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The Thomas Hollis  Library

•

Thomas Hollis (1720–74) was an eighteenth-century Englishman who 

devoted his energies, his fortune, and his life to the cause of liberty. Hollis 

was trained for a business career, but a series of inheritances allowed him 

to pursue instead a career of public service. He believed that citizenship 

demanded activity and that it was incumbent on citizens to put them-

selves in a position, by refl ection and reading, in which they could hold 

their governments to account. To that end for many years Hollis distrib-

uted books that he believed explained the nature of liberty and revealed 

how liberty might best be defended and promoted.

A particular benefi ciary of Hollis’s generosity was Harvard College. In 

the years preceding the Declaration of Independence, Hollis was assidu-

ous in sending to America boxes of books, many of which he had had 

specially printed and bound, to encourage the colonists in their struggle 

against Great Britain. At the same time he took pains to explain the colo-

nists’ grievances and concerns to his fellow Englishmen.

The Thomas Hollis Library makes freshly available a selection of titles 

that, because of their intellectual power, or the infl uence they exerted on 

the public life of their own time, or the distinctiveness of their approach to 

the topic of liberty, comprise the cream of the books distributed by Hollis. 

Many of these works have been either out of print since the eighteenth 
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century or available only in very expensive and scarce editions. The high-

est standards of scholarship and production ensure that these classic texts 

can be as salutary and infl uential today as they were two hundred and 

fi fty years ago.

David Womersley
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Introduction

•

Edward Wortley Montagu (1713–76) was the son of an exceptionally 

wealthy father and a celebrated and talented mother. Edward Wortley 

Montagu senior (1678–1761)—Member of Parliament (MP), diplomat, 

and man of business—eloped on 23 August 1712 with Lady Mary Pierre-

point (1689–1762), later to achieve fame under her married name of Lady 

Mary Wortley Montagu as at fi rst the friend and then the foe of Alex-

ander Pope, as a pioneer of inoculation for smallpox, and as an Oriental 

traveler. Almost nine months to the day after the elopement, on 16 May 

1713 Lady Mary gave birth to a son.1

After an infancy passed in Constantinople, where his father had been 

posted as British ambassador, a period of troubled schooling at Westmin-

ster, and an imprudent early marriage, Edward Wortley Montagu junior’s 

youth was spent in dissipation, travel, and minor criminality (being, for 

instance, a known associate of several highwaymen). His early years also 

included spells as a soldier (when he acquitted himself well enough, being 

mentioned in dispatches after the battle of Fontenoy on 12 May 1745), as 

a student of Oriental languages at the University of Leiden, as a biblio-

phile, and as a diplomat; his command of languages apparently proved 

useful during the peace negotiations at Aix-la-Chapelle which concluded 

1. Grundy, Lady Mary, pp. 64–65.
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the War of the Austrian Succession. From 1747 until 1761 Montagu led 

a racketty life in Paris and London, acquiring and discarding wives, 

mistresses, and illegitimate children. He also served as an MP for fi rst 

Huntingdonshire and then Bossiney, a constituency in Cornwall con-

trolled by his father. He supplemented his parental allowance by operat-

ing as a professional gambler, where he seems not to have been above, 

if not actual cheating, then certainly entrapment and intimidation.

On the death of his father in 1761 his hopes of inheriting the major 

part of the vast family estate were disappointed, and he contested the 

will, which had been drawn up to the advantage of his sister, Lady Bute. 

Very wealthy herself as a result of her marriage, she was prepared to settle. 

Furnished by the Butes with cash and an estate, and confi rmed as MP 

for Bossiney (thereby acquiring a useful immunity from imprisonment for 

debt), Montagu shook “the dust of an ungrateful country” from his feet, 

and retired to the continent.2 For the remainder of his life he traveled in 

Italy and the Levant, pursuing both esoteric scholarly enthusiasms and, 

on occasion, the wives of other men. He aff ected Turkish costume and 

professed to be a Muslim. But in March 1776, a broken bone from an orto-

lan or beccafi co on which Montagu was dining lacerated his throat. An 

abscess developed, leading to a general infection, and he died in Padua on 

29 April 1776. In its mingling of luxury and mishap, touched with a dash 

of absurdity, the manner of Montagu’s death was entirely in keeping with 

the way he had lived his life.

However, in 1759, and in what seems to have been an attempt to secure 

the favor of his bookish, political father, Montagu had temporarily laid 

aside his feckless and dandyish ways. In that year he published Refl ections 

on the Rise and Fall of the Ancient Republicks, a work of no little schol-

arship and some political engagement, which he seems to have begun 

during the summer of 1756, and which was received by the literary world 

with polite applause.3 It was revised and expanded for its second edition 

2. J. Curling, Edward Wortley Montague, 1713–1776: The Man in the Iron Wig 
(London: A. Melrose, 1954), p. 161.

3. For extracts from the fi rst reviews, see appendix B, below. For reasoned spec-
ulation concerning the beginning of composition, see below, p. 210, n. 43.
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the following year, and this revised text was reprinted for an English  

readership in 1769 and again in 1778. Dark suspicions lingered that the 

book had in fact been written by Montagu’s former tutor, the Rev. John 

Forster.4 But setting those rumors to one side, why might Montagu have 

believed that a book which extracted from the histories of fi ve republics 

of the ancient world political, military, and economic lessons for mid-

eighteenth-century Englishmen would improve his standing in the eyes 

of his father? The answer to that question must be approached by way of 

a review of the worsening international situation from the late 1740s, and 

the early phases of the global confl ict in which Britain would thereafter 

be embroiled with France.

Th e Political and Military Context

The Peace of Aix-la-Chapelle (1747)—in which, as we saw, Montagu 

had played a minor diplomatic role—proved to be nothing more than an 

armed truce. In the early 1750s tensions between the French and English 

in India began once more to rise as the English East India Company 

resisted French attempts to establish control over the Carnatic and the 

Deccan. In the West Indies, England and France squabbled over the 

“neutral” islands. Most gravely, in America the ambitious French strat-

egy to link their settlements in Canada with Louisiana by means of a 

series of forts along the Ohio and the Mississippi had led to skirmishes 

with the English colonists, who were themselves now seeking to break 

out from the eastern seaboard and acquire additional territory west of the 

Allegheny Mountains.

The British response to these French provocations was muffl  ed and 

slow—the consequence of hesitation and a lack of consensus among a 

political class in transition. But eventually, in October 1754, British regi-

ments under the command of General Braddock set sail for the colonies, 

and measures for raising troops in America were put in motion. The 

4. John Forster (d. 1787); for his account of his time spent in the West Indies with 
Montagu, see the Public Ledger, 25 October 1777; reprinted in John Nichols, Literary 
Anecdotes of the Eighteenth Century, 9 vols. (London, 1812–15), vol. 4, pp. 626–29.



xii • Introduction

outcome was, to begin with, disastrous. In July 1755 Braddock led his 

troops into a French ambush on the Monongahela and suff ered dreadful 

casualties, from which he himself was not excluded.5 Public sentiment in 

Britain was further depressed by the apparent fruitlessness of the naval 

blockade of Brest which from July to December had been entrusted to 

Hawke, and which had somehow failed to engage the French fl eet under 

the command of de la Motte. The new year brought fresh reasons for 

alarm in the form of well-founded fears of a French invasion.6 The result-

ing public panic over the state of the nation’s defenses prompted Pitt and 

Townshend to propose a Militia Bill which cleared the Commons in May 

1756 but was rejected by the Lords. To fi ll the gap, mercenary troops were 

imported from Hanover and Hesse (events to which Montagu would 

make several references in Refl ections).7 The fi nal provocation arrived 

that same month, with news that (as British ministers since February had 

feared would happen) French forces had landed in Minorca.

A formal declaration of war with France followed, and although this 

to some degree cleared the air, it did not herald any immediate improve-

ment in British fortunes. In April a squadron of ten ships under the 

command of Admiral Byng had been sent to relieve Minorca. Byng was 

slow to reach the theater of operations, and once there failed to engage 

the enemy with resolution, instead returning to Gibraltar, leaving the 

Minorcan garrison to struggle on until it fi nally surrendered, after a gal-

lant defense, on 28 June 1756. British public opinion was outraged, and a 

scapegoat was required. Byng was the sole and inevitable candidate. After 

a court-martial in February 1757 he was shot the following month “pour 

encourager les autres” as Voltaire memorably put it.8

However, now the tide of war was beginning to turn in Britain’s favor, 

although as is commonly the case the actual moment of reversal from ebb 

to fl ow escaped the attention of most onlookers. In the summer of 1756 the 

5. Braddock’s last words imply a terrible judgement on his competence: “Who 
would have thought it?” (Rosebery, Chatham, p. 398).

6. See Corbett, Seven Years’ War, vol. 1, pp. 88–95; Rosebery, Chatham, p. 442.
7. See below, p. 90, n. 160; p. 258, n. 16; and p. 261.
8. “To put heart in the others” (Candide, ch. 23). For Montagu’s allusions to the 

execution of Byng, see below, p. 94, n. 171; p. 239, n. a; and p. 251, n. 1.
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collapse of Newcastle’s continental diplomacy and his evident inadequacy 

as a war leader had led him to make overtures to William Pitt, then the 

most eff ective speaker in the Commons, and a man whose Patriot plat-

form was proving popular in the country at large and devastating in the 

House. Eventually, after several months of maneuvering and false starts, 

by the summer of 1757 Pitt and Newcastle were working in harness, the 

latter as First Lord of the Treasury, but the former as the dominant fi gure 

in both the Cabinet and the Commons.9

The change in the direction of policy and the tone of administration 

was immediate. The Militia Bill was reintroduced, and fi nally passed 

the Lords in June 1757. The German mercenaries were sent home, and 

two new regiments were raised from the same Highland clans that, a 

mere twelve years before, had seemed to threaten the very existence of the 

Hanoverian regime.10 The American colonists were by turns fl attered, 

encouraged, and cajoled into making greater eff orts for their own defense, 

and for the security and extension of the empire. Frederick the Great, 

Britain’s ally on the continent, was generously supported with money and 

men; considerable French forces, which might otherwise have made a 

nuisance of themselves in America, were thus tied up in central Europe. 

In less than three years the strength of the British navy was increased by 

fi fty-fi ve thousand men and seventy ships, and with it the operational 

reach of British arms was transformed.

Pitt’s strategy, which his extraordinary energy and charismatic per-

sonality made feasible, was to exploit Britain’s fi nancial advantage over 

France, and to deploy the manpower so raised to seize the initiative 

on every front of what he realized was a world war.11 France was to be 

9. On the workings of this ministry, see particularly Richard Middleton, The 
Bells of Victory: The Pitt-Newcastle Ministry and the Conduct of the Seven Years’ War 
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1985).

10. For Montagu’s references to these developments, see below, p. 126, n. 28, and 
p. 260, n. 24.

11. The British national debt rose from £75,000,000 in 1756 to £133,000,000 in 
1763 (Marston, Seven Years’ War, p. 83). For Walpole’s strictures on what he saw as 
Pitt’s fi nancial recklessness, see Walpole, Memoires, vol. 2, pp. 346–49. As Lucy 
Sutherland observed, the Seven Years’ War was by far “the most expensive that 
had ever been fought and imposed heavy strains on the immature fi scal system of 
the country” (quoted in Pearce, Pitt, p. 208).
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destroyed as an imperial power, not only in America, but all over the 

globe. As Johnson observed, “Lord Chatham [as Pitt was to become 

in 1766] was a Dictator; he possessed the power of putting the State 

in motion.”12 The fruits of such a strategy inevitably took some time 

to appear, and the second half of 1757 seemed at fi rst like a continua-

tion of the previous trend of calamity, with the defeat of Frederick the 

Great at Kolin, the duke of Cumberland’s signing of the Convention 

of Kloster-Zeven which crystallized a temporary French advantage in 

Germany, the fi asco of failed British raids on the French coast, and the 

loss of Fort William Henry on Lake George to the accomplished and 

professional French general Montcalm. The following year, however, 

was more promising. Frederick enjoyed some spectacular successes on 

the continent;13 the navy showed itself to be more eff ective in disrupt-

ing French operations; there were victories in America (including the 

capture of Louisburg and Fort Duquesne); and a series of well-planned 

lightning raids on the coast of Brittany and on French settlements in 

West Africa demonstrated in British forces a new profi ciency in mount-

ing combined operations.

That positive trend was consummated in 1759, the famous “Year of 

Victories”—and also, of course, the year in which Montagu’s Refl ec-

tions was published, but too early for its text to take account of the 

sudden upturn in British military fortunes.14 In May, Guadeloupe was 

captured; on 1 August, British regiments were conspicuous at Minden 

in Ferdinand of Brunswick’s great victory over a numerically superior 

French force under Contades; on 13 September, Wolfe took Quebec 

(accompanied the following year by Canada in its entirety); and fi nally 

in November, a French fl eet gathered to escort across the Channel 

the transports of an invading French army mustered on the Brittany 

12. Boswell, Life of Johnson, p. 716. For an interesting account of Pitt’s varying 
fortunes with historians, see Middleton, Bells, pp. 219–32. Middleton’s own bal-
anced and persuasive assessment of Pitt’s strengths and weaknesses is to be found 
on pp. 211–14.

13. On which, see below, p. 131, n. 44.
14. Montagu’s Refl ections is listed among the newly-published books in the 

March 1759 issue of The Gentleman’s Magazine; see appendix B, below, pp. 278–81.
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coast15 was almost entirely destroyed by Hawke in the battle of Qui-

beron Bay.

However, the death of George II on 25 October 1760 and the accession 

of his grandson George III inaugurated the endgame of the Seven Years’ 

War. The new king and his closest adviser, Lord Bute (who happened 

also to be Montagu’s brother-in-law), were determined to bring to a close 

what they regarded as a bloody and expensive confl ict. In the spring of 1761 

France and Russia began to negotiate for peace, and relations between Pitt 

on the one hand and George III and Lord Bute on the other, which in the 

mid-1750s had been cordial, but which had been put under strain in late 

1758 by Pitt’s high-handedness in offi  ce, steadily worsened, until on 5 October 

1761 Pitt resigned the seals of offi  ce. By the summer of 1762, and with the 

resignation of Newcastle on 26 May of that year, Bute became First Lord 

of the Treasury and was thus fully in the ascendant. Peace negotiations 

moved forward with renewed velocity, and on 3 November 1762 the duke 

of Bedford signed the preliminary articles of what on 10 February 1763 

would become the Treaty of Paris. Pitt rose from his sickbed to denounce 

the terms of the preliminary articles as unduly lenient toward France and 

embodying an unforgivable desertion of Britain’s heroic Protestant ally, 

Frederick the Great—but to no avail.

Nevertheless, and notwithstanding the arguable shabbiness of her 

behavior in sealing the peace, at the conclusion of the Seven Years’ War 

in  1763 Britain was beyond question the dominant world power, with 

vastly enlarged territories in America, a free hand in India, and no serious 

rival among the great nations of Europe. The situation was caught in a 

remark of Johnson’s made a few years afterward:

It being observed to him [Johnson], that a rage for every thing English 

prevailed much in France after Lord Chatham’s glorious war, he said, 

he did not wonder at it, for that we had drubbed those fellows into 

15. See the report in The Gentleman’s Magazine for 18 May 1759: “Great prepara-
tions are making on the coasts of Upper Normandy and Picardy for an embarkation 
for England, not less than 3000 hands being employed in fi nishing fl at-bottomed 
boats in those provinces to facilitate a descent.  To prevent the fatal consequences 
of which, all the troops in England, Scotland, and Ireland will be stationed along the 
coast” (The Gentleman’s Magazine, vol. 29 [1759], p. 240; see also p. 288).
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a proper reverence for us, and that their national petulance required 

periodical chastisement.16

Yet it was a precarious eminence, as Johnson’s likening of Pitt to a “meteor” 

(as opposed to the “fi xed star” of Walpole) perhaps hinted.17 At least some 

of the seeds of the two great convulsions of the later eighteenth century—

the War of American Independence, and the French Revolution—can be 

found in the legacy of the Seven Years’ War.

With respect to America, the deceptive glory achieved in 1763 encouraged 

British statesmen to adopt imperious policies toward the North American 

colonists—policies which, as Fred Anderson observes, actually ran counter to 

the lessons a more subtle observer would have drawn from the confl ict:

In the Philippine episode [the capture of Manila by Draper in 1762] 

more than any other of the Seven Years’ War, the principles of impe-

rial dominion stood out with unmistakable clarity. Military power—

particularly naval power—could gain an empire, but force alone could 

never control colonial dependencies. Only the voluntary allegiance, or 

at least the acquiescence, of the colonists could do that. Flags and gov-

ernors and even garrisons were, in the end, only the empire’s symbols. 

Trade and loyalty were its integuments, and when colonial popula-

tions that refused their allegiance also declined to trade, the empire’s 

dominion extended not a yard beyond the range of its cannons.18

Pitt had realized that, to achieve victory, he must embrace Britain’s North 

American colonists. Accordingly he treated them as allies, not as auxilia-

ries, still less as subordinates; and they in turn saw themselves as partners 

in the project of empire. But victory turned the minds of British politi-

cians away from the comprehensive policies which had been the mother 

of success and beckoned them instead down the ruinous paths of autoc-

racy. The exertion of control from Whitehall was now the favored mode 

of administration. The resulting new techniques of imperial administra-

tion raised in the minds of the colonists doubts as to whether their inter-

ests and those of Great Britain were not only the same but even aligned. 

16. Boswell, Life of Johnson, p. 326.
17. Boswell, Life of Johnson, p. 76.
18. Anderson, Crucible of War, p. 517.
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The small irony that Washington acquired in the service of Great Britain 

during the Seven Years’ War the military skills which he would later 

deploy against the mother country points toward the much larger irony 

that American independence can, without undue distortion, be seen as 

the unintended consequence of Britain’s triumph in securing and extend-

ing her North American colonies. Meanwhile in France, the check to 

imperial ambitions sustained in 1763 had removed if not the solution then 

at least a possible palliative for the economic and social problems which 

would in 1789 demand more drastic remedies.

Montagu’s Refl ections was written as an intervention in the fi rst of 

these crises, and it went on to enjoy an afterlife in the second and third. 

As we shall see, it is a work of history which is repeatedly wrong-footed 

by history itself, being uniformly invoked in support of causes against 

which events were soon to set their face. Yet the facts of its republication 

and translation suggest that until the end of the century it never entirely 

lost its power to interest and even to infl uence.

Refl ections and the Seven Years’ War

By publishing the Refl ections in 1759 Montagu was at one level oppor-

tunistically following in the footsteps of John “Estimate” Brown, who 

two years previously had enjoyed meteoric success with his civic human-

ist chiding of decadent Britain, Estimate of the Manners and Principles of 

the Times. But Montagu’s focus on the ancient republics gave a distinc-

tive twist to his contribution to the chorus of voices lamenting Britain’s 

decline. As he explained in the preface:

The design therefore of these papers is, to warn my countrymen, by 

the example of others, of the fatal consequences which must inevita-

bly attend our intestine divisions at this critical juncture; and to incul-

cate the necessity of that national union, upon which the strength, 

the security, and the duration of a free state must eternally depend. 

Happy, if my weak endeavours could in the least contribute to an end 

so salutary, so truly desirable!19

19. Below, p. 4.
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However, although Refl ections is a work which asks to be placed in the 

“civic humanist” tradition described by John Pocock, Montagu’s unpack-

ing of the warnings for Britain to be gleaned from the fates of the ancient 

republics is unusually nuanced, in that each of the fi ve states he examines—

Sparta, Athens, Thebes, Carthage, and Rome—supplies a separate “les-

son” adapted to the needs of Britain in the nadir of its fortunes during 

the Seven Years’ War. Sparta instructs modern Britain to suppress com-

merce, refi nement, and opulence and to bolster the landed interest. Ath-

ens warns of the dangerous levity of a democratical form of government, 

of the disastrous infl uence the people can exercise over the constitution 

and policy of a state if they are not checked by a powerful and confi dent 

aristocracy, of the proneness of the people to encourage charismatic des-

potism (illustrated in the person of Alcibiades), and lastly of the folly 

of foreign entanglements and “empire-building.” Thebes, more encour-

agingly, demonstrates the potency of a “very small number of virtuous 

patriots” to save a state from corruption.20 The calamitous Carthagin-

ian experience with mercenaries shows the incomparable superiority of 

a militia over hired swords. Finally, Rome plays her customary role in 

moralized history of showing the fatal consequences of luxury:

But of all the ancient Republicks, Rome in the last period of her 

freedom was the scene where all the inordinate passions of mankind 

operated most powerfully and with the greatest latitude. There we see 

luxury, ambition, faction, pride, revenge, selfi shness, a total disregard 

to the publick good, and an universal dissoluteness of manners, fi rst 

make them ripe for, and then compleat their destruction.21

In the end, it was the Epicurean atheism of the Roman upper classes 

which gave the coup de grâce to the Roman state; an interpretation of 

Roman decline which paves the way for Montagu’s censure of the irreli-

gion of the Britons of his own day—censure which, given his own confes-

sional history, is certainly cheeky, if probably not tongue-in-cheek.22

20. Below, p. 103.
21. Below, p. 145.
22. Below, p. 206–10.
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Such a summary of the broad outlines of Montagu’s argument in the 

Refl ections does little, however, to show how carefully its analyses and 

recommendations are not only “Adapted to the Present State of Great 

Britain” (as the title page states) but also tailored to the political alliances 

and enmities of its author’s family. Edward Wortley Montagu senior’s 

political career was defi ned by his opposition to Sir Robert Walpole. In 

1716 he had composed an essay “On the State of Aff airs when the King 

Entered,” in which he had anatomized English politics in 1714 on the 

accession of George I in terms of the malign infl uence of one ambitious 

and rising man:

This brief sketch . . . narrows into a single-minded attack on Walpole. 

Wortley sees him as duping and manipulating men of higher rank 

than himself, widening the gap between Whig and Tory, damag-

ing the King’s popularity by his bad judgement. . . . Wortley regrets 

King William’s days, when Treasury Commissioners were “all men of 

great fi gure,” not upstarts like Walpole. [Wortley Montagu had been 

made a Commissioner of the Treasury on 13 October 1714.] He thinks 

the Treasury is a reliable ladder to greatness, and Walpole ought to 

be kept off  it. He refers indirectly to himself as the only Treasury 

man who is not Walpole’s creature. He is unable to “hinder any of 

[Walpole’s] projects,” and can only “inform the King of his aff airs.” 

The essay explains the rift between Court Whigs (bad) and Country 

Whigs (good but unrewarded).23

Wortley Montagu senior’s opposition to Walpole endured for more than 

two decades. Only after the eventual fall of the great minister in Febru-

ary 1742 would he exert himself more vigorously in the Commons.24 In 

the meantime, although he stood apart from the Patriot Whig circles 

which coalesced around Viscount Cobham in the 1730s, he must have 

applauded their pursuit of an implacable vendetta against Walpole.25 

Conspicuous in the ranks of “Cobham’s Cubs” was a brilliant young 

23. Grundy, Lady Mary, p. 112.
24. Halsband, Letters, vol. 2, pp. 190, n. 1, and 265, n. 1.
25. See Christine Gerrard, The Patriot Opposition to Walpole: Politics, Poetry, and 

National Myth, 1725–1742 (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1994), pp. 35–40. 
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orator, William Pitt, whom Walpole had driven into opposition and the 

arms of his uncle Cobham by depriving him of his cornetcy of horse in 

punishment for his outspokenness in the Commons in the summer of 

1736.26 Although Pitt seems never to have been particularly close to the 

Montagus, they nevertheless thought well of him, and, as a natural ally, 

they later saw him as a possible source of patronage for their friends and 

connections.27

Possibly more important, however, than the enmity with Walpole 

and the potential affi  nity with Pitt, would be an alliance forged in 1736 

when Montagu’s sister, Mary, married John Stuart, third earl of Bute. 

It was a match apparently entered into out of aff ection, in the teeth of 

at least paternal indiff erence if not active opposition, and without ulte-

rior motives of either a fi nancial or a political kind.28 The early years  

of the marriage were spent in the isolation and comparative poverty of 

the Isle of Bute, where the earl resided on his estates and pursued his 

interests in botany. But in the mid-1740s he and his countess moved to 

London, where in 1747 he struck up a friendship with Frederick, prince 

of Wales. Soon Bute became a leading fi gure at Leicester House (the 

26. Pitt was initially aligned with Walpole but turned against him with a ven-
geance: Pearce, Pitt, pp. 22 and 67.

27. Lady Mary wrote to her daughter, Lady Bute, on 9 October 1757 that: “I 
have a high value for Mr. Pit’s probity and understanding, without having the 
Honor of being acquainted with him; I am persuaded he is able to do whatever 
is within the bounds of possibility.  But there is an Augaean stable to be clean’d 
and several other labours that I doubt Hercules himselfe would be equal to” 
(Halsband, Letters, vol. 3, p. 137). On 3 August 1759 she asked Lady Bute to 
employ her “interest . . . with Mr. Pitt” on behalf of a relative of a friend (Hals-
band, Letters, vol. 3, pp. 221–22). On the Wortley Montagus and Pitt, see also 
Grundy, Lady Mary, p. 571.

28. The union produced eleven children. Wortley Montagu senior off ered Bute 
no dowry with his daughter, although he had been prepared to off er a dowry to 
other suitors. Lady Mary warned her daughter of the comparative poverty that 
would follow marriage to Bute, since the intransigence of her father was matched 
by the intransigence of his uncles, and no further settlement of family money or 
estates was made on Bute when he married. Bute’s uncles were at this time ranged 
in opposition to Wortley Montagu senior’s interests. See Grundy, Lady Mary, 
pp. 324–28.


