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NICHOLAS HARDING 

HANOVERIAN RULERSHIP AND DYNASTIC UNION WITH 
BRITAIN, 1700-1760* 

Early eighteenth-century Hanoverians considered their elector to be not merely 
the central, but practically the only, force in politics. It therefore stands to rea
son that any country discerning enough to offer its crown to the elector would 
have attracted Hanoverian curiosity and even admiration. Instead, pre-existing 
anglophilia best justified the dynastic union with Britain which began in 1714. 
The most significant bulwark of antecedent anglophilia was the balance of 
power theory, which became the primary rationale for dynastic union.1 Anglo
philia which derived from the dynastic union was contrastingly sterile, and begs 
the question of why it was not more thoroughgoing. Hanoverian vanity cer
tainly moderat<d admiration of Britain; the scientist and poet Albrecht Haller 
warned those celebrating the inauguration of Göttingen University of an anglo
philia which would distract from native achievement. 

Schweigt, Musen, aber von den Briten, 
Der Helden würdigstem Gebiet, 

Sagt nicht, wie kühn der Low gestritten, 
Mengt keine Weifen in sein Lied. 

Zu oft mahlt ein gemeiner Dichter 
An seinem Helden Neben-Lichter, 

Und schwächt sein Lob mit fremden Ruhm.1 

* The author would like to thank David Armitage, Kristian Blaich, David Cannadine, Bren
dan Simms, and Hermann Wellenreuther's graduate seminar of 1996-97 for their comments 
on earlier drafts of this article. Its research was funded by a DAAD annual grant. 

1 WELLENREUTHER, H., Die Bedeutung des Siebenjährigen Krieges für die englisch-hannove-
ranischen Beziehungen, in: England und Hannover. England and Hanover, ed. by A.M. 
BIRKE and K. KLUXEN (Prince Albert Studies 4), München, London, New York 1986, 
pp. 145-175, p. 157. 

2 HALLER, A., Albrecht Hallers Ode über das Einweihungs-Fest der Göttingischen hohen 
Schule den 17. Herbstmonats 1737, Göttingen 1737. Most of the following poems can be 
found in bound collections at the Niedersächsische Landesbibliothek in Hannover; others 
are bound in the collections of the Niedersächsische Staats- und Universitätsbibliothek 
Göttingen. All translations are mine. 
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390 Nicholas Harding 

(But speak not of the Britons, Muses, ofthat worthiest land of heroes. Say not 
how boldly the lion fought: no Guelphs feature in his song. Common poets 
too often paint sidelights next to their hero, and dilute his praise with foreign 
glory.) 

Indeed, Hanoverians tended to praise British accomplishments when they 
could be construed as applications of Hanoverian principles on an admittedly 
grander scale. Hanoverian anglophilia was a form of solipsism which ironically 
limited the ability of truly British political ideas to penetrate Hanoverian con
sciousness. Hanover's fixation upon the elector not only failed to allow for an 
anglophilia capable of sustaining the dynastic union in a crisis. It also provided 
rhetorical asylum for those unhappy with union, particularly with the pro
longed absence of the elector. The Hanoverian language of rulership was, at the 
end of the day, just as capable of criticizing the dynastic union with Britain as it 
was of celebrating it. 

Electoral Rule in Hanover 

German territorial princes emerged from the Thirty Years' War with greatly en
hanced powers. The emperor granted them greater latitude in military affairs, 
while lavish subsidies from the rich powers of Western Europe (England, 
France, and the United Provinces) gave them more autonomy from their provin
cial estates. The electorate of Hanover was the brainchild of one of the more 
ambitious and able of these newly powerful princes. Duke Ernst August of Han
over pursued a policy of internal centralization and external acquisition. He 
guarded the territorial integrity of his principality by introducing a policy of 
primogeniture, and laid the foundation for its future expansion by securing his 
son's inheritance of his brother's principality of Lüneburg. His achievements 
culminated in the 1692 recognition of Hanover as an electorate of the Holy Ro
man Empire.3 A thorough centralization was, however, never contemplated by 
the electors. Each constituent principality retained its constitutional identity 
and provincial estates. The electorate remained a union held together by the 
glue of dynastic inheritance. 

Hanoverian political theory focused ever more exclusively on the role of the 
prince, despite the continuing importance of the provincial estates in taxation. 

3 The classic account of Ernst August's reign up until the award of the electoral dignity is 
SCHNATH, G., Geschichte Hannovers im Zeitalter der neunten Kur und der englischen 
Sukzession 1674-1714, 5 vols. (Veröffentlichungen der Historischen Kommission für Nie
dersachsen und Bremen 18), Hildesheim 1938-1982, voll, Hildesheim 1938. 
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An ode dedicated to Ernst August's son, Elector Georg Ludwig, by the city of 
Lüneburg upon his assumption of its government succinctly describes the elec
tor's role thus: 

Du giebest dieser Stadt und Lande I 
Kegenten I wie es Dir gefällt; 

Du hältst der Kirchen Schiff im Stande; 
Das Recht wird von Dir wohl bestellt I 

Und daß wir hier in Friede leben I 
Hat deine Gunst allein gegebene 

(You give this town and country rulers as you see fit. You maintain the ship of 
church and render justice. And by your leave, we live here in peace.) 

Interestingly, it was seldom explicitly claimed that the elector wielded "abso
lute power"; an assertion which would have been recognized as constitutionally 
inaccurate.5 While the practical limitations placed on electoral government by 
the institutions of the Empire and by the provincial estates were routinely ig
nored by publicists, the logical restraints imposed by reason (natural law) were 
a commonplace of Hanoverian political theory. 

German territorial princes often justified their new powers by an appeal to 
t̂ he past, using history and genealogy.6 But they also hedged their bets by hitch
ing themselves to intellectual novelty. The newly powerful German princes of 
the late seventeenth century were keen to apply philosophy to government in or
der to make it more efficient, thereby increasing their power. But they also rec
ognized its value to publicity. It was widely hoped that the prince employed 
philosophy to procure felicity, or Glücke for his subjects. This philosophy was in 

4 [ A N O N . ] , Für den Richtigen und herrlichen Tugend- und Glücks-Lauff des durchlauch
tigsten, großmächtigen Fürsten und Herrn, Herrn Georg Ludwigs [...], Lüneburg 1706. 

5 One Hanoverian minister indeed believed that the elector was "absolute", but seems to 
have meant "sovereign". See [ A N O N . ] , Letter from a Member of the Regency of Hanover 
Relating to the Convention between His R — H the D— of C and the French, 
in: Literary Magazine, vol.11, 1757, p. 481. For the German version, see [ANON. ] , Schrei
ben eines Hannoveraners an einen Milord in England, bey Gelegenheit der Kloster-
sevenschen Convention, Frankfurt am Main, Leipzig 1758, in: Teutsche Kriegs-Canzley 
auf das Jahr 1758, vol.11, Frankfurt am Main, Leipzig 1758, pp. 922-938. The only other 
example of a forthright attribution of "unlimited power" to the elector was published in 
the Duchy of Bremen shortly after its absorption by Hanover, so the author may be ex
cused some degree of constitutional uncertainty. See R O T H , G., An dem Königlichen Na
mens-Tag, des aller-durchlauchtigsten, großmächtigsten Fürsten und Herrn, Herrn Geor-
gii [...], Stade 1718. 

6 For the Hanoverian variant of this trend, see REESE, A., Die Rolle der Historie beim Auf
stieg des Weifenhauses 1680-1714 (Quellen und Darstellungen zur Geschichte Niedersach
sens 71), Hildesheim 1967. 
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turn held to have both a positive and a negative valence. The prince was to con
trol personal impulses at odds with natural law; in other words, keeping his 
authority within the established bounds of virtue and the path of felicity.7 The 
elector balanced this restraint with Klugheit (intelligence), philosophy applied 
positively for the improvement and protection of his subjects. Engrossed 
princely power was thereby converted from a tyrannical device into the power 
to promote the general good. Provided that both sorts of reason functioned, it 
was impossible for Hanoverians to imagine imperfection in their body politic. A 
young Christian Ulrich Grupen enthused that 

Der Unterthan I der nichts von Krieg I von Pest I von fein I 
Von Ungerechtigkeit I von schweren Steuren kennet I 
Als was die Zeitung ihm von fremden Orten nennet I 

Alwo es glücklich heist /Hannoverisch zu seyn.s 

(The subject who is lucky to be Hanoverian knows nothing of war, plague, tor
ture, injustice, or heavy taxes, besides what the newspaper tells him about for
eign places.) 

Grupen came close to describing what his contemporaries would have re
cognized as felicity, the inevitable product of what later authors would call a 
state in which a prince has wedded the might of arms with science.9 

Science furnished even the central literary metaphor of electoral rule. An ode 
celebrating the nuptials of Georg Ludwig and his wife Sophia Dorothea likened 
the electoral court to the astronomical firmament. Ernst August represented the 
heaven, Ernst August's wife Sophia the North Star, and their seven children the 
seven planets of the solar system (including the moon and sun).10 Georg Ludwig 
was the sun, and this designation stuck after he succeeded his father. The fol
lowing ode from his first year as elector endeavored to demonstrate how he re
sembled the sun. 

Die Sonn ist an der Brust des Geitzes nicht erzogen I 
Sie theilet mildiglich die güldnen Strahlen auß I 
Es ist ihr helles Licht der Unter- Welt gewogen / 

7 [ A N O N . ] , Für den Richtigen und herrlichen Tugend- und Glücks-Lauff (see note 4). 
8 GRUPEN, C.U., Das Bild eines vollkommenen Regenten, in dem durchlauchtigsten und 

großmächtigsten Fürsten und Herrn, Herrn Georg Ludewig [...], Jena 1714. 
9 See the work by students of the Ritter-Akademie in Lüneburg: Seiner Königlich Groß-Bri

tannischen Majestät Georg dem Andern bezeugen bei der Gnade, Hoechstderselben vor
gestellt zu werden, ihre allerunterthänigste Danckbarkeit, Ehrfurcht und Freude Die 
sämtlichen Studiosi der Königlichen Ritter-Akademie in Lüneburg am 24. September 
1748, Lüneburg 1748. 

10 [ A N O N . ] , Die in vollen Freuden stehende Stadt Hannover [...], Hannover 1682, p.4A 
(note). 
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Sie sendet Gluth und Feur durch das gewölbte Hauß. 
Und unsre Landes-Sonn beut Gnaden-Strahlen an,11 

(The sun was never nursed at the breast of avarice; it generously distributes its 
golden rays. Its bright light is welcome to the underworld, and sends heat and 
fire through the vaulted house. And our Hanoverian sun proffered rays of 
mercy.) 

The metaphor of the sun became one of the most frequent metaphors for elec
toral power, hitching Hanoverian rulership to the prestige and appeal of the 
Newtonian solar system. 

Hanoverian Anglophilia and the Balance of Power 

The Hanoverian emphasis on the elector could not help but influence Hanover
ian views of Britain once he became its king. A degree of Hanoverian interest in 
Britain was certainly attributable to the dynastic union. The Göttingen pro
fessor Georg Christian Gebauer admitted in the introduction to his biography 
of Emperor Richard, / cannot deny that I willingly took on this considerable 
and partially irksome work when it became known to me that Emperor Rich
ard, the only foreigner who has actually worn the German Crown, not only 
sprang from the royal English lineage, but was moreover the close relative of his 
present gloriously reigning Majesty of Great Britain, my most gracious king and 
ruler.12 It is nonetheless possible to exaggerate the effect dynastic union had 
upon Hanoverian interest in Britain, which was already viewed favorably in the 
electorate. Britain had been a reliable military ally since 1690 (excepting 
Utrecht, of course) and had played a significant role in securing Hanover the 
electoral dignity. Moreover, Hanover was not the only European state in the 
eighteenth century with an anglophile culture.13 The successes of the eight
eenth-century British state were obvious to everyone.14 It is therefore important 

11 KRUKENBERG, J. N., Die Regenten-Sonne in dem Nieder-Sächsischen Chur-Himmel [...], 
Hannover 1699. 

12 GEBAUER, G. C., Leben und denckwürdige Thaten Herrn Richards, Erwählten Römischen 
Kaysers, Grafens von Cornwall und Poitou, Leipzig 1744, p. 5. 

13 MAURER, M., Aufklärung und Anglophilie in Deutschland (Veröffentlichungen des Deut
schen Historischen Instituts London 19), Göttingen 1987. 

14 A relatively succinct yet fulsome enumeration of British achievements can be found in a 
Göttingen ode which described Britain as a land wo die vernünftige FreiheitJ wo Kunst 
und Wissenschaften, Iwo Schiffarth, Kriegs-Erfahrung, / wo Staats-Kunst, tapfre Thaten, I 
Das Gleich-Gewicht Europens, I wo Handel und Gewerbe, I wo Ueberfluß und Schätze I 
und Engeln gleiche Menschen I Sich gantz ausnehmend zeigen. ZINCKEISEN, T. J., Anacre-

f 
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to begin with the element of Hanoverian anglophilia which did not derive from 
the dynastic union, particularly since it constituted the strongest intellectual 
support for union. 

Hanoverians were unabashed admirers of Britain's structural assets. Britain 
was undeniably large, and there was no shame in admitting that Hanover was 
small. One Hanoverian account noteworthy for the way it applied the sun anal
ogy of electoral rule to the dynastic union praised George I, saying, 

Du bist der Sonnen gleich I 
Die beydes Wärm und Glantz erhabnen Bergen schicket 

Anbey ein niedrig Thal mit ihrem Strahl anblicket. 
Du streuest Gnade aus in Deinem grossen Reich I 

Zugleich wird dieser Crayß auffs Weiseste regieret; 
In London bist Du stets auff Teutschlands Wohl bedacht I 

In Teutschland wird von Dir für Engelland gewacht}5 

(You are like the sun which sends both warmth and shine to lofty mountains and 
views a lowly valley with its rays. You strew mercy in your great empire, while 
this district is ruled most wisely. In London, you are constantly mindful of Ger
many's welfare. In Germany, you watch over England.) 

It was only in structural arguments that Hanoverians readily adopted a defer
ential attitude towards Britain. The structural account of its success was more
over comforting to Hanoverians because it relied on accident of circumstance. 
There was nothing the Hanoverians could do (and by implication were failing 
to do) to make their electorate as large and consequential as Britain. Structural 
analyses also allowed theorists to assign political functions to the British state 
and not to others; Britain was different because it was big. Structural analyses 
of Britain provoked a critique of neither the dynastic union nor the Hanoverian 
constitution. 

Some Hanoverians celebrated their elector's exalted power as King of Britain. 
A Hanoverian author rejoiced that George I was even more solar in nature now 
that he ruled an empire, over which the sun never set, 

Doch dieser Stern muß selbst Georg die Sonne nennen I 
Weil Seine Herschafft weiß der Sonnen gleich zu gehn. 
Da wo in Guinea die schwartzen Mohren brennen I 
Wenn sie der Strahlen Glut an ihren Leibern sehn I 

Und wo nach Summatra des Ostes Schätze kommen I 

ontische Ode an die auf der Georg Augusts Vniversität zu Göttingen Anno 1751 sich 
aufhaltende hohe und andere vornehme Herren Engelländer, Göttingen 1751. 

15 WILLERDING, J.C., Allerunterthänigste Glückwünsch- und Freuden-Bezeugung [...], 
Hannover 1719. 
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Da hat Sein Thron-Gericht den obern Sitz genommen. 
Die neu-erfundne Welt ist fast für Ihn erfunden I 
Weil ein so grosser Theil Ihm dort zu Fusse fait I 

Neu-Schott- und Engeland ist pflichtlich Ihm verbunden I 
Was Canada begreif ft I Jamaica in sich hält / 

Und Florida umschliest muß nebst noch andern wissen I 
Wie Seines Zepters Fracht in Treue sey zu küssen}6 

(But even this star must name George the sun, because his lordship travels the 
same path as the sun. There in Guinea where the black Moors burn when they 
see the heat of the rays on their bodies, and there in Sumatra where treasures of 
the East come, his supreme court has taken the highest seat. The new world was 
practically discovered for him, as such a large part of it falls at his feet. Nova 
Scotia and New England are by duty bound to him. What Canada, Jamaica, and 
Florida comprise, along with others, must know how to kiss his scepter's mag
nificence in loyalty.) 

The author's hyperbole underscores the pleasure which some Hanoverians 
took in the reflected glory of the British Empire. 

A dynastic connection with a nation as large and powerful as Britain nat
urally had utility apart from flattering Hanoverian amour propre. Britain was 
held to play an important role in the military defense of smaller Hanover, albeit 
indirectly through its engagement on behalf of a European balance of power. 
The ideal of a balance of power had spread during the previous two centuries,17 

a symptom of increasing disillusionment with political universalism.18 Al
though Karl Otmar von Aretin has shown that the balance of power often 
proved more lethal to smaller sovereignties than universal monarchy,19 Hanov
erians believed the contrary. They believed the balance of power protected 
everybody, themselves included. 

While Britain's role in the balance of power was a commonplace of early 
eighteenth-century political theory, Hanoverians seldom accounted for it. One 
exception was the Göttingen professor Ludwig Martin Kahle, who attempted 

16 HOLLING, J. C. S., Ihrer Königlichen Majestät von Groß-Britannien Georg dem Ersten [.. .J 
wolte [...] Glückwunsch abstatten Johann Conrad Stephan Hölling, Hannover 1714. 

17 STROHMEYER, A., Theorie der Interaktion. Das europäische Gleichgewicht der Kräfte in 
der frühen Neuzeit, Wien 1994. 

18 For universal monarchy, see BOSBACH, F., Monarchia universalis. Ein politischer Leitbe
griff der frühen Neuzeit (Schriftenreihe der Historischen Kommission bei der Bayrischen 
Akademie der Wissenschaften 32), Göttingen 1988. 

19 ARETIN, K. O. v., Das Reich: Friedensgarantie und europäisches Gleichgewicht 1648-1806, 
Stuttgart 1986, pp. 55-75. 
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to explain Britain's importance in his 1744 treatise, La balance de l'Europe con-
sidérée comme la règle de la paix et de la guerre. He believed, incorrectly, that 
the English nation, for a long time covered with glory by its virtues and riches, 
has also long since surpassed the French [nation] in forces.20 But Kahle was on 
safer ground when he added that the kings of England considered themselves 
charged with the salutary function of tempering by a just balance the rivalry of 
two nations which have at various times aspired to universal monarchy, namely 
the Spanish nation and the French nation,21 Emphasis upon the British military 
and upon the dynamic of Habsburg-Bourbon rivalry produced an essentially 
structural argument for Britain's maintenance of the balance of power. Interest
ingly, Hanoverian theorists never argued that Britain's insular geographic situ
ation allowed it to uphold the European balance of power. Indeed, Kahle was 
aware of England's historical empire in France. 

The first Hanoverian to examine Britain's supposed maintenance of the bal
ance of power in terms of prospective dynastic union with that country was the 
court philosopher, Gottfried Wilhelm Leibniz. Urging the elector to fight for in
clusion in the English succession during 1701, Leibniz reminded him that the 
three kingdoms which compose Great Britain form a power which was once 
very formidable, and which has maintained a manner of balance in Christen
dom until now. So does not Europe's fate depend on the resolutions which are 
presently taken there? It is true that a King of England requires a lot of prudence 
and moderation to govern people so difficult and jealous of their liberty. But the 
glory of a prince is not to attach himself to his ease and pleasure, but to think 
that he is only great in order to procure the general good.22 Recent historians 
have been too quick to downplay the elector's genuine ambivalence with respect 
to the English succession,23 a factor Leibniz urgently tried to neutralize.24 He 
did this by subordinating particular interest to collective duty, a theme which 
would come to dominate Hanoverian discussions of the balance of power. 

20 KAHLE, L. M., La balance de PEurope considérée comme la règle de la paix et de la guerre, 
Berlin, Göttingen 1744, p. 72. 

21 Ibid., pp. 72-73. 
22 LEIBNIZ, G.W., Considerations sur le droit de la Maison de Bronsvic-L., à l'égard de la 

succession d'Angleterre, in: Die Werke von Leibniz, éd. by O. KLOPP, vol. 8, Hannover 
1873, p. 228. 

23 GREGG, E., The Protestant Succession in International Politics, 1710-1716, New York 
1986. Gregg's perspective informed the works of his graduate supervisor, Ragnhild Hat-
ton. 

24 For Leibniz's advocacy of the British succession, see FRICKE, W., Leibniz und die englische 
Sukzession des Hauses Hannover (Quellen und Darstellungen zur Geschichte Niedersach
sens 56), Hildesheim 1957. 
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It may be wondered why the Hanoverians hazarded the more or less perma
nent absence of their elector if circumstances reliably disposed Britain to cham
pion the balance of power. The vagaries of personality were not entirely missing 
from the Hanoverian analysis of Britain's role in the balance of power. The Brit
ish monarch himself was understood to be the primary agent of balancing, and 
monarchs were notoriously subject to failures of nerve and bouts of venality. 
When he admonished his patrons to consider the British succession in light of 
the British conservation of the balance of power, Leibniz relied more upon illus
tration of its breach than of its observance to convince. He chastised Charles II 
and James II for their intrigues with France^ a disastrous abdication of Britain's 
responsibility which was only reversed by the Glorious Revolution.25 Leibniz 
was later vindicated by the Treaty of Utrecht, in which Queen Anne abandoned 
Hanover and its German allies to conclude a separate peace with France. 
George Fs subsequent accession to the English throne, a Hanoverian publicist 
considered in 1718, was highly necessary to the welfare and security of all 
Europe in its previously confused and [...] ominous situation.16 Hanoverians 
believed they had sacrificed their elector's presence to restore the European bal
ance of power. 

The need to keep Britain honest was the major justification for dynastic un
ion's inconveniences, the chief of which was a prolonged electoral absence in 
London. Hanover was now an electorate without an elector. But nostalgia for 
the days of the elector's permanent residence in his electorate did not conceal the 
fact that during that time, Hanover had had very little control over its inter
national context. Hanoverians felt more secure with their elector in London or
chestrating a harmonious European balance, and were willing to risk consti
tutional confusion for it. The extract of a poem dedicated to George II illustrates 
well the way that optimism about the balance of power kept gloom at his ab
sence in check: 

Da Dich Dein Engeland aus unsern Gräntzen zieht, 
Und zu dem Gleichgewicht von gantz Europa setzet; 

So sind wir zwar betrübt, doch auch zugleich vergnüget, 
Weil noch durch Deine Hand der Friede oben lieget.27 

(We are distressed because your England draws you out of our borders to direct 
the balance of all Europe, but also pleased because peace prevails by your 
hand.) 

IS LEIBNIZ, Considerations (see note 22), p. 229. 
26 [ANON.], Die von dem Himmel selbst bestätigte zwischen den vier-mächtigen Beherr

schern Europae [...] ratificirte Grosse Quadruple Alliance, Celle 1718. 
27 WIEGELEBEN, C , Groß-Britanniens vollkommenen Regenten [...], [s. 1.] 1729. 

/ 
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Another poet reminded George I more succinctly, your good fortune is our 
protection?^ Peace was a quid pro quo for the electoral absence. A commonly 
repeated formulation illustrates well the bargain Hanoverians thought they had 
made; the elector-king was der Teutschen Schutz, der treuen Britten Lust,19 

Interest merely obliged Hanover to the general good of Europe. Particular 
interests which were contrary to this common good were deemed to be illegit
imate, or at least unseemly. Hanoverians denied that they or George I had par
ticular interests apart from that of Christendom. One author affirmed that 
George I took to arms for Europe's peace alone, not his advantage.30 This ex
plains one dog that did not bark: the public displayed very little interest in 
Hanover's acquisition of Bremen and Verden from Sweden. The two duchies 
greatly expanded the land area of the electorate, and gave it an enviably stra
tegic position on the mouths of the rivers Weser and Elbe. Yet they were hardly 
mentioned in the countless hymns of praise dedicated to George I by his German 
subjects.31 Rather more glorious, or so the Hanoverians thought, was George 
Ps restoration of peace in the Baltic.32 

Selflessness was perhaps unsurprising in a country which was a recently and 
imperfectly united medley of smaller provinces. Hanoverians had to juggle mul
tiple, layered identities: provincial, Hanoverian, German and European. But 
political values which were intrinsically universal nurtured the notion of a 
European common good which imposed harmony on these potentially discor
dant loyalties. Hanoverians were not willfully ignorant that intra-European 
conflict existed in spite of theory to the contrary. They were nonetheless confi
dent that strife resulted from the cupidity and derogation of others. Hanoveri
ans prided themselves on being responsible and dutiful members of the inter
national community. It is therefore not surprising to find Justus Moser, who 
later became Germany's best-known regional particularist, giving thanks for 
the suppression of the Jacobite '45 under the sobriquet Weltbürger (citizen of 
the world).33 

28 HÖLLING, Ihrer Königlichen Majestät (see note 16). 
29 BoRCKENSTEiN, O. B., Aller-Unterthänigstes Freuden-Opffer [...], Clausthal 1729. 
30 WEICHMANN, C. E, Die Glorieusen Thaten des Aller-Durchleuchtigsten und Großmäch

tigsten Fürsten und Herrn, Herrn Georg des Ersten [...], Lauenburg 1719. 
31 The exception being PUFENDORF, E., Leben und Thaten George des Ersten, trans, by G. L. 

O E D E R , Ansbach 1727, pp. G2-H. 

32 For an example of this, see the third stanza of MEUSCHEN, J.G., Allerunterthänigster 
Glück-Wunsch An Den allerdurchlauchtigst-großmächtigsten Fürsten und Herrn, Herrn 
Georgium [...] über Ihro Königl. Majest. mit der Crone Schweden allererst getroffenen 
Frieden, Hannover 1719. 

33 See M O S E R , J., Anrede eines Weltbürgers an alle seine Mitbürger, in: Ein Wochenblatt, 
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The balance of power theory came under attack from some eighteenth-cen
tury theorists, most famously the abbé de Saint-Pierre. But no Hanoverian chal
lenged it until 1755, when the Göttingen police commissioner Johann Heinrich 
Gottlob von Justi published his Staatswirthschaft. It was a general work on 
government policy, and addressed many themes in a summary fashion. One of 
these was the balance of power, which Justi dismissed as an invention of schol
ars?4 Elaborating, he wrote, all that the European powers have to turn their at
tention to, and really turn their attention to, is that a state is not totally op
pressed, and that they do not allow a kingdom to become so powerful that the 
other free powers cannot to resist it. All the rest from this system of the balance 
are chimeras that serve nothing?5 The volatile Justi, famously dubbed an "aca
demic adventurer" by Christoph Friedrich Nicolai,36 could not resist criticizing 
a sacred cow of European political theory. A tepid review in the Gottingische 
Anzeigen von gelehrten Sachen provoked him to develop his critique in a series 
of treatises, which he published after leaving the electorate in 1757.37 Justi's Die 
Chimäre des Gleichgewichts von Europa and Die Chimäre des Gleichgewichts 
der Handlung und Schiffahrt attacked the Hanoverian intellectual elite, his for
mer Göttingen colleagues, and Ludwig Martin Kahle in particular. 

Justi's critique was all the more devastating in that it was couched in the very 
terms of Staatsklugheit and felicity in which the balance of power theory had 
been traditionally espoused. He reprised Saint-Pierre's charge that the balance 
of power occasioned more wars than it prevented. But he parted company from 
Saint-Pierre in his skepticism that felicity could be universal, writing that one 
would be quite mistaken if one believed that all peoples could be governed ac
cording to the same plan and principles. The natural location and condition of 
countries, the genius, the inclination and customs [...] the temperament of the 
peoples practically require that each nation have a different plan?8 The de
fenders of the balance of power had in one sense always allowed for the vari
ation of Klugheit according to structural circumstances, hence the explanation 

no. 33, Wednesday 31 August 1746; reprinted in: ID. , Justus Mosers Sämtliche Werke, 
vol. 1: Wochenschriften, ed. by the Akademie der Wissenschaften zu Göttingen, Olden
burg, Berlin 1944, pp. 187-191. 

34 JUSTI, J. H. G. V., Staatswirthschaft oder Systematische Abhandlung aller Oeconomischen 
und Cameral-Wissenschaften [...], Leipzig 1755, p. 64. 

35 Ibid., p. 66. 
36 SELLE, G. V., Die Georg-August-Universität zu Göttingen 1737-1937, Göttingen 1937, 

p. 106. 
37 JUSTI, J. H. G. V., Die Chimäre des Gleichgewichts von Europa, Altona 1758, in: Teutsche 

Kriegs-Canzley auf das Jahr 1759, vol. II, Frankfurt am Main, Leipzig 1759, p. 684. 
38 Ibid., pp. 743-744. Justi cited Frederick IPs Anti-Machiavell in his defence on this point. 
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for Britain's special role in the balance of power. But Klugheit had mostly con
sisted of universal principles which easily translated across national borders. Ju
stus notion of the particularity of Klugheit led him to take particular interest 
more seriously. 

Justi had no patience with the idea that Britain was a disinterested protector 
of the balance of power. Addressing the notion that Henry VIII pioneered the 
balance of power, Justi wrote: If this king was the inventor of the doctrine of the 
balance of power, then this gives us no favorable judgment of the invention. 
Henry the eighth was neither a great Staatskluger nor a great intellect. His 
government has become famous merely through cruelties and countless mis
takes and weakness.39 Justi conceded that William III had in fact popularized 
the idea of a balance of power,40 but that it had been an attractive specter to 
mask the operations of Britain's commercial and imperial interests.41 Justi 
hardly meant to reproach Britain's self-interest, but hoped it would disprove the 
ethical underpinnings of the balance of power theory. 

It may be argued that Justi does not belong in a study of Hanoverian political 
theory. A suspected catholic, an outsider by his own admission, his works had 
to be published outside of the electorate. Yet the Göttingen wisemen clearly 
considered him to be one of them, and responded to Justi with the vehemence 
reserved for apostates. The Göttingische Anzeigen von gelehrten Sachen wrote 
that we do not believe that a reviewer is obliged to advertise that which appears 
to him to be blameworthy in the works of his colleagues. After ally universities 
have a law, according to which colleagues are not supposed to refute one an
other.42 This, of course, was what Justi had done to Kahle at some length. Many 
Göttingen intellectuals had, like Justi, immigrated to Hanover from elsewhere, 

39 Ibid., pp. 712-713. 
40 Ibid., p. 716. 
41 [...] the system of the balance was an attractive specter with which to frighten the land 

powers and move them to alliances with England in order to finance these land wars with 
against France. I have to wonder that so many k luge Englishmen are not satisfied with the 
land wars of their kings and have argued in a multitude of publications that it would be 
better, if England did not concern itself with the continent and only kept its navy in a for
midable state. [...] No, their kings have understood the true interest of England far better 
every time. England must always have a strong land power in its alliance and interest, in 
order to give France something to do on land [...] when it wants to direct its strength to 
the expansion of its navy. [...] What would become of their colonies, of their commerce, 
and even of their fleets, if France were able to apply all its forces to the sea? ibid., p. 719. 

42 Göttingische Anzeigen von gelehrten Sachen, 1758, vol. II, p. 1122. The reviewer believed 
British kings and ambassadors to be sincere when they spoke of a balance of power (ibid., 
p.1121). 
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but had assimilated better. Justi's problem in Göttingen was not being a for
eigner, but being a loner. His work on the balance of power has to be seen as 
Hanoverian, and as such, the first fissure in Hanoverian unanimity on the sub
ject. 

Justi's Staatswirthschaft subjected the balance of power to stress, but the out
break of the Seven Years' War accelerated its decline. Justi did not make the in
fluence of the war on the Chimäre des Gleichgewichts von Europa as explicit as 
that of his poisoned personal relationships in Göttingen. Yet his departure from 
the electorate may have been necessitated as much by French arms as by Han
overian pens. France swiftly defeated and occupied Hanover in 1757, in retali
ation for British encroachment in North America. The balance of power must 
have seemed even more illusory from the Danish exile where Justi wrote 
Chimäre des Gleichgewichts. 

If his own experience of war steeled Justi's resistance to the balance of power 
theory that of those Hanoverians forced to endure years of deprivation and oc
cupation provoked comparable disenchantment.43 The best evidence for the 
existence of a balance of power had always been peace in Hanover. Between 
1757 and 1762 the Hanoverian lands were subjected to the most ruinous mili
tary action since the Thirty Years' War. The balance of power ceased to dovetail 
with their experience. Hanoverians began to wonder whether it continued to 
justify irregularities in the electoral constitution. An anonymous Hanoverian 
minister published a letter in which he warned that the electoral house which 
now possesses the British throne will never be able to procure us such advan
tages which make up for the damage we incur from its absence merely to uphold 
the balance*4 The word "merely" illustrates well the balance of power's sudden 
loss of prestige in 1757. 

Unlike Justi, the author of the Letter believed that there had once been a bal
ance of power, but that British derogation had once again precipitated its break
down. The author of the Letter considered that the framers of the Act of Settle
ment went upon principles that all the patriots of England had till that time 
adopted, which was that the liberties of England depended upon those of the 

43 For excellent accounts of the war's effects upon Göttingen intellectuals and Hanoverian 
politicians, see WELLENREUTHER, H., Göttingen und England im achtzehnten Jahrhun
dert, in: 250 Jahre Vorlesungen an der Georgia Augusta 1734-1984 (Göttinger Univer
sitätsreden 75), Göttingen 1985, pp. 30-63, and ID., Die Bedeutung des Siebenjährigen 
Krieges (see note l), pp. 145-175. These leave little more to be said about the war's impact 
on the Hanoverian balance of power theory. 

44 [ANON.], Schreiben eines Hannoveraners (see note 5), p. 929. 
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Protestant interest in Europe.45 This was the traditional Hanoverian faith that 
the British had committed themselves in 1688 to European as well as British 
freedom, a commitment in which Hanoverians believed themselves to be acces
sories ever since they had sacrificed their elector to ensure its continuation. The 
anonymous minister believed that British ministers had recently adopted a new 
and an opposite system of policy and by loudly declaring against all continental 
connections have wrought themselves into popularity46 The succession of the 
Hanoverian dynasty in Britain had not been able to prevent British recidivism 
with respect to the balance of power. 

Worse yet, the prospect of profit had motivated the British abdication of re
sponsibility to the balance of power. The author of the Letter caustically asked 
Had we[...] any concern in [Britain's] American disputes?47 The pursuit of self-
interest was, of course, the worst violation of the balance of power's ethos. The 
author of the Letter wrote that it is confessedly on [Britain's] account and hers 
only that we suffer.4^ As victims of a sort of British commercial interests, Hano
verians were now in the company of the 'Moors' whose domination by Britain 
the Hanoverians had once cheered. 

While condemning Britain for dereliction of duty, Hanoverians simul
taneously emulated it by embracing a more self-interested foreign policy. The 
author of the Letter responded angrily to British criticism of his government's 
truce with the French. He argued that the British held Hanover to an imperative 
at which they would balk themselves - namely, an obligation to join the wars of 
its partner in dynastic union. The author wondered whether the Act of Settle
ment's protection against such involvement should not also apply to Hanover, 
asking have not the Hanoverians as good a right as the English have to demand 
that their country shall not pour forth either her blood or treasure in foreign 
quarrels?49 The principle which underlay all these observations was one which 
had never before been publicly admissible, that Hanover had a legitimate par
ticular interest. The author of the Letter insisted that the interests of the King of 
England and the elector of Hanover are separate and distinct considerations50 

A good measure of the disrepute which the balance of power theory suffered 
in Hanover after the Seven Years' War is the near silence about it in the years 
which followed. Most Hanoverians did not emulate Justi's ostentatious con-

45 [ANON.], Letter from a Member of the Regency of Hanover (see note 5), p.482. 
46 Ibid. 
47 Ibid. 
48 Ibid., p. 483. 
49 Ibid., p. 480. 
50 Ibid., p.483. 
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tempt for the theory. But the Letter's vision of a broken balance of power func
tioned much the same as Justi's contention that one had never existed. The bal
ance of power simply vanished from the Hanoverian Weltanschauung.51 Even 
the great Göttingen jurist Georg Friedrich von Martens, who included the bal
ance of power in his general works on international law,52 wondered in an un
guarded moment whether it is still permitted to speak of a political balance of 
power.53 

The Hanoverian balance of power theory collapsed in the 1750s under the 
twin pressures of intellectual fashion and circumstance. Hanover's dynastic un
ion with Britain was consequently more vulnerable than before. The balance of 
power had been the one unanimous source of admiration for Britain in the elec
torate, and had also been the sole justification for dynastic union. Hanoverians 
had accepted the constitutionally troubling dynastic union with Britain as the 
unwelcome side-effect of a crusade to uphold the European balance of power. 
But Hanoverian disillusion was palpable by the 1750s. Hanoverians came to be
lieve that British policy was guided not by the balance of power, but by the less 
edifying precept of self-interest. British self-interest was also widely blamed for 
instigating the calamitous French invasion of 1757. The developments of the 
1750s introduced a more difficult period for the dynastic union. Its main ideo
logical support disappeared, leaving the dynastic union's constitutional incon
veniences less defensible. The Seven Years' War moreover showed that the un
ion exposed the electorate to attack from Britain's foes. The discovery that the 
electorate had perhaps worsened rather than improved its security in 1714 in
troduced a period of more discomfort for the relationship with Britain. Hano
ver's cosmopolitan attitude suffered in the same measure as the dynastic union. 

51 It was to be almost fifty years until a Hanoverian could claim that Britain had maintained 
the balance of power during the Seven Years* War. [RHADEN, FRHR. V.], Zufällige Gedan
ken eines Hannoveraners beym Lesen des IV. Heftes der Schrift: Von den höchsten Inter
essen des teutschen Reichs, Regensburg 1806, p .65. 

52 MARTENS, G. F. v., Précis du droit des gens moderne de l'Europe, Göttingen 1789, ad
vanced a modest version of the balance of power idea which attempted to reconcile Justi's 
criticisms with the traditional account (ibid., pp. 142-146). The example of England re
mained central to his analysis (ibid., p. 145). 

53 This query followed Martens' assertion that the electorate retains the weight which the 
balance of northern Germany requires through the help of England, without being able to 
be of the same use to the latter. Martens' rather parochial limitation of Britain's capacity 
to uphold a balance of power to northern Germany stood in stark contrast to the expan
sive claims of the early eighteenth century. ID. , Betrachtungen über das Memoire vom 
lsten Februar und den dazu gehörigen Nachtrag vom 19. März 1798, welche Herr Fried
rich Ludwig von Berlepsch an den Congreß zu Rastadt gerichtet hat, [s. L] 1798, p. 80. 
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Hanoverians shed the old bias against particularism, and began to cultivate a 
Hanoverian interest. The idealism which had led a small state to engage with the 
wider world gave way to cynicism and a predisposition to neutrality. 

British Klugheit 

The (albeit transitory) success of the balance of power theory demonstrates 
structural analyses' utility in justifying union with Britain. But Hanoverians 
rarely stopped there. They reckoned governing principles were even more im
portant guarantors of a state's success. This was apparent even in the balance of 
power theory, which required princely Klugheit to animate the structural mus
cle of the British military; Rudolf Friedrich Teigmann spoke in 1723 of George 
Fs kluges balanciren.54 Hanoverians were generally more comfortable attribu
ting British successes to electoral Klugheit, with indifferent consequences for the 
dynastic union. Klugheit presumed a set of principles which could lead to state 
success in any circumstances. Britain seemed less special if its successes could be 
replicated anywhere. Its accomplishments deriving from Klugheit were often 
held to be a replication of successes in another country, namely Hanover. 
Whereas the structural elements of British success had been in place before 1714 
and could therefore be deployed to justify union with Britain, British Klugheit 
was often held to derive from union. The hierarchy of the structural argument 
was turned on its head by the argument of electoral Klugheit, in which Britain 
bathed in the reflected glory of the Hanoverian state. The existence of dynastic 
union allowed Hanoverians to develop an anglophilia which was peculiarly 
self-referential in comparison with the anglophilia of other eighteenth-century 
states. 

Hanoverians celebrated the British as a cultivated, innovative, and philo
sophic people. Klugheit was the quality most often ascribed to the British; all the 
other famous ones from freedom to wealth were secondary and derivative. Sig
nificantly, die klugen Engländer was the most common formulation in dis
cussions of Britain. In attributing British successes to Klugheit^ Hanoverians 
were of course projecting their own values upon Britain. Speaking about Britain 
in such a vocabulary was most likely to elicit a positive response from Hanover
ians, and correspondingly unlikely to challenge Hanoverians assumptions 
about their own country. 

54 TELGMANN, R.R, Das wahrhafftig klagende Zion über der abermahligen Abreise seines 
Königs [.. .], Helmstedt 1723. 
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Hanoverians considered the ultimate example of British Klugheit to be the 
Hanoverian succession. The British were, according to one Hanoverian formu
lation, subject out of Klugheit.55 In turn, it was the electoral dynasty's Klug
heit which had recommended it to the British. One poet informed George II that 

Sophiens Weisheit rieff die Guelphen auf den Thron, 
Und endlich mustest Du ans Königs Ruder kommen. 

Nach Londens-Themse hin, die lauter Anmuht trägt56 

(Sophia's wisdom called the Guelphs to the throne, and finally you came to the 
royal rudder. To London's Thames, which wears pure grace.) 

This particular author could not resist a double entendre on the name of 
George IPs grandmother, the first of his family enumerated in the Act of Settle
ment. If the Hanoverian succession was the best illustration of the Klugheit of 
the British people, it also ensconced Klugheit in its government. As they had 
done with the balance of power, Hanoverian publicists used the Tory ministry 
of Queen Anne's later years to illustrate the difference that George Fs accession 
made to British domestic politics. A Hanoverian ode on the occasion of the suc
cession praised George I: 

[...] Du steigest auff den Thron I 
Was wilde Zwistigkeit im Regiment durchstochen I 

Das körnt zur Harmonie, und singt aus einem Thon57 

(You mount a throne, which wild discord in government has pierced. It comes 
to Harmony, and sings in one tone.) 

The Hanoverians imagined that the Tory ministry had sowed as much divi
sion in Britain as it had in Europe. Political discord was a horrifying phenom
enon to eighteenth-century political observers. George Ps imposition of concord 
seemed the sine qua non for all of Britain's subsequent success. 

The rupture of 1714 permitted Hanoverians to maintain that Britain owed all 
of its subsequent successes to George I personally. One poet praised George I, 
writing through you [England] makes itself the wonder of this age.5S In a coun
try where the personal rule of the elector was all-important and its principles 

55 PETZOLD, E. A., Die sehnlichst gewünschete Herauskumfft Sr. Königl. Majestät von Gros
britannien u.s.w. Georg des Andern in Dero Deutsche Lande [...], Hannover 1750, p .6 . 

56 WEDEKIND, C R , Bey der höchst erfreulichen und erwünschten Ankunfft des Allerdurch-
lauchtigsten, Großmächtigsten Fürsten und Herrn, Herrn Georgens des Zweyten f.. .], 
Helmstedt 1729. 

57 ENGELHART, H.F., Als dem Durchlauchtigsten Fürsten und Herrn, Hn. Georg Ludewig 
[...] die Crone von Groß Britannien höchstwürdigst conferiret wurde [...], Hannover 
1714. 

58 ZINDEL, C. A., Als der Allerdurchlauchtigste, Großmächtigste Fürst und Herr, Herr Georg 
[...] bey Königl. Hohen Vergnügen bißher gelebet [...], [Helmstedt] 1719. 
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universal, it was impossible for the Hanoverians to imagine that Britain was 
governed differently from Hanover. The logical conclusion was that Britain's 
greatness was but an amplification of previous Hanoverian achievements. The 
chronological progression is evident in a passage which followed the preceding 
quotation. 

Hier zeig ich nicht wie Du im Lüneburger Land 
Dich Wunderns-werth gemacht / es ist vorhin bekandt. 

Den Britten hatte ja Dein Glantz noch nicht geschienen.59 

(I will not show here how you made yourself wondrous here in Lüneburg. Your 
luster had not yet shone upon the Britons.) 

Britain could only be allowed to be exemplary if it was first acknowledged 
that it owed its successes to Hanoverian principles. August Wilhelm von 
Schwicheldt toed this line, writing 

Daß Groß-Britannien in grösten Glücke lebet, 
Seit dem das gantze Reich Georgens Scepter küßt. 

Das Plato Republic ist nur im Kop ff errichtet, 
Wie scheinbar auch ihr Grund auf dem Papiere läßt; 

Was von Utopien der kluge Morus dichtet, 
Hält nur in dem Gehirn und nicht im Wesen fest. 

Der Sevaramben Land ist treflich schön beschrieben, 
Nur Schade! daß kein Mensch den Regeln folgen kan, 

Drum mögen andere die klugen Fabeln lieben; 
Wir sehen Albion als bestes Muster an.60 

(Great Britain lives in the greatest happiness, since the whole empire kissed 
George's scepter. Plato's Republic was erected only in the head, no matter how 
plausible it appears on paper; the ingenious More's rhapsodies about Utopia 
hold true only in the brain and not in reality. The Land of the Sevarambs is de
scribed admirably well; too bad that no one can follow its rules. Others may 
love clever fables; we see Albion as the best model.) 

The implication was, of course, that the Hanoverian constitution also ex
ceeded Plato's Republic and More's Utopia in didactic effectiveness. Simul
taneously asserting British perfection and identifying it with Hanoverian pre
cedent not only flattered Hanoverians, but prevented critique of their consti
tution. 

59 Ibid. 
60 SCHWICHELDT, A.W. v., Aller-Unterthänigste Lob- und Ehren-Rede [...], Wolfenbüttel 

1726, p. Cl. 
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One British characteristic which consistently struck foreign observers was its 
wealth. One Hanoverian poet asked 

Wo ist so vieles Gold und Silber noch zu finden 
Als dieses mächfge Reich in seinem Busen hägt? 
Das zur Bewunderung die gantze Welt bewegt. 

(Where is as much gold and silver to be found as this powerful empire, which 
moves the whole world to admiration, contains in its bosom?) 

He quickly answered his own question: 
Doch was Jerusalem hat vormals aufgewiesen, 

Und was an Londen auch noch heute wird gepriesen, 
Das zeigt Hannover uns in gleichem Wehrt und Grad: 

Was herrlich, lieb und wehrt; was eine Zierde hat; 
Was hoch zu achten ist, das alles ist vorhanden 

In unser s Königs- Chur- und seinen Erbe-Landen, 
Wer zählet Dessen Schatz an Gold und Silber aus?61 

(What Jerusalem once exhibited, and what is now prized in London, Hanover 
shows us in equal worth and degree. What is splendid, dear, and valuable, what 
is ornamental, what is highly esteemed is all there in our king's electoral and her
editary land. Who can count its treasures of gold and silver?) 

Hanoverians considered their electorate to be plentiful, and believed their 
wealth to derive from their ruler's wise policies. The same poet accordingly 
thanked the elector, 

Was uns so offt ergötzt, und wir bisher genossen, 
Das ist von Deiner Krafft, o König! Ausgeflossen.62 

(What has so often amused us and what we have enjoyed, has flowed out from 
your strength o King!) 

Because a country's wealth supposedly resulted from princely initiatives in
spired by Klugheit, it stood to reason that the Hanoverian economy was in the 
same flower as the British economy. 

Britain's civil liberties were, like its wealth, subject of much admiration ab
road. Hanoverians were convinced that these were also due to the Klugheit of 
the British king, their elector. George I was perceived to have taken the British 
Crown to safeguard the liberties of the British nation as well as those of 
Europeans in general, both of which had been endangered by the possibility of 
a Jacobite succession. The king's protection of British liberty was not merely 

61 [ANON.] , Betrachtungen einiger Umstände bey dem Tod des grossen Frieden-Stifters der 
Europäischen Welt, des weyland Allerdurchlauchtigsten und Großmächtigsten Fürsten 
und Herrn, Herrn Georg des Ersten [...], [s. 1.] 1727, p. )( 2. 

62 Ibid., p. )( 3. 
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consequent on his accession, but on his manner of rule. Hanoverians believed 
that their own civil liberties derived from mild governance which resulted from 
the limits placed upon electoral rule by the tenets of reason, and imagined that 
this was also the nature of royal government in Britain once their elector became 
King of Britain. This was well illustrated by the young Justus Moser, who en
thused that we who have the recognized felicity to live in His Majesty's German 
states can pride ourselves on a British liberty because of the charity of this mon
arch. We have the right to be human beings, and our king, instead of aspiring to 
a vain idolization, holds it to be his greatest happiness to be a human being and 
likewise to rule over human beings and not over machines. England therefore 
has a greater guarantee of its rights in its royal manner of thinking than in all 
laws.63 Moser 's slight to positive law is consistent with the language of princely 
Klugheit, which was thought to be able to ascertain natural law. Natural law 
was inherently universal, and along with the dynastic union, made it easy for 
Hanoverians to project their own conception of civil liberty upon Britain.64 

Hanoverians enjoyed a "British liberty" not only through the mechanism of the 
balance of power, but by being subject to the same authority. 

Hanoverians persisted in believing the British constitution to be based on 
princely Klugheit, even when they were aware that some Britons thought other
wise. The anonymous author of the Letter defended Hanover against Britons' 
charge of arbitrary rule, which was unflatteringly contrasted with parliamen
tary monarchy. The author averred that / know of no such prince in Europe as 
an arbitrary one. I know there are constitutions in Europe where the prince may 
be arbitrary, but I know of none where he is so. An arbitrary prince is one who 
keeps the government penes ejus arbitrium, that is he makes nothing but his 
own will the measure of his conduct. But this[...] is that nothing but a madman 
will ever do or ever did.65 The author believed all European states shared the 
same constitution. He refuted a structural analysis which measured freedom by 
the amount of competition between political bodies, and insisted that princely 
Klugheit was the real font of British freedom. He asked Britons whether you 
have in your constitution any principle that can communicate the executive 
powers to a law or a measure agreed upon by both houses of parliament if your 
king should take it in his head that he is arbitrary too and, without giving any 
reason but his own will, refuse his assent. I am afraid [...] constitutionally you 

63 MOSER, Anrede eines Weltbürgers (see note 33), p. 189. 
64 WELLENREUTHER, Göttingen und England (see note 43), p. 52. 
65 [ANON.], Letter from a Member of the Regency of Hanover (see note 5), p. 481. He further 

went on to say that the last such European monarch had been Charles XII. 
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have not.66 The royal veto allowed Hanoverians to make the case that British 
governance was still built on the foundation of royal reason, and allowed the 
author to conclude that our elector is no more arbitrary than your king67 

Hanoverians saw no difference between British Klugheit and their own. Far 
from adopting British principles of governance in Hanover, Hanoverians be
lieved that Britain had done the reverse. Hanoverian satisfaction that Britain's 
glory was merely replication of Hanover's successes on a larger scale limited the 
ability of arguments based on princely Klugheit to support the dynastic union in 
the way that structural arguments had. A good part of Hanoverian anglophilia 
was of correspondingly little use to the dynastic union. 

Hanoverian Rulership and Anglophobia 

If there were aspects of the Hanoverian princely constitution which offered no 
assistance to the dynastic union, there were other aspects which were positively 
hostile to it. The balance of power argument never fully suppressed Hanoverian 
disquiet at the absence of their elector. There can be no question that the elec
tor's absence was the foremost political anxiety of Hanoverians during the early 
years of dynastic union. One poet, praising Hanover as a country without fear 
(presumably of the sort inspired by arbitrary government), revealingly added: 
We fear nothing else than losing the elector.68 He was the central figure of the 
Hanoverian constitution, yet dynastic union with Britain required him to be 
away from the electorate for years at a time. The more the Hanoverians at
tempted to understand the dynastic union in terms of electoral Klugheit, the 
more incongruous their own constitution appeared. Hanoverians' mastery of 
this tension was tenuous at best during good times and impossible during a 
crisis. 

Hanoverian publicists soon recognized that a dynastic union with Britain 
would entail the nearly permanent residence of their elector in London, and 
sought to reconcile his absence with the existing Hanoverian constitution. They 
confronted the fact of dynastic union, but then denied that it altered the essen
tials of electoral rule. Political theorists once again had recourse to the astro
nomical vocabulary to illustrate their point. An ode from 1706 comparing Elec
tor Georg Ludwig to a full moon anticipated this argument: 

66 Ibid. 
67 Ibid. 
68 WEICHMANN, Die Glorieusen Thaten (see note 30). 
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Ob Du auch künfftig sollst I wanns das Verhängnis schickt I 
Ein ander grosses Reich mit Deinen Strahlen zieren I 

Daß uns Dein Gnaden-Aug' von weiten nur erblick't I 
So wird Dein Scepter uns doch fort und fort regieren I 

Dein hocherhabner Schein erqvicket unser Land I 
Ob deiner Strahlen-Pracht gleich andern auch bekandt.69 

(If fate should destine you to light another great empire with your rays, so that 
your merciful eye will only behold us from afar, your scepter will nevertheless 
continue to rule us. Your exalted shine refreshes our land, even if your splendid 
rays are known to others as well,) 

One way to demonstrate the stability of electoral rule after 1714 was to con
fer a bit of the electoral luster on the figures of the rump Hanoverian court. 
Hanoverians were assured that George I had left his grandson Friedrich behind 
in Hanover as a "pledge" of his love for the electorate.70 Ministers, particularly 
Gerlach Adolph von Münchhausen, were praised for their Klugheit, But it was 
still important to confirm the monarch's continuing governance. It was estab
lished early on that distance and large numbers of fellow-subjects did not 
necessarily weaken electoral philanthropy. One poet recapitulated this argu
ment directly after the 1714 succession. 

Ob manche lieber schon mit Thränen sich benetzten I 
Weil unser Vatter jetz sein eigen Land verlast. 

Doch kan die Sonne auch von ferne uns bescheinen. 
Dem eig'nen geht ja vor das allgemeine Best,71 

(Some would rather soak themselves with tears because our father now leaves 
his own land. But the sun can also shine upon us from afar. The common good 
comes before our own,) 

Hanoverian dissatisfaction with the dynastic union (in the form of tears) was 
therefore noted from its very beginning. But the poet disarmed it with the famil
iar sun imagery. The sun notoriously disregarded political and geographical 
boundaries. It was fortunate for those who argued for continuity that the best-
known metaphor for electoral rule translated into post-1714 circumstances. 

69 WOLFF, J. J., Als der Durchlauchtigste Großmächtigte Fürst und Herr, Herr Georg Lude
wig [...] die Erb-Huldigung in Seiner Erb-unterthänigen Stadt Lüneburg anzunehmen, 
Seinen Hoch-Fürstlichen Einzug [...] hielt, Lüneburg 1706. 

70 [ANON.], An den Allerdurchleuchtigsten, Großmächtigsten Fürsten und Herrn, Herrn 
Georg [...] über dero höchst-erfreulichen Ankunfft, [s. 1.] 1723. 

71 NOLTENIUS, J.A., Dem Allerdurchlauchtigsten, Großmächtigsten Fürsten und Herrn, 
Herrn Georg Ludewig [...] als Derselbe am 12. Augusti MDCCXIV in London, zum 
König, unter frölichem Zujauchzen des Volcks, war proclamiret worden, Hannover 1714. 



Hanoverian Rulership and Dynastic Union with Britain 411 

Sun imagery was, however, just as useful to those who wished to express dis
satisfaction with the elector's absence. The elector's travels were easily com
pared to the sun's peregrinations. One poet described the arrival of the elector 
in Hanover in terms of seasonal cycles. 

Angenehmste Meyen-Tage, 
Höchst erwünschte Frühlings-Pracht, 
Jetzt verstreicht des Winters Nacht,72 

(Most pleasant May days, highly desired Spring splendor; now the winter's 
night passes.) 

While this poem was generally upbeat, its logical corollary was that winter 
would return in the form of yet another electoral departure. 

Seasonal imagery also turned up in one poet's sardonic observation that 
Prince Friedrich's 1728 departure for Britain coincided with the winter solstice.73 

But Hanoverians particularly favored nocturnal imagery in their competition to 
render the most melodramatic depiction possible of elector's absence. One 
poem despaired on the occasion of George I's first visit to his electorate: The 
night, the long night, with its worry-shadows I has hurt, and finally almost 
killed, our spirit?A Such commentary was not simply idle flattery of the elector, 
but a sincere expression of anxiety deriving from lengthy electoral absences. 
The post-1714 fortunes of the sun metaphor are an instructive barometer of 
Hanoverian distress at the absence of their elector necessitated by dynastic 
union. 

Concern about the elector's absence meant that the Hanoverian emphasis 
on the figure of the elector begot rivalry with Britain as much as it did under
standing. A Hanoverian poet addressing the theme of the elector's absence 
commented that Germany and England begin a competition for the elector's 
presence.75 Others spoke of Britain in terms of what can only be described as 
melancholic jealousy. George II was informed by one of his electoral subjects 
upon his first visit to Hanover as elector that 

72 [ANON.], Arien welche bey dem den 28. Maji MDCCXXVI. auf Ihro Königl. Groß-Britan
nische Majestät und Churfürstl. Braunschweig. Lüneb. Durchlauchtigkeit eingefallenes 
Allerhöchstes Geburths-Fest angestelleten solennen actu oratorio vor und nachher mu-
siciret worden, Helmstedt 1726. 

73 [MENTZER, B.], Gedancken am Kürzesten Tage, Hannover 1728. 
74 ENGELHART, H. F., Wie der Alier-Durchlauchtigste und Groß-mächtigste Fürst und Herr, 

Herr Georg [...] seine Erb-Länder, nach zwey-jähriger Abwesenheit, durch seine hohe Ge
genwart, als eine wolthätige Sonne, zu grossen Vergnügen derer Unterthanen, wiederum 
bestrahlete [...], Stade 1716. 

75 KIRCHMANN, H.C.L., Allerunterthänigste Zeilen auf die Abreise Sr. Königl. Maj. von 
Groß-Britannien [...], Hannover 1725. 
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So bald Dein hoher Fuß der Britten Thron bestiegen, 
Empfand Dein treues Volck ein ungemein Vergnügen, 

Doch schlich die Eyffer-Sucht sich offtmahls bey ihr ein, 
Daß England glücklicher als Teutschland solte seyn.76 

(As soon as your royal foot mounted the British throne, your loyal people felt an 
uncommon delight. Yet envy often snuck among them, that England should be 
luckier than Germany.) 

Another writer, Rudolph Friedrich Teigmann, went so far as to declare that 
Hanover was more deserving of the elector-king's presence than Britain, and 
presumed to tell George I 

Wir haben größer Recht Georg Dich zubehalten I 
Dir hat uns eigentlich der Himmel anvertraut I 

(We have more right to keep you, George; Heaven actually entrusted us to you.) 
Aside from Hanover's prior claim to the elector's presence, Telgmann made 

clear that the British had not earned it. Referring to the Jacobite >15, he asked 
the king-elector did you ever experience treachery with us? The couplet which 
immediately followed the one quoted above cut to the chase 

Du kanst Dein Königreich dennoch sehr wol verwalten I 
Wenn es Dich gleich nicht selbst / genug die Klugheit schaut.77 

(You can still govern your kingdom very well even if it doesn't see your person, 
so long as it sees your reason.) 

Telgmann came dangerously close to lèse-majesté by suggesting that Great 
Britain could be administered from Hanover rather than vice-versa, but his was 
merely the most daring of a whole genre which implied that electoral politics did 
not function properly when the elector was away in Britain. 

If the elector's absence elicited histrionics from Hanover's poets during rela
tively placid times, then misfortune could greatly amplify them. The logic of the 
princely constitution could easily be inverted to make the elector's absence seem 
responsible for any interruption of the felicity which depended upon his Klug
heit. The first such insult was delivered by the French army when it occupied the 
electorate in 1757, and Hanoverian writers responded predictably. Justi sug
gested shortly thereafter that no union of two free states under one head should 
take place whether by election, marriage, or inheritance.7* Dynastic unions 
were inconsistent with the rule of Staatsklugheit in that they aggrandized states 
not through virtuous governance, but by accident. Moreover, Justi wrote One 

76 BORCKENSTEIN, Aller-Unterthanigstes Freuden-Opffer (see note 29). 
77 TELGMANN, Das warhafftig klagende Zion (see note 54). 
78 JUSTI, Die Chimäre (see note 37), pp. 838-839. 
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of the two states is always certain to suffer; either through the preferential incli
nation which the ruler devotes to one of the states, or at least through the ab
sence of the same in that one state becomes a province, so to speak, of the other 
owing to this absence.79 Having discredited the balance of power, Justi then at
tacked the dynastic union it formerly justified. Justi preferred to keep his argu
ment as general as possible, but the political context of Hanover's occupation 
must have occurred to him as he wrote: All sorts of wars and unrest arise in 
Europe from the union of such free states, in particular if one state is somewhat 
removed from the main state where the monarch has his residence [...] partially 
through the ambition of neighbors, who see a land separated from the main 
state as easy prey}0 The example Justi used of such a state was the Netherlands 
(consecutively ruled from Spain and Austria), but its applications to the Han
overian case were obvious. 

Not all Hanoverians were as intent as Justi upon synthesizing a general model 
of dynastic unions, and felt free to question their particular one with Britain. 
The anonymous author of the Letter wrote: There are people alive old enough 
to remember with a sigh the disparity between our conditions now and for
merly. Nor did I ever know an Englishman of sense visit this country without 
owning that it bore [...] evident marks of the absence of its sovereign}1 The 
French invasion was just one of the latter. Recourse to our ruler was also im
possible^ he wrote. Because he is constantly in another country, he was notable 
to come to our help}2 But war or no, the Letter believed that the elector's ab
sence necessarily promoted paralysis in his German lands. Dismissing British 
complaints of royal favoritism of Hanover, the author wrote: Nor [...] is it in 
His Majesty's power, let his partiality in our favor be ever so great, to make us 
amends for the privation of that residence of sovereignty amongst us which 
alone can give spirit to a people, success to trade, life to manufactures, and en
couragement to industry of any kind}3 The electorate's felicity had been so in-
eluctably linked to the elector's solicitude, that any adversity was rapidly attri
buted to the most plausible cause of its failure: the dynastic union and the 
resulting absence of the elector. The constitutional difficulties in Hanover 
caused by the dynastic union were so dire that the author asked has not Han
over [...]# right to declare against all insular connections^ This Hanoverian 

79 Ibid., p. 839. 
80 Ibid. 
81 [ANON. ] , Letter from a Member of the Regency of Hanover (see note 5), pp. 481-482. 
82 [ANON.] , Schreiben eines Hannoveraners (see note 5), p. 936. 
83 [ANON. ] , Letter from a Member of the Regency of Hanover (see note 5), p .481. 
84 Ibid., p. 482. 
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felt compelled to save the Hanoverian constitution by calling for the dissolution 
of dynastic union with Britain and its attendant wars and electoral absences. 

Hanoverian politics were just as likely to incline towards anglophobia as ang-
lophilia. The political discourse of princely Klugheit did not account for differ
ent circumstances after 1714, except for minute alterations made to accommo
date the closely related discourse of the balance of power. This denial meant that 
the dynastic union was subject to critique from within the very code of values 
which was being deployed to justify it. Unanswerable questions haunted the 
dynastic union from its inception. How was electoral government possible 
without an elector? How was electoral bienfaisance to reach Hanover from 
London? The balance of power argument had some success in mitigating such 
concerns until it too ceased to explain changed circumstances, and those criti
cisms which it had never fully kept in check stepped into the vacuum it left. 

Conclusion 

The Hanoverian view of the dynastic union in its early years was influenced by 
Hanover's own fixation on the figure of the elector. His alternate role as King of 
Britain occasioned anglophilia which supported the dynastic union to varying 
degrees. Hanoverian anglophilia which relied upon a due respect for Britain as 
a large nation yielded bountiful returns for the dynastic union. It was, however, 
mostly restricted to the notion of a balance of power, which crumbled under the 
pressure of events in the 1750s. Hanoverian anglophilia which focused instead 
on the dynastic union was more of an exercise in self-congratulation than in 
praise of Britain, and did not succor the union at all. Worse still, the consti
tutional centrality of the elector exposed the dynastic union to complaints 
about his absence. While it would be correct to say that the dynastic union was 
most popular in Hanover during its first forty years and that this was in part due 
to the influence of the Hanoverian constitution, it is also proper to stress the li
mits of this popularity and even the backlash possible from the very same ideol
ogy. 


