Walpole, II, 9; John H. Plumb, The First Four 

Georges (New York, 1957), pp. 41-42; Beattie, The English 
Court., pp. 13, 262-263; Cowper, Diary, p. 79 (February 20, 
1716). 
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25 

and not always kindly, scrutinized-. Any marital quarrel 

was sure to bring public comment.^ 

Caroline * s natural interest in religion embroiled her 

in controversy soon after her arrival in England. Although 

the king made it quite clear that he was offended by the 

political sermons delivered by Gilbert Burnet, bishop of 

Salisbury, the princess continued to see the controversial 

27 

prelate. Lady Cowper also mentions the contradictory 

theological pleadings made to Caroline by such diverse 

theological figures as John Robinson, bishop of London, and 
9 8 

Dr. Samuel Clarke, rector of St. James's, Westminster." 

Her political interests were much wider than merely 

domestic affairs. She frequently corresponded with foreign 

courts, particularly the courts of Prussia and France. The 

strength of her influence with the Prussian court was il-

lustrated when William Wake, before 1716 bishop of Lincoln, 

afterwards archbishop of Canterbury, appealed through her O 5 
Lady Mary Montagu to Wortley, October 23, 1714, 

Montagu, Letters, I, 2 33. 

Fanny Oglethorpe to the duke of Mar, March 30, 1718, 
Great Britain, Historical Manuscripts Commission, Calendar 
of Stuart Papers, 7 vols, [hereafter cited as "H.M.C., 
Stuart Papers"] (London, 1912), VI, 226. 

27 
George Woodson to Sir William Trumbull, March 26, 

1715, Great Britain, Historical Manuscripts Commission, 
Report on the Manuscripts of the Marquess of Downshire, 
3 vols, thereafter cited as "H.M.C., Downshire Papers"] 
(London, 1924), I, 707. 

p O 
Cowper, Diary, pp. 16-19 (November 19, 1714); p. 41 

(December 23, 1714). 
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29 

to secure the .reinstatement of the mayor of Neuchatel. 

Her letters contained both the latest gossip and comments on 

serious affairs. Indeed, hex* frank correspondence often 

shocked Victorian scholars, for everything interested the 

life--loving Caroline. Her correspondence with the duchess-

dowager of Orleans was filled with speculation about the 
30 

public and private life of the French regency. Few 

European courts were immune from Caroline's probing. 

The infamous quarrel between the prince and the king 

precipitated the first major test of the future queen's 

statecraft. Much has been written about this breach as a 

symbol of Hanoverian ill-mannered grossness; but animosity 

between the reigning sovereign and the heir apparent was not, 

of course, exclusive to the Hanoverian monarchs, although 

others were better at disguising their anger and jealousy. 

Even Queen Elizabeth observed. 
Think you that I could love my own winding 
sheet? Princes can not like their own chil-
dren, those that should succeed them . . . how 
they [the English] even mislike the present 
government and have their eyes fixed upon that 
next person that is to succeed. . . . They are 
more prone to worship the rising than the set-
ting sun.31 

29 
Norman Sykes, William Wake: Archbishop of Canterbury, 

1657-1737, 2 vols. (Cambridge", 1957)", II, 194-195. 
30 
Hugh Thomas to the Duke of Mar, November 3, 1718, 

H.M.C., Stuart Papers, VII, 623. 
31 
Antonia Fraser, Mary, Queen of Scots (New York, 1969), 

p. 162. 
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George I would have expressed similar sentiments. Twenty-

years later, his son would have concurred. With the first 

two Georges, this natural competition for power was further 

complicated by the estrangement between the king and his 

imprisoned wife, Sophia Dorothea. 

Within a year and a half of the accession, noticeable 

changes appeared. George Augustus wanted more than social 

prestige. First the prince criticized the king's prerogative 

in the House of Lords. Then the king refused to give the 

prince full powers of regency during his 1716 sojourn in 

Hanover. The king's minister, Baron Bernstorff, visited 

Caroline twice to appeal to her to mediate before the quarrel 

caused an open break. Either the baron was not convincing 

enough or Caroline was not successful in restraining her 

husband, for by June, 1716, the quarrel was in the open. 

A month later, however, the princess told Lady Cowper that 

the prince was ready to sacrifice everything in order to 

live well with the king, even agreeing to part with his 

32 

favorite courtier, the duke of Argyle. 

Family peace was temporary. The prince still resented 

his father's restraint on his ambition, and the king was 

offended by his son's slightest political move. Each one 

waited for the other to make the first mistake. The prince 
qo 
Cowper, Diary, p. 84 (February 23, 1716); p. 98 

(March 21, 1716); po. i.07-108 (June 26, 1716); pp. 110-111 
(July 7, 1716). 



89 

made no secret of his dislike of the Sunderland-Stanhope 

ministry, and the king did not hide his jealousy of the 

prince's popularity. By the summer of 1717, the prince and 

princess found themselves pushed further and further into 

the background of court life. The king had decided to put 

his son in his place. As word of the king's new attitude 

got around, attendance at Caroline's receptions fell. The 

court lived suspended in a state of undeclared hostilities. 

When the open break came, however, its cause was a surprise 

to all involved. 

In early November, 1717, Caroline gave birth to a 

second son. Over the vehement objections of the prince, the 

king decided to exercise his prerogative of designating the 

child's godfather. His choice was his lord chamberlain, the 

duke of Newcastle, whom the prince abhorred. In addition, 

the prince was forced to accept the king's choice of a name 

for his new son. The christening on November 28, 1717, 

pushed the prince beyond endurance. When he caught sight of 

the despicable Newcastle standing next to Caroline's bed, 

the prince lost his temper and shouted, "Rascal, I find you 

out.I! The partially deaf and frightened duke heard this as 

111 fight you" and thought that the prince was challenging 

him to a duel. The king was furious. This brazen act was 

an insult and a threat to the crown. The prince was first 

33 
Sykes, Wake, II, 114. See also Beattie, The English 

Court, pp. 263—265. 
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confined under guard to his quarters in the palace." Then 

the king, not content to let the matter pass, expelled 

Caroline and George from St. James on December 2, 1717. The 

royal exiles found refuge at the home of Lord Grantham until 

they were able to establish their permanent residence at 

Leicester House„ The scandalous actions of father and son 

caused many titters in the contemporary European courts. 

With its comic qualities, the scene was more appropriate to 

34 

the stage than to a royal bedroom. 

The removal of the prince and his retinue to Hampton 

Court, the establishment of a separate household, and the 

rumors that the prince was cultivating the opposition made 

the quarrel more than personal. Gossip insinuated that 

George Augustus intended to form an independent group in 

35 

Parliament. Twenty years later almost the same scene 

would be played again, only then George and Caroline would 

be the transgressed rather than the transgressors. 
3 6 

As the dispute grew, so did the rumors. What, however, 

had been fluffed off as Jacobite malice now became fact. 
"^The best contemporary account was rendered by Francis 

Atterbury, bishop of Rochester in his memorial to the duke 
of Mar, December 14, 1717, H.M.C., Stuart Papers, V, 612-613. 

1 r~i 

Memorial from the bishop of Rochester to the duke of 
Mar, December 14, 1717, H.M.C., Stuart Papers, V, 612. See 
also James Hamilton to duke of Mar, December 16, 1717, H.M.C., 
Stuart Papers, VI, 335. 

36T. Bruce to the duke of Mar, December 30, 1717, H.M.C., 
Stuart Papers, V, 343. 
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Increasingly the king took steps to alienate his son 

further. This quarrel was not merely a family squabble; it 

had become a test of power for the sovereign. Those who 

served the prince could not serve the king; and, although 

this was not a royal order, .it was strongly intimated that 

whoever went to Leicester House would not be welcomed at 

3 *7 

St. James. It was only natural that Hampton Court became 

the center for discontented Whigs and others who took 

pleasure in defying royal wishes, and it was no surprise 

that one of the first to call on the ousted couple was the 
38 

duchess of Marlborough. In spite of the royal instruc-

tions , the witty Lady Mary Wortley Montagu was welcomed at 

39 

both courts. 

Sensing the possible consequences, Caroline wrote a 

submissive letter to the king within a week of the exodus. 
40 

The king, apparently, did not answer her. Caught between 

an obstinate father and an irreconcilable son, Caroline 

chose to support her husband rather than her king. As king, 

George I, retained control of the four royal children resid-

ing in England. At first Caroline was allowed to visit them 
37 
J. Menzies to [Sir H. Paterson], December 3, 1717, 

H.M.C., Stuart Papers, V, 277-278. 
3 8 
Extract dated January 14, 1718, The Hague, H.M.C., 

Stuart Papers, V, 385. 
39 
Robert Halsband, Lady Mary Montagu, p. 95. 

40 
James Hamilton to the duke of Mar, December 2, 1717, 

Stuart Papers, VII, 275. 
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freely; but as the breach widened, her visits were re-

41 

striated. Although separating a mother from her children 

shocks the modern reader, such an act was not shocking in 

the eighteenth century, The king was merely regarded as 

exercising his royal rights in retaining custody of the 

heirs to the throne. For not remaining with her children, 

Caroline was accused of desertion. Her flight from St. James 

sans children, however, was more a matter of necessity than 

of choice. The poor baby whose christening instigated the 
42 

break died in February, 1718. 

For three years Caroline and George were alienated from 

the throne. After the first flurry of attention died, the 

prince and princess seemed to be socially and politically 

43 

ostracized. As the condition took on permanence, however, 

Leicester House became a center for those discontented with 

the court. In contrast to the dull levees at St. James, 

Caroline's lively receptions attracted the handsomest and 

wittiest personalities of the Augustan age. Even political 
41 
G. H[ome] of Whitfield to the duke of Mar, 

November 20, 1718, H.M.C., Stuart Papers, VII, 295. 
42 
Arkell, Caroline, pp. 102-108. 

43 
James Murray to Lt. Gen. Dillion, March 1, 1718, 

H.M.C., Stuart Papers, VI, 164. See also Sykes, Wake, II, 
114. 
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figures close to the king found it advantageous to maintain . 

44 
an entree to their court. 

By. the spring of 1720, the ministry had reached the end 

45 
of their patience and insisted on a reunion. Perhaps the 

ministers were worried by the cordial reception which the 

46 

Tories received from Caroline, " but probably of more sig-

nificance was the split within the Whig party. Reconcilia-

tion would mean "reunion of the Whig party in both Houses. 

Sir Robert Walpole approached the princess with an offer of 

reconciliation, but the offer had restrictions. Caroline 

had to choose between an immediate partial reunion with the 

king, who would still have custody of the children, or hold-

ing out for the complete restoration of the children to 

their parents. The decision was not an easy one. 

Lord and Lady Cowper urged the princess to hold fast 

and to continue to demand her children, but the future queen 

swallowed her pride and put aside maternal considerations. 

She agreed to accede to the necessary conditions and con-

vinced her husband that this was the best choice. Lady 

4 4 
Lewis Melville, Maids of Honor (New York, 1927), 

pp. 29-32. 
45 
Plumb, Walpole: Statesman, p. 2 83. 

4 6 
Cowper, Diary, p. 65 (February 2, 1716); p. 69 

(February 4, 1716). See also Plumb, Walpole: Statesman, 
p. 243. 

47 
Sunderland to Wake, April 23, 1720, quoted m Sykes, 

Wake, II, 135. 



Cowper, no friend to Waipole, hints that Caroline was per-

suaded to accept this decision by Waipole"s promise of full 

regency powers when the king journeyed to Hanover and of 

stock in the South Sea Company. She further besmirched 

Waipole1s reputation by hinting that the bargain included 

an agreed sexual liaison between the prince and Lady Waipole. 

Even though Lady Cowper tried to warn Caroline, Sir Robert's 

hypnotic arts won out; and the future queen agreed to let 

her children remain under the close supervision of the king. 

The reconciliation brought a rough reprimand from the king 

who expected that "henceforth she would use all her powers 

48 

to make him [the prince] behave well." 

Public reconciliation did not mean private rapproche-

ment. Caroline and George continued to live at Hampton 

Court while the king resided at St. James. Outwardly con-

ditions were much the same as they had been before the 

quarrel. These arrangements seemed to suit George I, 

although he never forgot that the crown had been embarrassed 

by his foolish son. For decorum's sake, the king continued 

to communicate with Caroline; but he could not bring himself 
49 

to speak to the prince. 

A Q 
Cowper, Diary, pp. 129-134 (April 10, 1720-April 13, 

1720); p. 158 (May 4 , 1720); p. 150 "(April 24, 1720). 
49 
Count Broglio to the king of France, July 20, 1724, 

quoted in Jesse, Memoirs, III, 366. 
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This experience was the most valuable one Caroline had 

with, the subtle intricacies surrounding the crown's position 

in England. The lessons that she learned were never lost, 

and the period of the royal quarrel marked the beginning of 

her alliance with Robert Walpole. 

In many ways the plump, merry princess and the portly, 

rough squire were kindred spirits. It did not take either 

of them long to discover that a close partnership would be 

50 

mutually advantageous. Sir Robert's soothing of the 

tempest created by the South Sea Crisis cemented the bond. 

When the time came there was no doubt in the queen's mind 

that the continuation of Walpole's administration was vital 
51 

to the interests of the crown. 

50 
Plumb, Walpole: Statesman, p. 2 87. Although he 

places too much trust in some of Lady Cowper's embittered 
words, even Plumb admits that the firm friendship of 
Caroline was Walpole's strongest weapon in securing the 
position of his ministry. See also Arthur S. Turberville, 
English Men and Manners in the Eighteenth Century (New York, 
1929) , pp. "216-222: 

Coxe, Walpole, II, 22-24. 



CHAPTER IV 

QUEEN CAROLINE'S MANAGEMENT OF 

COURT AFFAIRS 

Sir Robert Walpole informed the prince of his father's 

sudden death on June 9, 1727. The new king thought it was 

necessary to display his independence, and the chief minister 

briefly relinquished his place to Sir Spenser Corapton. At 

2 

first, King George II had little love for Sir Robert. Yet 

later in his reign, he not only depended on the minister 

completely, but was willing to defend Walpole in order to 

retain his ministry at any cost. 

Caroline's realistic assessment of Walpole1s value to 

the crown coupled with a display of his natural talents 

finally convinced the reluctant George that the bluff squire 

would make an admirable first servant. Although the queen 

was instrumental in convincing her husband, Walpole was not 
3 

her minister any more than she was Walpole's queen. 

"Lord John Hervey, Memoirs of the Reign off George the 
Second, 3 vols. [hereafter cited as "Hervey, Memoirs"T 
(London, 1884), I, 30, 41. 

2 
Coxe, Walpole, II, 119. See also Hervey, Memoirs, I, 

29; Groat Britain, Historical Manuscripts Commission, Diary 
of the First Earl of Egmont (Viscount Percival), 3 vols, 
[hereafter cited as "Egmont, Diary"] (London, 1920-1923), 
I, 9 4 (April 17, 1730). 

3 
~Hervey, Memoirs, I, 52. 
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Lord Hervey,- Lh?. self-appointed historian of the court -

of George II, attributed Walpole's favor with Caroline to the 

minister's provision of a motion to double the queen's 

jointure. Wisely ignoring the king's mistress, Mrs. Charles 

Howard, later countess of Suffolk, Walpole directed all his 

attention to the real center of influence, the queen.4 

News of the old king's death brought all the sycophants 

to Leicester House. The crowd was so thick that Lady Walpole 

found it impossible to get closc enough to ask the new queen 

about the rumors she had heard regarding her husband's fall. 

When Caroline spotted the minister's wife, she called out, 

"There I am sure I see a friend." The courtiers fell back 

to make way for Lady Walpole. This incident came just after 

Sir Robert's resignation. The queen was not about to miss 

any opportunity to confuse Walpole's opposition.^ 

The smooth transition from George I to George II was 

accomplished in no small part due to the efforts of Queen 

Caroline. Any possible rupture, or acts of revenge and 

retribution which would have been directed towards the former 

^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 46, 62. See also coxe, Walpole, 
II, 24-28; Egmont, Diary, II, 157 (March 4, 1735). All three 
sources emphasized that the minister gained Caroline's sup-
port by increasing her allowance. They overlook or minimize 
the fact that in doing this Sir Robert was also displaying 
his Parliamentary talents. 

^Plumb, Walpole: Minister, p. 164. 
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allies of the old king were put aside and instead the long-

range interests of the crown prevailed,6 

Although the new king spoke English, he was as much of 

an enigma as the old. Lord Hervey thought the real power of 

the crown was exercised solely by Caroline, with Walpole's 

aid, of course.^ in several well chosen phrases, Hervey 

managed to vent his animosity toward the king and cast him 

in the role of a puppet ruler who danced to his wife's tune.^ 

Lord Hervey was not alone in this opinion.^ The idea that 

the king's posture could have been a guise affected to con-

fuse both Parliament and the courtiers was not considered by 

Hervey, although he recognized Caroline's strategy in employ-

ing her bedchamber lady, Mrs. William Clayton, as an effec-

tive deflector of patronage seekers while herself exercising 

little real influence over Caroline's decisions.10 

6Wake to Turrentinin, October 18, 1727, quoted in 
Sykes, Wake, II, 188. 

"^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 43-44, 62-64, 92-94, 187-189, 299-
301. 

^Lord John Hervey, Some Materials Toward Memoirs of the 
Reign of King George II, 3 vols, thereafter cited as "Hervey, 
Materials"] (New York, 1970), III, 747. "Since she [Lady 
Deloraine, royal governess and mistress of the king], had 
only the ear of the king, I think it of no great significance 
[Walpole confiding to Hervey, 1737]." 

^Thomson, Memoirs, I, 91-92. 

l^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 89. 
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Occasionally the king's mask fell., and another side of 

bis complex personality came into view. Philip Stanhope, 

fourth earl of Chesterfield, was not one to flatter the king. 

He apparently, however, discerned the degree of illusion when 

he observed, "Tacitus would have always been deceived by 

1 1 

him."x Even the cynical Horace Walpole admitted that the 

king was more skillful at masking his feelings of revenge 

than any other king.^ Perhaps the earl of Egmont most 

effectively summed up this strange man when he commented, 

"It seems to me as if his Majesty knowing his dignity, is 

careful of what he should not say, rather than what he 

should.1,13 

Caroline's influence with the king was not mere fancy. 

It was real and decisive, but not total. Her management of 

court affairs was done with the king's knowledge and consent. 

Unlike many men, George was honest enough to recognize and 

use his wife's abilities in spite of the attitudes of his 

time. Theirs was a ruling partnership. 

Both understood the difficulties of ruling under a 

parliamentary system. Both had a strong sense of the royal 

prerogative. Although their political philosophies were 

-^Philip Stanhope, fourth earl of Chesterfield, "George 
the Second," Portraits in Prose, edited by Hugh MacDonald 
(Freeport, New York, 1946), p. 195. 

^Horace Walpole, Memoirs and Portraits (New York, 1963), 
p. 22. 

-^Egmont, Diary, 1, 127 (February 6, 1730) . 
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similar, their emotional makeup tended to make their royal 

roles appear reversed. Perhaps because of his irascible 

temper and unfortunate experiences at the hands of a bully-

ing father, George approached life on a passionate level. 

Caroline, the more even tempered and emotionally secure 

partner gave primacy to reason. Yet neither the king nor the 

queen was devoid of either rational judgment or emotional 

reaction. 

If the queen's relationship with the king was obscured, 

her association with the king's first minister was subject 

to even more misinterpretation. According to one view, 

Caroline's influence diminished as Walpole's ministerial 

power g r e w . 1 4 Such a view underestimates the continuing 

Parliamentary importance of the personal preferences of the 

crown and the significance of Caroline herself in forming 

those views during the first decade of the reign of George II. 

Until her death, Caroline was bombarded with pamphlets 

and libels aimed at undermining her support of Walpole. 

Egmont quotes an entire pamphlet which was dropped in St. 

James Park especially for the queen's benefit. Until its 

l^Plumb, Walpole: Statesman, pp. 161-166. Walpole's 
twentieth century biographer holds that as Walpole's politi-
cal stature increased, his figure enveloped and eventually 
obliterated the queen's image. This contradicts Coxe who 
frequently acknowledged Caroline's importance to the success 
of the ministry. Cf. Coxe, Walpole, II, 33, 117-118, 330. 
See also Hervey, Materials, II, 375. 

•1-5 Egmont, Diary, 1, 6-7 (January 5, 1729) . 
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demise in 1737, The Craftsman consistently attacked the 

queen's adherence to Walpole. So faithfully did Caroline 

uphold the minister that their fortunes were pictured as 

inextricably bound together; and, for the queen, the picture 

was not always flattering. Yet Caroline never withdrew 

her loyalty from Walpole nor her part in the triumvirate. 

Caroline's true relationship to the ministry was re-

vealed when Viscount Charles Townshend resigned in 1730. 

Although Sir Robert had jockeyed to gain ministerial ascen-

dancy for three years, neither he nor the king were able to 

force Townshend out for the minister was still a formidable 

figure on the political scene.^ Thus stalemated, the con-

dition of the ministry caused Sir Robert to consider resign-

ing and requesting a peerage. At least this is what he led 

the king and queen to believe.-*-® Caroline observed the rift 

and decided to support Walpole and drive Townshend out. 

l^The Craftsman, XIV, 499 (January 24, 1736), pp. 259-
265. By insinuating that Caroline was identical to Elizabeth 
of Spain, The Craftsman attacked both the crown and the first 
minister. See also The Craftsman, VI, 208 (June 27, 1730) , 
p. 215; The Craftsman, XI, 387 (December 8, 1733), p. 215. 

-^Lady Mary Howard to [Lady Carlisle], December 27 
[1729] , Great Britain, Historical Manuscripts Commission, 
The Manuscripts of the Earl of Carlisle, Preserved at Castle 
Howard [hereafter cited as "H.M.C., Carlisle Papers"] 
"(London, 1897), p. 57. 

-^Lady a. Irwin to [Lady Carlisle] , March 22 [1729] , 
H.M.C., Carlisle Papers, p. 60. 



Finding himself reduced to a secondary party, Townshend. 

straggled to regain his former power. He accompanied the 

king on his first journey to Hanover. While there, he tried 

to secure the appointment of Lord Chesterfield to the other 

secretaryship of state. The queen, informed of this in one 

of the king's lengthy letters, promptly informed Sir Robert 

of his brother-in-law's designs and wrote the king express-

ing her disapproval of Townshend's schemes. Had it not been 

for the queen, Townshend would have continued in the 

ministry. Townshend, himself, left little doubt as to who 

hastened his exit. 

Thou1 it was my fate to be often in a very dif-
ferent way of thinking from her Majesty's which 
was ye chief reason that induced me to retire. . . . 
As faction had no [shjare in this resolution, so ... 
it has been attended with greater success, than 
I cou'd possibly have proposed to myself.-" 

The anti-Walpolean court clique selected John Dalrymple, 

second earl of Stair, to plead their case. The infamous 

interview, which was devised to work on either the queen's 

fear or her reason, ended as a fiasco. When the earl told 

the queen that Walpole absolutely governed her, Caroline 

retaliated by decimating his invectives with laughter. She 

19 Coxe, Walpole, II, 117-118. 

20Townshend to [Francis, second baron Godolphin], 
November 28 [1737], quoted in L. W. Hanson, "Townshend on 
the Death of Queen Caroline," English Historical Review, 
XXXXVI (October, 1931), 636-637.*" 
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then issued a clear warning to those who would cabal against 

the throne. 

The Townshend affair showed the strength of the queen's 

hand, but the Excise crisis disclosed her fidelity. Walpole 

delayed pushing the Excise proposal through Parliament 

hoping that the clamor, "No slavery—no exc.ise---no wooden 

shoes," would subside. The division for the first reading 

showed that Sir Robert still commanded a majority in the 

Commons, but he had to leave by the back way to avoid the 

mob. When frankly informed o the bleak chances for passage, 

the king and queen did not withdraw their support. George 

reassured Walpole that they would stand or fall together. 

By April, 1733, the rabble burned an effigy of the queen 

next to one of Sir Robert; and Jacobite sentiments and 

toasts reached a highly audible level.^2 

Sensing an opportunity to weaken Walpole, Bolingbroke, 

Chesterfield, Pultney, and Carteret, mustered their forces 

for an attack. As early as February, 1733, The Daily Courant, 

Walpole's paper, expressed dismay at the success the opposi-

tion had achieved in spreading ministerial distrust.^3 sir 

Robert was never a popular public figure, nor did he aspire 

21-Hervey, Memoirs, I, 16 5-177; Egmont, Diary, I, 374-
375 (May 13," 1733") . 

^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 179-195, 206, 208. 

23William T. Laprade, Public Opinion and Politics in 
Eighteenth Century England (New York, 19361, p. 342. 
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to be. So skilled was the anti-Walpolean circle that they 

convinced Englishmen that the hated excise would become a 

tax on everything.24 

With spring came unrest and mob reaction. The anxious 

April days brought protest riots against the hated potential 

tax accompanied by speculation about a possible change in 

the ministry.^5 The plan which Sir Robert had designed to 

stabilize England's tax structure backfired, and the minister 

found that even the best plans could be halted by aroused 

citizens.^ 

Bracing himself for a forced resignation or outright 

dismissal, the Whig leader took his stand. To the Commons, 

he delivered one of the most convincing and best organized 

defenses of an unpopular administrative measure.^7 The 

Commons could have been swayed, but even the great Walpole 

had to bow to popular will. In the end, the London merchants 

forced the issue. They petitioned Parliament to be heard on 

2^Lady A. Irwin to [Lady Carlisle], January 9, 1733, 
H.M.C., Carlisle Papers, p. 95. Lady Anne Irwin perceptively 
anticipated this reaction. 

25col. Howard to Lady Carlisle., April 12 [1733], H.M.C., 
Carlisle Papers, p. 108; Lady A. Irwin to Lord Carlisle, 
April 12 [I7 33T, H.M.C., Carlisle Papers, p. 180; Sir Thomas 
Robinson to [Lady Carlisle], April 14 [1733], H.M.C., 
Carlisle Papers, p. Ill. 

^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 162-164. 

^David Bayne Horn, editor, "Sir Robert Walpole's 
Defence of His Excise Bill, 1733," English Historical Docu-
ments , 1714-1815 (London, 1967), pp. 20-24. 
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the question. Although the ministry had precedent on its 

side, the opposition carried the point. Walpole sounded an 

April retreat with plans to fight again in June.^ 

Ministerial Whig desertion was evident. Caroline 

likened the necessity for discipline to that of an army and 

suggested that Sir Robert mind his troops. Yet she also 

understood that retreat was vital in order to regroup.29 

By May, 1733, the factional fracas among the ministerial 

Whigs was quelled. Walpole's genius for party management 

had survived the test of the discontented placemen.^0 

Courtiers who spoke against the Excise found themselves 

severely reprimanded or even dismissed from their household 

positions.31 The fact that at the 1734 dissolution of 

Parliament the king agreed to make it clear in his speech 

that the interests of the sovereign and his first subject 

were inseparable was in itself significant, although Walpole 

as first minister, of course, wrote the crown's parliamentary 

speech.^2 

^^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 199-200. See also Egmont, Diary, 
I, 359-362 (April 9-12, 1733). 

2%iervey, Memoirs, I, 200. "Although the minister 
would be the first sacrifice, yet the power of the crown 
would suffer too: What ruined one must at the same time 
greatly distress the other." This echoed Caroline's senti-
ments exactly. 

30 Egmont, Diary, I, 372 (May 9, 1733). 

< •(. 

•l£amont, Diary, I, 375. See also Coxe, Walpole, II, 
242-245.' 

'^Coxe , Walpole, II, 283. 
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In spite of the crown1s pronouncements, the disenchanted 

and alienated nobles who had shared the king's closet while 

he was prince of Wales tried to dislodge Sir Robert. They 

thought the Excise crisis was their golden opportunity to do 

just that. First, they called for an investigation of fraud 

in the handling of customs. Then they revived the South Sea 

inquiry. Had it not been for the loyalty of both George II 

and Caroline, Walpole1s overthrow would have been accom-

plished, ̂  3 in spite of Hervey's speculation that the queen 

would have never consented to dropping Walpole.24 iff how-

ever, the queen had been forced to choose between the minister 

and the crown, there is little doubt as to her choice. 

Caroline's support of Walpole can be simply explained. 

It was based upon the minister's ability to manage that 

formidable and refractory body, the Commons, without which 

"it was impossible for the business of the crown to be 

done."35 This, even Hervey grudgingly admitted. 

The circumstances of the South Sea inquiry illustrated 

Caroline's grasp of the importance of the episcopal bench 

for the crown in the Lords. Although she bullied and cajoled 

Benjamin Hoadly, bishop of Salisbury at the time, she never 

Plumb, Walpole: Minister, pp. 279-280. See also 
Hervey, Memoirs, I, 217-218. 

^^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 218. Hervey contended that the 
queen supported Walpole to spite Mrs. Howard and the courtiers 
who sought favor through her. 

Hervey, Memoirs, I, 218. 
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lost sight of the fact that defection by the bishops could 

spell disaster for Walpole and the crown as w e l l . T h e 

support of Edmund Gibson, bishop of London, in the South Sea 

question cannot be denied; and this earned him the title of 

"Walpole's Pope." Although they differed on many theologi-

cal points, Caroline and the bishop of London both under-

stood the value of the episcopal bench for the ministry.^' 

When the ministers of the crown lost a decision in the Lords 

on the order of the debate, the queen was more concerned -

than the king appeared to be. 38 Both knew, however, that 

each vote against the eighteenth-century ministers of the 

crown weakened the position of the throne. 

The exact relationship between the queen and Gibson is 

difficult to assess. Caroline's reputation for heterodoxy, 

her interest in promoting unorthodox prelates, and her iati-

tudinarian tendencies did not endear her to the bishop. 

"Gibson had worked for creation of a strong Whig interest in 

the church to the total exclusion of the Tories and unortho-

dox divines. Caroline . . . had pronounced weakness both 

for heterodoxy and moderate Toryism."39 Both recognized, 

however, that the pillar of the throne supported the church, 

^^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 233-237. 

^̂ Norrnan Sykes, Edmund Gibson: Bishop of London, 1669-
1748 (London, 1926), pp. 146-147. 

38 Hervey, Memoirs, 1, 241. 

^^sykes, Gibson, p. 133. 
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while without the church, the protestant succession could 

easily be jeopardized.^ 

Caroline's reputation for theological expertise won 

both praise and blame. William Wake, archbishop of Canter-

bury, was convinced that as princess of Wales, Caroline had 

had a hand in his promotion. Her old teacher Leibnitz urged 

her to use her position as the princess of Wales to renew 

the long forgotten union of the Lutheran and Anglican 

churches.^ Before determining that she supported Walpole, 

even The Craftsman praised her theological wisdom.^ Vis-

count Percival referred to her as "an encourager of learned 

4 3 

men";' and even the caustic Hervey acknowledged her intel-

lectual prowess, while also noting that her German prejudices 

gave the impression that she was a p s e u d o - i n t e l l e c t u a l . ^ 

To Gibson, however, the queen's eclectic ecclesiastical 

tastes were deplorable.^5 

It was due to her patronage that such prelates as 

Thames Herring, Joseph Butler, Benjamin Hoadly, Thomas 

Clarke, Francis Hare, Thomas Sherlock, and Zachary Pearce 

^Norman Sykes, Church and State in England in the 
Eighteenth Century (Cambridge, 19 34), p. 33. 

•̂ksykes , Wake, II, 61. 

^~Tha Craftsman, I, 38 (April 17, 1727), p. 241. 

^Egmont, Diary, I, 7 (January 18, 1730). 

^Hervey, Materials , 1, 261. 

^5Sykes, Gibson, pp. 137-138. 
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were, promoted, for if Gibson had had his way both Latitudi-

narians and Tories would have been entirely excluded from 

high preferment.'^ Her patronage was not confined to the 

established church. Through her favor, Egmont1s Roman 

Catholic friend, Dr. Pierce Courayer, received a pension 

which enabled him to finish his translation of Thuanus into 

F r e n c h . V o l t a i r e credited her with being "an amiable 

philosopher on the throne," who used her talents wisely and 

well.4® 

All considered, it was not unusual for Walpole to depend 

on the queen for help in church matters which could not be 

relegated to Gibson, especially when dealing with the Dis-

senters. In 1730 the Dissenters planned to petition the 

next Parliament for repeal of the Test and Corporation Acts. 

The minister knew that a push on these issues would split 

the Whigs and hurt the party in the next election. Sir 

Robert hoped to appeal to Bishop Hoadly, who had influence 

with the Dissenters, for help in gaining a postponement. 

The queen agreed to send for Hoadly and personally to re-

quest his aid as a favor to the crown. Lord Hervey gives a 

full account of this interview in which Queen Caroline 

4^Sykes, Gibson, p. 276 . "The success of his [Gibson's] 
policy would have been derogatory to the best interests of 
the church." See also Coxe, Walpole, II, 6. 

47Egmont, Diary, I , 120 (December 2 3 , 1 7 3 0 ) . 

48Franco.is Marie Arouet de Voltaire, Letters Concerning 
the English Nation (London, 1 9 2 6 ), p. 61 . 



overwhelmed the bishop with verbal pictures of the impending 

danger. Even allowing for the courtier's dramatic flair, 

the queen's argument must have swayed the bishop for Hoadly 

feared factionalism. When Caroline suggested that proposing 

repeal would work contrary to its intent by underlining 

church authority and weakening the alliance between church 

and throne, the conscientious prelate agreed to work for 

postponement. He made it clear, however, that he did not 

retreat from his support of repeal, but only agreed because 

the introduction of the petition in the next Parliament 

would hinder rather than help the Dissenters. Court gossip 

and rumor twisted the queen's intent, and all London buzzed 

with the story of how Caroline had turned the bishop away 

from the Dissenters.^9 

Hoadly was understandably perturbed, and it took 

Walpole's most dulcet tones to convince the bishop that this 

was pure rumor and not fact. The bishop tried to get the 

minister to agree to support repeal in the future, but Sir 

Robert would make no commitment. Uncertain of the bishop's 

wavering support, the Dissenters placed their hopes for 

repeal upon the London members of the Commons. Walpole 

controlled this faction and was, therefore, able to keep the 

question from even coming before the Commons. Again, the 

partnership of the queen and the first minister had worked 

49 Bervey, Memoirs, I, 148-152. 
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to the advantage of both. Hoadly reconciled himself to 
e; A 

events, still convinced that he was a free agent. 

A year later when the bishopric of Winchester became 

vacant, Caroline refrained from nominating Hoadly for the 

see. Although the bishop sought to secure his nomination, 

the queen was reluctant to provide a prelate with doubtful 

court loyalty with such a high preferment.. Sir Robert used 

her hesitancy to bait Hoadly. When Hoadly1s nomination and 

election ensued, the minister took the credit, as he often 

did, for forcing the royal couple to act against their own 

inclinations. Yet when Caroline found that she could not 

put Hcadly aside, she made the most of the situation, con-

vincing the bishop that she was sincerely pleased to see him 

elevated to Winchester. 

Edmund Gibson found the queen's unusual interest in 

ecclesiastical affairs annoying for hardly any situation 
c p 

dealing with the episcopal bench escaped her notice. ^ If 

her choice of controversial prelates for royal patronage 

served to distress Walpole, it brought her into direct con-

flict with his "Pope."53 The queen's tendency to skepticism 

^^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 153-159. 

^Hervey, Materials, II, 39 4-399. 

3 2 
Coxe, Walpole, II, 6. 

Plumb, Walpole: Minister, p. 160. 
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and to unorthodox theology unnerved Gibson as did her favor -

of Charlotte Clayton, who became Lady Sundoii.-^ 

Neither Walpole nor Gibson trusted Caroline's chief 

female confidant, Charlotte Clayton. Gibson viewed the 

queen's association with Lady Sundon as the means by which 

the latitudinarian clergy secured royal favor.^5 walpole 

thought that she was a tool of Carteret, and usually treated 

her as a potential enemy of the ministry.^6 Mrs. Clayton 

did exercise some influence over the queen, although the 

degree of her influence was not as great as she sought to 

convey in her Memoirs or, indeed, as was portrayed in other 

reminiscences of the court of George II.^ If Lady Sundon 

served as a link between the queen and the low church party 

or other patronage seekers it was because this arrangement 

suited Caroline for it freed her from some of the tedium of 

Hervey, Materials, I, 262. The queen was aware of 
the reaction to" her heterodox opinions and often denied her-
self the company of controversial figures to avoid further 
polemics. 

c c 
Sykes, Gibson, pp. 133-134. See also Thomson, 

Memoirs, I, 33-34. 

"^Hervey, Materials, II, 410. See also Melville, Maids 
of Honor, pp. 118-121; Thomson, Memoirs, I, 18. The enmity 
was mutual. 

57 
Thomson, Memoirs, I, 25-26. Lady Sundon's editor 

attributed her ascendancy over Caroline to Mrs. Clayton's 
knowledge of the queen's rupture. Cf. Hervey, Materials, 
III, 890-892. Hervey maintains that both the king and royal 
physician knew of the queen's disability and her reluctance 
to undergo surgery. 
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court protocol.-10 Even though Lord Hervey admired Mrs, Clay-

ton, he acknowledged that her ascendancy over the queen 

existed only in the minds of others. Still, Mrs. Clayton!s 

correspondence with and patronage of various latitudinarian 

clerics®^ increased Gibson's vexation and Walpole"s problems 
f% 1 

in placating both his "Pope" and his royal confederate. 

The queen's unorthodox predilections almost caused a 

breach between Walpole and Gibson in 1733. With the bishop 

of Gloucester at death's door, Caroline let it be known that 

her choice as his successor was Dr. Thomas Pundle, a low 

church, unorthodox prelate. This threw Gibson into a turmoil. 

Such action on the part of the queen both countermanded his 

right of patronage to which Walpole had agreed in 1724 and 

enlarged heterodoxy on the episcopal b e n c h . T o further 

complicate matters, the Rundle candidacy was supported by 

the lord chancellor. Walpole was thrown into a quandry. 
•^Thomson, Memoirs, I, 14-15. 

59 
Hervey, Memoirs, I, 91: "The world perceived that 

the reputed favourite of the Princess had as little real 
weight with the Queen as the reputed mistress of the Prince 
had with the King." 

^Thomson, Memoirs, I, 222. See also Bishop Killala to 
Mrs. Clayton, April 30, 1730, Thomson, Memoirs, II, 112; 
Dr. A. Clarke to Mrs. Clayton, June 18, 1731, Thomson, 
Memoirs, I, 209; Bishop Hoadly to Mrs. Clayton, n.d., Thomson, 
Memoirs, II, 191. 

61Sykes, Gibson, pp. 132-133, 191-193. Gibson found 
the court of George II generally distasteful. 

^2Plumb, Walpole: Minister, pp. 9 5-97. 
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He did not want to cause the king and qv.eea to turn against 

his foreign policy of neutrality nor did he want to alienate 

Gibson and his well-drilled bench. He solved the worst 

aspects of his dilemma by prevaricating until after the elec-

tion before settling the position. The bishopric went vacant 

for several months, but in the end Gibson had his way, and 

Rundle was rejected. To soothe the lord chancellor, the see 

was given to Dr. Martin Benson, a former chaplain of the 

chancellor's father. Rundle was installed at Derry, a 

lucrative Irish see.^3 

Before Norman Sykes's authoritative studies of the 

eighteenth-century Anglican Church, it was customary to 

give Caroline credit for monopolizing high church patronage. 

Although the advancement of Benjamin Hoadly, Thomas Sherlock, 

George Berkeley, Joseph Butler, Thomas Seeker and others 

was due to her patronage, Gibson's influence d o m i n a t e d . 

On several occasions, however, the queen was able to force 

him to accept her recommendation and thus to break the Whig 

monopoly on higher preferment. Without Caroline's patronage 

and defense of the latitudinarians, Bishop Gibson's orthodox 

theology would have prevailed, much to the detriment of the 

®^Hervey, Materials, II, 399-405. See also Egrnont, 
Diary, II, 49 (March 8, 17 34); Plumb, Walpole: Minister, 
pp. 299-300. 

^Egmont, Diary, II, 9 (January 17, 1734). See also 
Walpole, Memoirs, p. 5; Williams, The Whig Supremacy, p. 75. 
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episcopal bench and the church as a w h o l e . A f t e r the 

queen's death, Walpole himself took a more active part in 

dispensing the crown's ecclesiastical p a t r o n a g e . ^ 6 

The expected change of ministry brought on by the 

Excise crisis did not happen, and Walpole remained. Those 

who thought that Caroline was able to support the minister 

because she needed Walpole to retain her ascendancy were 

mistaken. The queen did not need Walpole for her position, 

but he required her for his.^7 The degree of dependence was 

later illustrated by Lord Carteret. Seeking to displace Sir 

Robert, Carteret made the mistake of pledging his support to 

the queen if he should come into the ministry. This support 

would be given to Caroline over Madam Waldmoden, the king's 

new Hanoverian mistress. Caroline was furious to think that 

any mere noble thought he could be responsible for her posi-

tion. "An impertinent Coxcomb! I think it is rather me 

that must support him."^ sir Robert Walpole1s genius lay in 

the fact that this he well understood. 

Common opinion thought that the minister influenced the 

queen in all things, political and personal.69 This was not 

^sykes, Gibson, pp. 141-142, 276. 

^Egmont, Diary, II, 452 (December 8, 1737). 

6^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 217. 

"^Hervey, Materials, III, 754. 

^Egmont, Diary, I, 205-206 (October 11, 1731). 
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the case, for try as he might, the minister could never per-

suade the queen to embrace those she abhorred, nor act 

against her own political acumen.^ Yet she was perceptive 

enough to understand that a rule of three was better than a 

reign of one. 

The queen's death on November 20, 1737 , left the king 

and his first minister as alone as two people could be. Be-

fore she died, Caroline recommended the king and her chil-

dren to Sir Robert's charge.71 Still, the minister feared 

that without her guiding genius the king would prove diffi-

cult. His qualms proved false for the king remained loyal 

to his minister even after Walpole had lost his leadership 

in the C o m m o n s . T o George, Caroline's death meant more 

than the loss of his wife.73 It ended the reciprocal 

partnership which had strengthened the Hanoverian succession 

and the position of the crown. 

The controversies of her life followed the queen into 

death. The question of whether she received the last sacra-

ment was never satisfactorily settled and was used by the 

opposition to charge her with unorthodoxy and to substantiate 

70 
Hervey, Memoirs, I, 342. 

71 
"•"Hervey, Materials, III, 898. See also Coxe. Walpole. 

II, 501. — 

72 
Coxe, Walpole, II, 503-504. See also Hervey, 

Materials, III, 921. 

294. 
73Coxe, Walpole, II, 503. See also Churchill, Memoirs, 
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the claim that she had used the church only as a political -

tool."^ Her refusal to see the prince was cited as proof by 

her enemies that she rejected her son and was the cause of 

the alienation between the prince and his father.7^ The 

proposal that another woman should be chosen to replace her 

so that the king would not fall into the wrong hands mocked 

the true character of her marriage.7® Even the king's order 

for six months of deep mourning became another challenge to 

those who wanted to undermine or to defy the crown's cere-

monial prerogative,77 

The depth of the king's sorrow was common knowledge, 

although his resumption of activity within a month caused 

raised eyebrows. George's English court never quite under-

stood his Hanoverian attitude towards life. So some reacted 

with surprise when he ordered one side of the queen's coffin 

to be built so that it would slide away when his coffin, 

74Egmont, Diary, II, 445 (November 20, 1727); Hervey, 
Materials, III,' 907. Cf. Egmont, Diary, II, 450 (November 29, 
1737T? Lady Hertford to [?], 1737quoted in Helen S. Hughes, 
The Gentle Hertford: Her Life and Letters (New York, 1940) , 
p. 111. 

^"Queen Caroline (Wilhelmina of Anspach)," The New 
Monthly Magazine, CXXX (January, 1864), 46-47. 

7^Hervey, Materials, III, 918. 

77Egmont, Diary, II, 449 (November 25, 1737). 
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with a like pane.1, was laid next to it.7® Not even death 

would separate this strange pair. 

Caroline's demise ended an era, but it did not bring 

the confusion which some anticipated.^9 it did, however, 

reveal some startling things about her finances and generosity 

which proved the stories of her avarice u n t r u e . I n fact, 

the queen had often borrowed money from the king to make up 

the deficit caused by her philanthropies. Her patronage not 

only included learned men such as Dr. Pierre Courayer, the 

French Roman Catholic scholar, but also lesser lights such 

as the minor poet Stephen Duck and Milton's granddaughter.®^ 

Obscurity, disgrace, and even banishment, as shown by her 

intercession for the historian Thomas Carte and the poet 

Lord Lansdowne, were no barriers to her patronage and protec-

tion. At times this distressed Sir Robert, especially when 

o 9 
her patronage and protection involved Roman Catholics." 

"^Quennell, Caroline, p. 252. See also Churchill, 
Memoirs, p. 295. The dowager duchess recounts that once 
when some queens were dealt to the king in a game of cards, 
he was so overcome that his daughter Amelia ordered forth-
with that all the queens be removed from the deck. 

7^Col. William Douglas to [Lord Carlisle], November 19, 
1737, H.M.C., Carlisle Papers, p. 189. 

Q A 
Jesse, Memoirs, IV, 22. See also Egmont, Diary, II, 

4 49 (November 25, 1737). Cf. Churchill, Memoirs, p. 279. 

^Coxe, Walpole, II, 499-500. 

^Coxe, Walpole, II, 498. See also Sykes, Wake, II, 
198-199. 
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Her failure to extend this patronage to literary giants 

such as Pops, Chesterfield, and Gay was due more to Walpole's 

alienation of the intellectuals or their own disputes with 

the crown regarding desired places rathex- than to Caroline's 

intellectual predilections. Any doubt of her intellectual 

prowess ox* theological understanding will be quickly removed 

after reading her analysis of "A Philosophical Discourse Upon 

Death," as recorded by Viscount Percival. Equally deserving 

of praise for its intellectual depth was her attack on the 

Jansenists whom she scorned because "religion is not to be 

advanced by tricks.1183 -phe Philistine tastes of the first 

two Georges and Walpole stamped the court with an anti-

intellectual image which not even the queen could remove. 

In Hanoverian England, most cultural and intellectual activi-

ties flourished outside of the crown's pale. 

Music was the only interest either of the two Georges 

took in the arts, and this they took seriously. Royal 

patronage by its nature has political overtones, and thus 

the crown's support of Geox~ge Frederick Handel and his music 

became a political issue. In opposition to the performance 

of his music at the Haymarket Theatre, Prince Frederick Louis 

and the anti-Walpole circle supported the rival productions 

which were performed at Lincoln's Inn Fields. Lord Hervey 

described the gravity with which the Handelists and the 

^Egrnont, Diary, I, 299-300 (December 1, 1732); 396 
(July 28, 1733)."" 
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anti-IIandelists took their opera. The king and queen, how- • 

ever, had the foresight to disguise their personal prefer-

ences more than either their son or daughter did. ̂  

Royal disfavor was not, of course, always masked. Some 

of the proud nobility who were no friends to Walpole suffered 

the slings of the crown's scorn. Lord John Spencer and his 

lady received just such a snub when they appeared at court 

to kiss hands upon their marriage, Not even the queen, who 

usually made up for the king1s rude treatment of disaffected 

courtiers, made any attempt to retrieve the slight until the 

newly wed Spencers were ready to leave. Then her reference 

to not seeing Lord Spencer since he was a child represented 

O tz 

even more of an affront than the king's neglect.OJ 

George made no secret of showing his resentment to 

those whom he considered enemies of the court. By leaving 

the task of smoothing over royal rebuffs to his wife, the 

king was able to show his displeasure without severing the 

throne's relationship completely. Caroline's feminine in-

fluence eased the reprimands; but it did not remove them, 

nor was it intended to do so. Whereas the kind had no 

patience with sycophants, the queen knew how to deal with 

flattering courtiers without directly offending their noble 

pride. When Lord Egmont told the queen that flatterers were 

®^Hervey, Memoirs, I, 320-321. 

8 5 
Egmont, Diary, II, 34 (February 23, 1734). 
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fools, for princes usually saw through them, Caroline agreed 

and added, "True and therefore it must be done very gently 

and fine."86 

Even with those nobles she detested, Caroline made a 

sincere attempt not to show her true feelings. Unlike her 

husband, who made no effort to conceal his emotions, the 

queen resorted to subterfuge and purposefully acted as if 

the noble in question was her favorite.^ Such actions were 

expected from a woman and, therefore, excused or overlooked. 

In a man, they would have been labeled devious and false. 

The queen was not always successful in her attempts to 

disarm men with potential political power and to gain their 

support for the court. Joseph Jekyll, master of the rolls 

and a prominent Whig, was one man who never fell under the 

queen's spell, even though she tried to cajole and abuse 

O O 

him into submission. ° Her persuasive tactics worked better 

with courtiers than it did with common folk. Although she 

was conscious of a need to build the Hanoverian public image, 

once embroiled in the many domestic quarrels and unpopular 

Walpolian measures, Caroline was unable to establish any 

popular appeal until her death. Many times she had been 

wrongly abused by rumor. Once she was even held responsible 

^Egmont, Diary, II, 138 (December 31, 1734). 

^Hervey, Materials, II, 494. 

8 8 
''Caroline Robbins, The. Eighteenth Century Commonwealth-

man (Mew York, 1968), p. 280. 
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for promoting a bill which would reduce servants1 wages and 

make class lines niore distinct by requiring servants and 

shopkeepers to wear identifying b a d g e s . s t i l l , she never 

lost sight of her royal obligations to the peers of the 

realm even when these same nobles had challenged the power 

of the crown in Parliament.^ Lady Mary Wortley Montagu, 

with her usual sharp eye, painted a verse picture which 

caught the essence of Caroline1s courtly manner.^ As 

Walpole's opposition grew, the queen's popularity ebbed. 

Yet at the beginning of her reign even The Craftsman ac-

Q O 

knowledged that she was truly queen of all. 

Lord Kervey, who spent much time exposing the domestic 

oddities of the court, admired the queen's ability to con-

tend with the personal idiosyncrasies of her husband and 

children. Not only did Frederick Louis give the queen many 

anxious moments, but Princess Anne's reluctance to leave 

England after her marriage, and her foolish demands to return 

for her lying-in made her the subject of much ridicule.93 

Naturally, her actions cast the whole family in a comic 

^Egmont, Diary, I, 11 (January 27, 1730). 

^Egmor.t, Diary, 1, 241 (March 17, 17 32) . 

^Lady Mary Montagu to Lord Hervey, October 30, 1734, 
Montagu, Letters, II, 99: "And Majesty with Sweeping Train/ 
That does so many yards contain/Superior to her waiting 
Nymphs/As Lobster to attendant Shrimps.11 

^The Craftsman, IJ, 70 (November 4, 1727) , p. 192. 

'^Hervey, Materia].s, IT., 389-392. 
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light. In these domestic crises . Caroline' s good, sense 

fortunately prevailed. 

The queen5 s practicality did not end with her own 

family or interests. Mindful of the financial sacrifice 

which the nobility made in order to appear at court, the 

queen ordered that no one wear new clothes for her birthday 

fete as had been the prior custom.^ Such leniency in cere-

mony did not indicate a change in the queen's notion of the 

homage due to the crown. For when Mrs. Howard balked and 

refused to hold a washbasin because she considered it beneath 

her dignity, Caroline quickly let the haughty lady know that 

such actions would not be tolerated, even from the king's 

mistress.^5 yet, according to Mrs. Clayton, the queen did 

not think it beneath her dignity to take a dish of coffee 

with a favorite subject.^6 Her visits to Walpole's residence 

during her regencies support her disdain for snobbery. Con-

sidering her gracious nature, such actions were not out of 

character. In no way, however, did the queen ever lose 

sight of her concept of the duty owed to sovereigns by their 

subjects. 

George outlived his spouse by twenty-three years. The 

cynical duchess of Marlborough observed that the king thought 

^Egmont, Diary, II, 39 (March 1, 1734). 

^""Hervey, Materials , II, 474. 

^Thomson, Memoirs, I, 167. 
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he had "lost the greatest politician that ever was born, and 

O r7 

one that did him tne greatest service that was possible. 

To Queen Anne's former confidant, the truth was quite the 

contrary, for anyone associated with Robert Walpole had to 

be tainted by his devious ways. 

Not all were as condemning of Caroline as the old 

duchess was. Still, like many Englishmen, she never under-

stood this strange Hanoverian partnership, although in many 

ways it paralleled her own. It took a continental frame of 

reference to penetrate to the inner core of their arrange-

ment and to see George and Caroline as two people whose 

lives were so woven together that each became an extension 

of the other. "It is certain neither the king will do any-

thing without the queen, nor the quaen without the king . . . 

London is Hanover, and Hanover is London. 

Although the king did all he could to keep him, it took 

only four years after the queen's death for Sir Robert to 

fall. Then, even all the political acumen of Caroline could 

not have saved him. Crowded out by the Spanish war and party 

squabbles, his loss of power was inevitable. Nevertheless, 

^ Church.i 11, Correspondence, II, 183. Cf. Coxe, 
Walpole, II, 33. When George appointed Caroline his regent, 
Parliament even passed, at his request, an act exempting the 
queen from taking oaths. 

98 . 
Portuguese Minister Da Cunha at the Hague to Minister 

Azevedo in London, July 3, 1736, quoted in Coxe, Walpole, 
II, 34. 
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Sir Robert knew that with the queen gone his position would 

ebb. 

The king's loss was far greater. Without her wise and 

amiable presence, King George found his relations with 

Parliament, the Church, and his courtiers less sure and 

often strained. Likewise, without the softening influence 

of the queen, the courtiers, the Church, and Parliament 

found that their positions with the crown had grown more 

tenuous. 

The death of Queen Caroline ended an era of good feel-

ing and stability in English politics. Moreover, it marked 

the close of a thirty-five year period in which women 

actually had a hand in turning the wheels of power in 

partnership with, not subservient to, men, 



CHAPTER V 

POLITICS AND LADIES OF QUALITY 

The promi:eiice of Sarah Churchill, Abigail Masham, arid 

Queen Caroline in the governing circles of late Stuart and 

early Hanoverian England raised the political prestige of 

upper-class women of the time. Although women had been a 

necessary adjunct to court politics before, their roles had 

been few and limited. In her own way, each of these three 

major personalities exemplified the value of feminine in-

fluence in political life. 

Anne's accession signaled a change in court politics 

which was echoed in other sections of society. Once estab-

lished, feminine influence gained momentum during the reigns 

of the first two Georges. Not only were women close to the 

throne able to make their presence count, but even radicals 

like the feminist leader Mary Astell and the nefarious Grub 

Street authoress Mrs. Rivella Manley found appreciative 

audiences. Feminism was in the air. 

Lady Mary Cowper and Elizabeth Seymour, the duchess of 

Somerset, were two other women who, as bedchamber ladies, 

took a trenchant part in court politics and intrigues. Both 

were partisan Miigs who were devoted to the Hanoverian suc-

cession. They took a keen interest in politics and were 
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dedicated to Whig principles. Both were just as devoted to 

furthering their husbands1 careers. Of bhe two, Lady Cowper 1s 

actions and motives are easier to discern. Not only did she 

hold her post for a longer period, but she also kept a Diary 

in which she recorded her thoughts and opinions. If the 

duchess of Somerset had done the same, the record of the 

last years of the reign of Queen Anne would be much less 

obscure. 

Lady Cowper's Diary begins in 1714 with her service as 

a bedchamber lady to Princess Caroline. Born in 1685, to a 

family with Jacobite sympathies,Mary Clavering became and 

remained an ardent Whig until her death in 17 24. ̂  in 1706, 

she was secretly married to William, the first earl of 

Cowper. who had been the first lord chancellor of Great 

Britain during the reign of Queen Anne. The reason for the 

secrecy of the marriage was not revealed, but in her Diary, 

Lady Cowper humorously explains its necessity by citing the 

ardent pursuit of Lord Cowper by Lady Harriet Vere.^ 

Mary Cowper's correspondence with Caroline of Ansbach 

began in 1710, but even during their early friendship, 

Caroline guarded against making definite commitments or 

1 
"James McMullen Bigg, "Mary Cowper," DNB, IV, 1311. 
2 
'Lady Cowper to the Duchess of Marlborough, October 2, 

1710, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 394. 

Cowper, Diary, quoted in Melville, Maids of Honor, 
pp, 142-145. 
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promises of future appointments.^ Under George I, William 

Cowper was again appelated lord chancellor. Seeking to 

gain and to keep the king's favor, he drew up a memoir, 

"An Impartial History of the Parties." Originally written 

in English, the document would have had little value to a 

king who could not read the language had not Lady Cowper 

prepared a French translation. She presented this to Baron 

Bernstorff, the king's Hanoverian minister, with the sugges-

tion that it be submitted to his majesty at an auspicious 

moment. The baron did just that and from this point on the 

two confidants found their relationship mutually advantageous. 

One of Lord Cowper's biographers emphasizes that the memoir 

was highly significant in the developing relationship between 

George I and Lord Cowper.5 

The friendship of the Cowpers and Baron Bernstorf£ had 

joint benefits. Through Lord Cowper, the baron was able to 

get information about cabinet meetings, which he was barred 

from attending. The extent of Lady Cowper's complicity in 

this cooperation with Bernstorff is evidenced by the follow-

ing passage from her Ms. Diary in the Hertfordshire Record 

Office- which was wisely omitted by the editor of the 

printed version: 

Cowper, Diary, pp. 6-7. 

5 
"John Nay],or, editor, The British Aristocracy and the 

Peerage Rill of 1,719 (New York, 1(J68) , p. 63. 
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Bernstorff desired roe to get information of it 
[cabinet meetings] from my Lord Cowper who by me 
gave B, Eernstorff a faithful Account of every 
thing that was useful for him to know. It was 
an employment I was not fond of . . . .^ 

Bernstorff's considerable influence with the king was a fact 

of which Princess Caroline was well aware.^ 

Like Sir Robert, the baron was quick to grasp the nature 

of the relationship between Caroline and her husband. 

Through the princess, he made the first attempt to warn the 

prince away from pursuing the dangerous politics of court 

opposition. Knowing full well that if the prince continued 

to flirt with disaffected Whigs and Tories a royal breach 

was possible, Bernstorff enlisted Lady Cowper1s aid in com-

bating the opposition influence.^ In spite of the baron's 

efforts, the two Georges were destined to quarrel and even-

tually their differences culminated in an open breach. 

Even after he had lost power and left England in 1720, 

Baron Bernstorff was kept well informed about English 

political affairs through his correspondence with Lady 

Cowper. While he was in a position of power, the baron not 

only sought the Cowpers1 advice on civil appointments, but 

on ecclesiastical promotions as well. Through her friend-

ship with the baron, Lady Cowper managed to have Sir David 

^Beattie, The Court of George I_, p. 223. 

^Cowper, Diary, pp. 65-66 (February 2-4, 1716) . 

^Cowper, Diary, p. 84 (February 23, 1716); p. 98 
(March 21, 1716). 
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Hamilton,, the pro-Whig physician to the late queen, not 

only retained in the crown's service but appointed physician 

to Princess Caroline.^ 

Though often ill and absent from court, Mary Cowper 

used every artifice to convince Caroline of the merits of 

the Whig cause. She read every account of Tory affronts to 

the king and Jaccbite stirrings she could find and kept the 

princess informed of each one. In Caroline's circle, she 

became the staunch defender and champion of Dr. Samuel 

Clarke, an unorthodox prelate who was attacked by the high 

Tory churchmen and charged with heresy. 

The first part of Lady Cowper's Diary ends with a re-

counting of the king's reluctance to name the prince his 

regent during his first visit to Hanover in 1716. The king 

finally yielded to English precedent, but not without a 

straggle, which ended only when the prince agreed to part 

with his headstrong friend, the duke of Argyle.H 

The second section of the Diary narrates the events of 

the spring of 1720 and the incidents which marked the recon-

ciliation of the prince and the king following their in-

famous breach. Unfortuna tely, Lady Cowper's account of the 

quarrel was lost, but some of the sharp barbs of her wit 

"Beattie, The Court o_f George I_, p. 239, 145. 

Cowper, Diary, pp. 16-19 (November 19, 1714). 

"^Cowper, Diary, pp. 107-124 (June 26, 1716-July 16, 
173.6) . 



131 

survived. A newsletter of the time reported that. 

Lord Cowper was on Sunday with the King at 
Court, and on Monday with the Prince. Among 
other town tales, they say, the Lady Cowper 
being asked why her Lord left the Court, said 
that none could do business there with two mad-
men and a dragon.^ 

Like her friend Sarah Churchill; Mary Cowper was not only 

equipped with an acid wit; but she also had a talent for 

using a double entendre at the most opportune moment. Once 

when the Princess Caroline said she would bet her nose that 

she and the prince would not get the regency in 1720, the 

bedchamber lady retorted, "If your highness had thirty noses 

you might venture them all without the least danger. 

One recipient of her invectives was Robert Walpole. 

Lady Cowper had little regard for the talents of the minister 

whom she viewed as a social upstart and a crafty, scheming, 

self-seeking politician. It was Sir Robert who made the 

first move for a reconciliation between the king and the 

prince. At first, Caroline, following the Cowpers' advice, 

refused to listen to his arguments. Gradually, however, 

Walpole convinced her of the wisdom of reconciliation; and 

she agreed to the necessary conditions. To Mary Cowper, 

Walpole had "engrossed and monopolised the Princess to a 

degree of making her deaf to everything that did not come 

12 

"Naylor, editor, The British Aristocracy, p. 142. 

^Cowper, Diary, p. 158 (May 4, 1720). 



from him. "-L^ Sir Robert was so successful that by the 

gummer of 1720, the Cowpers found then-selves replaced as 

Carolina's advisers. Until this time, the extremely anti™ 

Walpolean Lady Cowper had been able to persuade the princess 

to accept her views and had kept the minister from gaining 

favor. 

Had William Cowper been less a man of mediocrity, he 

could have met Walpole on more equal terms. As it was, the 

minister knew that Cowper would concede his place without 

much of a struggle. Caroline, too, realized his limitations. 

She confided to Bishop Wake that Cowper was not on a level 

with either Townshend or W a l p o l e . H e had to go, which he 

did quietly and gracefully. Lady Cowper was not as willing 

to accept retirement so readily. With vengeance, she re-

corded in her Diary that " . . . Mr. Walpole had so possessed 

her [Caroline's] mind. [So that] There was no room for the 

1 7 

least truth,"x/ When she finally did leave, she took her 

Diary and all her carefully saved, potentially incriminating 

correspondence with her. With these latent weapons, she was 

gone but not forgotten. 

-^Cowper, Diary, p. 134 (April 13, 1720). See also 
Cowper, Diary, p. 158 (May 4, 1720). 

•^Cowper, Diary, p. 134 (April 13, 1720). See also 
Plumb, Walpole: Statesman, pp. 285-286. 

"^Cowper, Diary, pp. 165-166 (May 10, 1720). 

1 ''cowper, Diary, p. 163 (May 20, 1720) « 
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Two years after his retirement, Lord Cowper was sus-

pected of intriguing with the Jacobites, Fearing that parts 

of her Diary and all of her correspondence could do har 

husband further harm, Lady Cowper destroyed all but two 

portions of her Diary. Later, when Caroline became queen, 

she wrote to the Cowpers1 daughter, Lady Susan, requesting 

the return of her letters. Lady Susan informed the queen 

that the questionable papers had been destroyed. Apparently, 

the queen did not believe this, for the possible existence 

of these papers gave her some anxious moments.^ 

Lord Cowper died at the close of 1723. Grief-stricken, 

Lady Cowper followed him four months later. Lord Cowper 

owed much of his success to his wife who carefully worked to 

build his career through her contacts and correspondence 

with Princess Caroline and Baron Bernstorff. For six years 

she was the vital link in the delicate chain which bound the 

two Hanoverian courts together. Without the Cowpers as their 

allies, Bernstorff and Caroline would have been much more 

assailable game in the English political jungle of George I. 

Allowing for readily discernible differences, the duke 

and duchess of Somerset held positions in Queen Anne's reign 

which paralleled that of the Cowpers under George I. Yet 

when personal characteristics, temperaments, and backgrounds 

are compared, the couples contrast sharply. 

"^Melville, Maids of Honor, p. 152. 
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Unlike William C'owpe.r, Charles Seymour, the duke of 

Somerset was proud, haughty, unpredictable, and intemperate. 

His wife, Elizabeth Percy, stable, predictable, complaisant, 

and unaffected, was the duke 1s opposite. They seemingly had 

little in common personally except ambition and a mutual 

concern for posterity and the role of future Somersets in it, 

Although the duke had a reputation as an arrogant snob, it 

was the red-haired duchess who was really qualified to be 

the proud aristocrat. The duke owed a significant part of 

his wealth and half of his importance to his marriage with 

the Percy heiress. 

Born in 1667, Elizabeth Percy was the only surviving 

daughter of the earl of Northumberland. When she was four, 

her father died; and young Elizabeth inherited the con-

siderable Percy estates and honors. By the age of fourteen, 

the Percy heiress had twice contracted marriages; first to 

the sickly fifteen-year-old earl of Ogle, and then to the 

licentious Thomas Thynne, a notorious rake. Although the 

second wedding formally took place, the young bride fled 

from her dissolute groom. Shortly afterwards, Thynne was 

murdered by hired assassins in the pay of Count Charles 

Konigsmark, a rival suitor for Elizabeth's hand. Within 

three months of Thynne1s death, Elizabeth Percy accepted 

Charles Seymour's suit; and less than a month afterward, 

"^Thomas Seccombe, "Charles Seymour," DNB, XVII, 1235. 
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they were married. As Elizabeth Percy's husband, Seymour 

gained not only the honors and the estates of the Percy 

House; but its power and influence as well.20 

In view of her unhappy childhood and two tragic mar-

riages, it is not surprising that Elizabeth Percy looked 

upon her marriage to Charles Seymour as a godsend. In spite 

of the scandal connected with her earlier life, which Swift 

tried to revive in the Windsor Prophecy, the duchess managed 

to acquire a reputation for honesty and fidelity.-1 

Although the Somersets had been important personages in 

earlier reigns, the accession of Anne Stuart catapulted them 

to the forefront of the nobility. Anne never forgot that 

the Somersets had stood by her in her quarrels with William 

and Mary. After she had been ejected from the Cockpit in 

1692, the duke and duchess had offered her their residence, 

Syon House, as a temporary refuge. The duchess had not only 

given the shunned princess her friendship, but she had acted 

as her protectoress as well. In disposition, manners, and 

aristocratic bearing the queen and the duchess shared a 

coitircon outlook. ̂  Patricians to the core, Elizabeth Percy 

and Anne Stuart had definite ideas concerning aristocratic 

society and their obligations for retaining its order. 

70 
Seccombe, "Charles Seymour," DNB, XVII, 1235-1236. 

^Seccombe, "Charles Seymour," DNB, XVII, 1236. 

2? 
Strickland, Queens of England, VI, 313. 
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Disdaining the parvenu, they wanted the old grandeur sus-

tained even though it was just a facade. 

From the beginning of her reign, the queen bestowed 

various offices on the duke; but for the most part they were 

more honorary than important.2 3 in 1702, he was made master 

of the horse, a post for which Marlborough thought him well 

9 4 

suited. * Charles Seymour aimed higher. Although never a 

true party man, the duke could usually be counted on to sup-

port the Whigs and the Godoiphin-Marlborough ministry. After 

1708, when he made a stand before the queen against Harley 

only to have his efforts ignored by the Whigs and the minis-

try, he became less of a ministerial adherent, and gravitated 

toward Harley and the opposition.25 Marlborough under-

estimated his influence and thought he could be managed to 

serve ministerial interests.26 

At first, Somerset's complicity in the ministerial 

overthrow of 1710 surprised Marlborough and Godolphin. 

Later, the lord treasurer characterized him as a "mean, 

worthless wretch, capable of any mischief."2? When Sarah 

^3Burnet, History, II, 316. 

^Seccombe, "Charles Seymour," DNB, XVII, 1236. 

2-^Swift to Archbishop King, February 12, 1708, Swift, 
Correspondence, I, 75. 

^Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 
October 24, 1708, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 149. 

27Godolphin to the Duchess of Marlborough, April 8, 
1710, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 300. 
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complained of the duchess's growing antagonism,, Marlborough 

took this as farther proof of Somerset's designs.28 in all 

probability, Sarah had more to fear from the duchess of 

Somerset than she did from Abigail; if Elizabeth Percy held 

set her sights on becoming Anne's sole favorite, she could 

have done so. The advantages of her noble birth and bearing 

coupled with her attractive personal attributes would have 

enabled her to gain full ascendancy over the queen. 

Although the duke of Somerset helped to alienate the 

queen from the Gcdolphin-Marlborough ministry, he never gave 

his full support to I-Iarley and the o p p o s i t i o n . 29 Charles 

Seymour knew that his independent voice had more value on 

the queen's Council than it would have had in Harley's chorus 

The duchess also knew the value of independence. Un-

like Sarah, she did not allow herself to be used as a party 

tool. When the queen's pro-Whig physician, Sir David 

Hamilton, chided her for leaving the court in the uncertain 

last year of the queen's reign, the duchess told him that 

2^Duke of Marlborough to the Duchess of Marlborough, 
March 19, 1710, Churchill, Correspondence, I, 292. 

2 9 
Burnet, History, II, 316. See also Lady Cowper to 

the Duchess of Marlborough, October 23, 1710, Churchill, 
Correspondence, I, 398; Boyer, History of the Reign of Queen 
Anne, p. 475. Eoyer concludes that Somerset withdrew from 
the Whigs and Marlborough because the duke had refused to 
give a regiment to his son, Algernon. 
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"to give all her time to the Queen was impossible,for she 

had family obligations which were equally important.^ 

Appointed lady of the bedchamber soon after Anne's 

accession, the duchess was more or less content with her 

position in the court retinue. The duchess of Marlborough 

not only took full credit for securing the appointment (a 

dubious claim), but contended that Elizabeth Percy had had 

her eyes on the office of groom of the stole from the begin-

ning of Aiaie 1 s reign. ̂ 1 

Attuned to court life, nothing escaped the eyes or ears 

of the duchess of Somerset. Even the queen acknowledged her 

keen perception; and when she complained to the duke of 

Marlborough about Sarah's rude neglect, Anne made it a point 

to note that his wife's actions had not escaped the observ-

ing eyes of Elizabeth Percy.32 

Arthur Maynwaring, Sarah's secretary and collaborator, 

saw the red-haired duchess as a threat. He warned Lady 

Churchill about the duchess of Somerset, who, in Sarah's 

absence, had managed to monopolize the queen. He hinted to 

the duchess that the young and ambitious Robert Walpole had 

•^Hertfordshire County Record OfficeSir David Hamil-
ton Diary, fol. 60, quoted in Green, Queen Anne, p. 295. 

^Churchill, Memoirs, p. 231, See also Marlborough, 
Conduct, p. 135. 

°^Green, Sarah, p. 130. 
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gained access to the qaeen through Somerset's wife.-^3 

Maynwaring's apprehensions were matched by those of Jonathan 

Swift who not only found the duchess insinuating, but a 

powerful adversary as v/ell. 34 

When the duchess of Marlborough lost her offices in 1711f 

it came as no surprise to her to see the duchess of Somerset 

named groom of the stole. Her suspicions of the Somersets' 

growing influence had been aroused when the queen had re-

fused to be a party to Sarah's attempt to provoke a quarrel 

with the duchess of Somerset because she had chosen to stand 

in the queen's presence at the Sacheverell trial when others, 

including Sarah, had s a t . 3 5 

By the summer of 1711, the new ministry grew alarmed 

by the advances the duchess of Somerset seemed to be making 

in the queen's f a v o r . 3 6 jn Abigail's absence, due to what 

had become alraost an annual pregnancy, the duchess had gained 

much ground. Aided by Dr. Hamilton, who prescribed her 

calming influence to the queen, the red-haired Percy heiress 

stood ready to supplant Mrs. Masham in the queen's affections. 

The duke, who had previously been so cooperative, now became 

^Maynwaring to the Duchess of Marlborough, n.d. , 
Churchill, Correspondence, I, 336 * 

Swift, Jou_rnal to Stella, p. 131. 

"^Graen, Sarah, pp. 150-153. See also Strickland, 
Queens of England,'VI, 323-324. 

^^Swift to Archbishop King, August 26, 1711, Swift, 
Correspondence, I, 2 79. 
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difficult. He frequently was absent from cabinet meetings 

either because of a personal quarrel with St. John or 

because he was following the advice of his Whiggish friends 

to remain alcof from Barley and his ilk.^7 In August, 1711, 

he lost his place on the Council.38 

Yet Tory hopes for his complete removal from court 

appeared dashed when the qusen chose Somerset to lead her 

from Parliament after the tumultuous session that preceded 

Marlborough's dismissal. With Marlborough gone, seemingly 

the only person in court who might effectively oppose the 

ministry of liar ley and St. John was the duke of S o m e r s e t . ^ 9 

To ease that threat, Swift wrote the Windsor Prophecy. Few 

thought the scandalous doggerel funny. The dean's intended 

libel backfired. Although the queen never read it, she was 

aware of its contents and was shocked. If anything, it 

strengthened her resolution not to part with the duchess, 

even though Lady Seymour had contemplated resigning.^0 

Under pressure from Barley and St. John, the queen 

finally agreed to Somerset's dismissal from his post as 

master of the horse in January, 1712. The duchess, however, 

f ^^Swift to Archbishop King, August 26, 1711, Swift 
Cor.respondence , 1, 278. 

O O 

Swift to Dean Stearne, December 29, 1711, Swift, 
Correspondence, I, 310. 

Dover, History of the Reign of Queen Anne, p. 531., 

^'"Green, Queen Anne, pp. 260-263. 
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remained at court where her Influence with the queen grew 

daily. Through his wife, the duke still had an entree to 

Anne's circle. If there had been any doubt of the queen's 

growing affections for her new groom of the stole, her re-

action to Swift's Prophecy ended it. Even be Pore the 

Prophecy appeared, Swift had lampooned any leader who was 

subject to female t y r a n n y . ^ 2 Either Marlborough or Somerset 

could have been the objects of his barbs, although Abel 

Boyer contends that the references were made to Somerset.^3 

In any case, the great lady, as the duchess of Somerset 

was called at court, did not forget the busy dean's poisoned 

pen. When Swift's nomination for the see of Hereford came 

before the queen, the great lady had her revenge. The queen 

refused Swift's nomination; and neither Abigail nor Harley 

could press her into it. Anne remembered the Prophecy, and 

ft A 

the uneasiness it had caused her friend. 

As spring approached in 1713, Anne's court grew more 

quarrelsome and tense. Harley, now lord treasurer, trusted 

neither Bolingbroke nor Mrs. Masham. If Swift is to be 

believed, it was Harley who now promoted the duchess in 

^Churchill, Memoirs, p. 2 38. Sarah could not resist 
insinuating that Lady Somerset enjoyed remaining at court 
after the duke's dismissal. 

Swift, Historical and Political Tracts, V, 216. 

£ 3 
Boyer, History of the Reign of Queen Anne, p. 531. 

^"Strickland, Queenscf England, VI, 386-387. 
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preference to Abigail, much to his undoing, for the duchess'" 

credit with the queen grew greater than that of her minis-

ters . 

According to other ruraors, Lady Seymour was about to 

lose her key; but the gossips were mistaken. The duchess 

stayed.^ 

While the war continued, the Tories blamed the duchess 

for the queen's continued intractability. The duchess was 

not adverse to peace, but she was opposed to the Pretender 

in any guise. Jacobite whispers which reached the queen's 

ears were countered by the red-headed d u c h e s s A s Anne's 

illnesses intensified, the contest for the throne grew 

stronger. Harley was disconsolate; St. John desperate. 

Realizing that the queen's days were probably numbered, the 

former allies turned into bitter rivals. 

As her health deteriorated, the afflicted queen saw 

less of her ministers and more of her doctors and feminine 

companions. The queen sought personal peace and release, if 

only a temporary one, from the crushing political warfare 

which constantly was waged about her. She knew that she had 

to conserve every ounce of strength just to survive from one 

d?.y to the next. Under the circumstances, her reliance on 

^Swift, Historical and Political Tracts, V, 216. 

^British Museum, London, Additional MS. 1226, quoted 
in Green, Que_en Anne, p. 282. 

^Strickland, Queens of England, VI, 362. 
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Sir David Hamilton, the un.ierstandi.ncj, sympathetic physician 

was not surprising. Herley was possibly right in surmising 

that Sir David dispensed more than medical advice in his 

consultations. The lord treasurer suspected that the Whig 

doctor also prescribed the soothing influence of Lady Seymour 

in preference to the passionate Lady Masham,^ By June, 

the French ambassador reported that the duchess of Somerset 

enjoyed the queen's full confidence.4^ 

As June turned into July, Harley's term of office drew 

to a close. Writing to Swift, Erasmus Lewis confided, 

The two ladies seemed to have determined the fall 
of the dragon. . . . there shall be no Monsieur 
ie Premier, but that all power shall reside in 
one, and profit in the other. The Man of Mercury 
soothes them in this notion , . , for he will be 
Monsieur le Premier. . . . And . . . the two 
ladies may suffer by the undertaking.50 

Such cooperation between the two rival bedchamber ladies is 

difficult to imagine. It is more plausible to conclude that 

Harley was caught in his own trap. He had tried to play one 

lady against the other so that neither would have too much 

power over the queen. Fis scheme did not work, for Abigail 

joined Bolingbroke, and the duchess kept her own counsel. 

If his last scribblings are to be trusted, Barley finally 

''^Hamilton, The Backstairs Dragon, pp. 247-248. 

''^Green, Queen Anne, p. 312. 

S 0 
Erasmus Lev/is to Swift, July 6, 1714, Swift, Corre-

spondence , II, 168. 
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realized what had happened only when it was too late,, ''What 

have I done? Send for the Duchess of Somerset, nobody else 

r* i 

can save us. , . queen, however, was resolved, and 

the lord treasurer was dismissed. Five days later, she was 

dead. Shrewsbury had the staff; Bolingbroke was crushed; 

and the Hanoverian succession had been assured. 

Although not at court when Anne was taken ill, the 

duchess of Somerset was present when the queen died. Her 

exact role in the bedside events of the queen's last days is 

unknown. Yet hor presence at the queen's side acted as a 

definite counterpoise to those who opposed the Hanoverian 

succession. Had the Pretender been successful in his bid 

for the throne, open rebellion or civil war would have been 

inevitable. In those last, chaotic, confused days of Anne's 

reign, Elizabeth Seymour earned her title as the great lady 

of the queen's court. 

^British Museum, London, Portland Loan 29/10/18, 
quoted in Green, Queer. Anne, p. 315. 



EPILOGUE 

In 1738; the aging Sarah Churchill wrote, "there are 

very few if any women that have understanding or impartiality 

enough to serve well those they really wish to serve.""'" 

Her pronouncement contrasted sharply with the degree of 

feminine political involvement which had characterized the 

reigns of Anne Stuart and the first two Georges. Yet within 

two decades of this observation, the daring, witty dames 

who were the duchess's contemporaries were replaced by women 

with a different character ideal. This new model of feminin-

ity was seldom dissatisfied with her lot or revolted against 

the role relegated to her. She cheerfully acquiesced in the 

xuasculine theory of female inferiority. 

In the last half of the eighteenth century, the idea 

that knowledge and initiative were detrimental to the female 

character was an accepted truism. Jane Austen and Fanny 

Burney both wrote of the prevailing prejudice which favored 

feminine ignorance. The social and political status of 

v.oracn had changed from the beginning of the century so that 

women who lived during the reigns of George III and IV were 

Ĉhu.tehi 11, Memoirs, p. 332. 
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careful to hide their skills and talents,6 In the upper and 

middle classes, marriage was the only career open to them 

and in this role thev were expected to be meek, trustful, 

clinging, yielding, unselfish, helpless, dependent, but still 

abounding in good sense and practical judgment. Restricted 

from political participation, women found their natural 

interests thwarted and confined to the domestic and social 

sphere. Thus stunted, women of the last half of the 

eighteenth century became vain and frivolous. Generally, 

they accepted their idle, meaningless existence and were 

content to be cherished and prized as subordinates in a 

man's world. Former feminine involvement in political life 

was replaced by a manufactured social world in which a ball 

became greater than a battle triumph and a dinner invitation 

O 

was more important than a treaty. Gone was the excitement, 

vitality', and pursuit of power which had characterized the 

lives of Sarah Churchill, Queen Caroline, Abigail Kill, Mary 

Cowper, and Elizabeth Percy. Yet for a time, women had 

exerted an influence in English political circles which was 

unique and decisive. 

^See, for example, George Paston [pseudonym of Emily 
Morse Symond'j] , Sidelights on the Georgian Period (London, 
19 02), p. 85, for the advice of an eighteenth-century doctor 
to his daughters to keep their learning a secret and guard 
their wit for it "is the most dangerous talent" a woman can 
possess. 

3 
Paston, Sidelights on the Georgian Period, pp. 70--90. 
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George M. Trevsiyan has identified the first forty years 

of the eighteenth century as an age of transition falling 

between the feuds, ideals, and fanaticism of the Stuart era 

and the self-assured, self-approved, and enlightened classi-

cal society of the pre-industrial, pre-revolutionary 

Hanoverians.^ The contrasting ideologies and leadership 

exemplified by such men as Marlborough, Bolingbroke, Harley, 

and Walpole underscored the stable diversity of this age. 

Augustan society consisted of a small number of intimate 

groups which, although varied in individual composition, 

were fused into a coherent homogeneous pattern. Although 

variations in the order and composition of priorities were 

tolerated, rejection of social continuity was not. Indi-

vidualism was acknowledged as long as the accepted social 

model was retained. Curiously, this flexible homogeneity 

fostered'a mutually beneficial partnership between the sexes. 

A wife was a man's helpmate and in the upper classes both 

husband and wife were expected to work jointly to secure 

their position and posterity. Though women were not on an 

equal political footing with men, their influence was recog-

nized and respected. As this thesis has shown, the nature 

and degree of political power exercised by Sarah Churchill, 

Abigail Hill, and Queen Caroline was as decisive and paramount 

A 

^George M. Trevelyan, The Eighteenth Century, Vol. Ill 
of Illustrated English Social History (New York," 1962), 
p. 47. 
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as that exercised by the principal ministers with whom they 

were c o n t empo r ar y 

Without his fiery duchess, John Churchill would have 

found it more difficult, than it was to retain his position 

with the ministry and Parliament, fight a continental war, 

and keep the queen's confidence. Without Abigail Masharn, 

neither Robert Harley nor Henry St. John would have been 

able to shift the queen's trust from the Churchill-Godolphin 

ministry, oust the Whig Junto, and secure a Tory ministry, 

Finally, without the able assistance of Caroline of Ansbach, 

George I would have found reconciliation with his son highly 

unlikely; Robert Walpole's ambition and the length of his 

ministerial service could have been inhibited; and George II 

would have found his first decade of rule far more beset 

with foreign and domestic crises. 

Even the less important, female personalities had an 

unmistakable effect on the political life of Augustan England, 

The confusion of the last days of Queen Anne make it diffi-

cult to ascertain the exact role of Elizabeth Percy. It is, 

however, valid to conclude that without her counterbalancing 

influence, the queen could have awarded the treasurer's 

staff to Bolingbroke, not Shrewsbury, and thus endangered 

the Hanoverian succession. Like the duchess of Somerset, 

Mary Cowper also worked to secure the Hanoverian succession. 

With her aid, Baron Bernstcrff was able to maintain the 

delicate balance between the two Hanoverian courts. 
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There can be little doubt that the pov/er these Augustan 

ladies were able to exert was due to the fact that they 

lived in an era. in which the crown was worn by monarchs 

receptive to feminine influence. Queen Anne•s famous friend-

ship with Sarah Churchill and her dependence on Abigail Hill 

and the duchess of Somerset empowered these three female 

favorites with a degree of political authority which has 

seldom been exercised by women until the twentieth century. 

In the reign of George I, the absence of a queen allowed 

Princess Caroline and Mary Cowper, among others, to serve 

as avenues to the throne. With the usual pattern of queenly 

influence altered between 1702 and 1737, upper-class women 

generally were elevated in their political importance. 

Under George II, the triumvirate of the king, queen, and 

Walpole acting in concert further strengthened female 

ascendancy. Admittedly, as women gained in political 

stature, the desire to declare their independence grew too. 

These five women with their contrasting temperaments, 

motives, and ideology proved how powerful feminine influence 

in politics could be. Without them, the English political 

tradition of mediation and conciliation would have been far 

less prevalent in eighteenth-century politics. 
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