
many and restricted it to the minds of a few, thus paralleling the practice of land enclosure
itself. The rise of a more centralized, capitalist agriculture in Britain necessitated a reorgani-
zation of agricultural knowledge so that elite proprietors might have a better command over it,
and thus more control over the workers who wielded it. And just as yeomen farmers resisted
the enclosure of their lands, they resisted the appropriation of their knowledge by refusing to
reveal their customary local practices or replace them with generalized theories.

Fisher grounds his argument in broader trends in early modern historiography, including
the history of capitalism, the history of expertise and the professions, and Marxist analyses
of proletarianization, the subsumption of labor, and deskilling. He sees the agricultural man-
uals as facilitating the rise of a new class of experts in the form of both “gentlemen farmers”
and professional estate managers. Such men were both the main intended audience for such
books and the authors of many of them. They were not experienced farmers, but they came
to be perceived as learned “agriculturists.” Once farming practice had been appropriated,
theorized, and made into a science, expert agriculturists could dismiss working farmers
as impediments to improvement—ignorant, backward, obstinate, and ultimately unworthy
of the knowledge they possessed. This process had a gendered component as well.
Women were responsible for a sizeable share of agricultural work, particularly in dairying,
but once male experts had appropriated their valuable knowledge, they could be effaced and
ignored. All of this, Fisher argues, previews patterns of technological change and capitalist
labor relations that arose in early industrialization, but taking place a century earlier, in the
countryside rather than the mill town, and with books playing an analogous role to the
introduction of mechanized manufacturing in deskilling the working class.

This is an important book with a much-needed reinterpretation of early modern didactic
texts, their authors, and their intended purpose. Agricultural manuals failed utterly in teaching
farmers how to farm, but they succeeded in undermining the control and authority working
farmers had over their knowledge and putting them under the control of landowners and pro-
fessional managers. The argument feels a bit preliminary and is not fully satisfying as pre-
sented: I would like to have seen a much deeper consideration of gender; the focus is
entirely on printed texts, while manuscript literature is barely touched on; and a detailed
case study or two of a real-life conflict between experienced farmers and manual-wielding
landowners would have been most illuminating. Fisher acknowledges all of these lacunae,
and points to them as fruitful areas for further investigation. As it stands, however, The
Enclosure of Knowledge should appeal to anyone interested in the history of British agriculture,
the history of expertise and the professions, and the history of early modern capitalism.
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For many decades, studies on imperial history have helped to shape our understanding of
how colonies operated in the British Atlantic world. In recent years, studies by Steve
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Pincus, Nuala Zahedieh, Nicholas Canny, David Veevers, William Pettigrew, Margot Finn, and
Misha Ewen have uncovered the economic communication networks between Britain and its
overseas dominions, as well as charted how trade in domestic and luxury goods trickled into
British society. These works, alongside others, have enabled us to comprehend how the col-
onies functioned across the Americas, the Caribbean, and settlers’ interactions with
Amerindians, amid the context of the Irish diaspora and the migration of various ethnic
and religious groups across the Atlantic Ocean.

Gabriel Glickman’s Making the Imperial Nation: Colonization, Politics, and English Identity,
1660–1700 offers a fresh study on imperial history by focusing on how political, religious,
and moral debates, which took place across later seventeenth century Britain, permeated
into colonial settlements from the frontiers of Maine to Tangier in the Mediterranean.
Making the Imperial Nation focuses on how Britain’s imperial nation expanded, declined,
and evolved in the later seventeenth century, and charts the religious and cultural impact
its overseas colonies had upon domestic politics. Using an extensive range of archival
sources, including correspondence and colonial office records, alongside a vast array of con-
temporary literature and pamphlets, Glickman provides a window into what was at stake for
people at different levels of society.

Glickman narrates that upon the accession of Charles II in 1660, England’s imperial ambi-
tions were haphazard and dependent upon the endeavors of pioneers to set their mark in
these overseas territories. Glickman reveals that expansion of colonial settlements after
the Restoration was often thwarted with problems and hesitancy, with the acquirement of
Jamaica and the sale of Dunkirk acting as “a lightning rod for many longstanding objections
toward expansion” (35). He explains how politicians endeavored to provide a professional
framework to run trading affairs efficiently across its overseas dominions, including the
Council of Trade, which was continuously refashioned under successive monarchs as
Glickman outlines in his later chapters. Throughout Making the Imperial Nation, Glickman
stresses the importance of the 1661 Anglo-Portuguese treaty in our understanding of
Britain’s imperial designs, observing that Charles II’s marriage to the Portuguese infanta,
Catherine of Braganza, confirmed Britain’s access to the territories of Tangier and
Bombay, and influenced how Britain forged themselves as an “empire of the seas” (48).
Glickman exposes how this image differed from reality, discussing how commentators in
the later 1670s linked the ills and failures in the Tangier colony with corruption in the
Stuart court, while also observing that despite Tangier’s position in the Mediterranean, it
held less favorable trading terms with England and its American colonies, forcing it to utilize
trading connections closer to home with Spain and Portugal. In later chapters, which deal
with England’s relationship with Scotland and Ireland, Glickman examines the uneasy rela-
tionship between these states with England, noting in particular Scotland’s Darien Scheme in
which Scottish settlers in Panama struggled to realize its own expansion goals and which
ended in dramatic failure.

Glickman reflects that across the later seventeenth century, the moral image of empire
influenced a subtle shift in attitude toward how the overseas colonies were viewed and
how trade with these colonies permanently changed consumer habits. Glickman points
out that despite the public drive in Britain towards a positive image of overseas trade,
the importation of luxury goods, including food items, clothing, and furniture at times pro-
voked hostility, with sanctions imposed to protect domestic goods and produce, while
Britons were encouraged to import linen from the colonies to protect the domestic wool
industry. This, within the context of Britain’s confrontations with the Spanish and the
Dutch, who also sought to cement their territorial gains in the Atlantic, often put them
at odds with the ambitions of American settlers, who sought some political autonomy
from the mother kingdom to run their own trade and business affairs.

Religion features prominently throughout Making the Imperial Nation. Glickman argues that
questions over the religion of its people in the dominions “were umbilically bound to con-
troversies impinging on the mother kingdom” (152), and that contemporaries were acutely
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aware of the pockets of religious radicals who were thriving in the colonies, including
Puritans, Quakers, and Catholics. He notes that while successive Stuart monarchs, privy
councilors, governors, and politicians sought to create some religious uniformity across
both sides of the Atlantic, many religious disputes remained unresolved after the
Restoration, with commentators remarking that the religious policies enacted in the over-
seas territories were remarkably different than those enacted in Britain. Glickman suggests
that tensions continued to intensify throughout the later seventeenth century, of note James
II’s religious, political, and economic policies on the eve of the Glorious Revolution, and the
purging of Irish Catholic planters from public office in the Caribbean after the accession of
William III.

Making the Imperial Nation is a substantial text providing readers with a broad awareness of
the different factors at play in later seventeenth century Britain and its imperial ambitions
in its overseas territories. Glickman’s book not only contributes to the existing historiogra-
phy on early modern imperial history, but he also offers a novel approach to how we can
understand a crucial period of the late seventeenth century, in which Stuart Britain and
its colonial settlements in the Americas and in Tangier witnessed unprecedented religious
and political upheavals upon the economic fortunes of its settler communities. Making the
Imperial Nation will be of valuable interest to those interested in studying early modern
British imperial history as well as those attracted to religious, political, social, and cultural
history.
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“My gorge rises at it.” Hamlet’s reaction to the encounter with Yorick’s skull is one of nau-
sea: the sight of it turns his stomach. What Hamlet expresses is, in part, a reaction to the
ghastly sight of human remains. But it is also a sense of visceral disgust provoked by the
moral and intellectual implications of the fact of human morality. Hamlet is sickened by
the thought of the common fate of clowns and kings. Shakespeare & Disgust: The History and
Science of Early Modern Revulsion, Bradley J. Irish’s valuable contribution to the growing
body of research on early modern literature and the emotions, considers many such
moments of entwined physical and moral disgust. Drawing on contemporary psychological
and biological studies of emotion, Irish argues that disgust, in its most basic form, is a mech-
anism that evolved in human and non-human animals to prevent contact with pathogen-
bearing bodies. It provokes feelings of distaste and loathing in response to spoiled foods,
decaying corpses, vermin, and other potentially infectious objects. In human beings, this
basic emotion evolved into a “behavioural immune system,” a set of practices that associate
disgust with certain social and moral transgressions. So, for instance, a society might be pre-
disposed to banish an adulterer who might be a vector of venereal disease. Shakespeare, the
argument continues, recognized and took advantage of the dramatic potential of the twin
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