
The Revniulion Period and After '5

the Kivoliilioii arttil iim^i |ioHfr(iilly iipiiii uur

literature was tin- lilicration of tlic press. 'I'he

lapse of the lie tiisiii|,' laws iii 1695 marks the

real birth of Kiinhsh journalism and periii<liial

literature. Witliin a few months after that

event a whole host of newsjiapirs had been
started in London the /%ii.;/is/i Coiitiuit, the

f.oii,l.>ii \n,'sii-tU-t\ the /',•>/, the l\<sth,'x. the

/'i'\liii,iii all those obscure and meagre sheets

whi( h are now remembered only through the

mention of them in the pages of Addison and
Steele. To the new freedom of the press these

writers themselves owed their gre.it opportiinity,

for doubtless it would have been impossible

under the h.irassing and uncertain limit.itions

of .1 censorship to produce a Tiit/tr or a

.\f;\/,i/or at least with the delightliil e.ise

,uid spontaneity whiih are the very life and
1 h.irin of the K.nglisli pericxlical essav.

That, however, was stil! a tiling of the future,

and for some time the ellei t ol a free press w.is

I'it mainly in the growth of ijamplileteering ,ind

ihe enl.irgemeiu of its si ope. The pamphlet
-lill .()ntinue<l to be the ( hief iiis'rumeiit

of popular appe.il. .md one of the greatest

of Knglish liamphleteers. Daniel Defoe, beg, in

Ins career in the decade after the Revolu-
tion. Iliit neither his w<irk, nor indeed the

hulk of the soi ailed .\ugustan lilei.ilure.

I an be understnod uilliout t, iking account of
.uiDtlur l.ictor mlrciluced by the Revolution —
the development of the system of government
b) p.irtv. I'.irties, indeed, had existed in

Kngl.ind since i(>4i, .md had obtained their

n.unes of Whig and Tory in 1671^ : but it was
only with the form.ition of the W'hi'; (unto
iliout i6c)4 that the system was fairly organised.

Ihe efleet on liter.iture w.is momentous, for

tiunceforth during more than a eentur\ our
prose, and e'en our poetry, eontiiuied to be
written mainly on p.irty lines. The wnlirs

ol (Jueen Anne's time attached theiiiselves

to one party or the other, supporting it not

c-nly in their acknowledged writings, but also

by anonymous ii.iniphleteering. Swift became
the best c iiampion ami almost the literary

'handy i.ian ' of the Tories; .Addison and
Steele foughl the battle for the Whigs. .\t

the i)roduction of Otto in 1715 both sides

mustered as at a |)olitical demonstration, and
the speeches of Syphax and Sein]ironius were
cheered alternately like hits in an election

speec t>. More than this, the |,arty system '

had important effects on the patronage of >

literature and the social position of liter.iry

men. Some p.imphleteers, no doubt, like

Deloe, were mere under.tr.ippers and secret-

service men ; but the better and more respec t-

able writers got hcjiiourable posts, .md were
e\en wehomed to Iriendship by the chiefs of
the State. The intimacy ui liolingbroke and
Oxford with I'ope, Swilt, and Arbuthnot
Served to dignify .ind enrich our literature

hardly less than the friendship of M.ecenas
.md Horace adorned and ex.ilted the litera-

ture of Rome. As for tlie nicjre material

aspects of party p.itronage, it needs but to

recall p.irt of the citalcjgiie in one of

Macaulay's essays: 'fon-reve, when he had
scarcely attained his m.ijorit\, was reu.irded

^

for his first comedy with places which ni.ide

j

him independent lor life-, . . . I.ocke was
Commissioner of .Appeals and of the lioiid

of Trade. Newton was Master of the Mi.it.

Stepney and I'rior were employed in eml).issies

of high dignity and import.mce. . . . Steele was
.1 Commissioner of St.amps and a Member of

I'.irli.iment. Arthur .Mainwaring was a Com-
ini-siiiiier of the (.'ustonrs and auditor of the

imprest. Tic kill was sec rt t.irj to the I.drcls

Ju-tices of Irel.md. .\ildison was Sei rrljry

ofSt.ite.'

.Much of this, no dMnbt. w.is a late iiuil of

the Kevuhilion
; yet U was iioiil th le-<, .1

genuine |)roduct of th.U e\ent of the develop-

ment of Jiarty which it occasioned, .md of the
tra;,slcr of power from the sovereign to th-!

ministry which it brought about. I'atronage,

of course, there hid been for long bcl'ore,

and the Stu.irts were [lerhaps more intelli-

gent pa rons of letters than any of their suc-

cessors on the throne. I'.ut it was assuredly

a good thing for literature that its votan.s
had to turn from the galleries of Whilehall
to the olt'-ces of the Lord High 'treasurer

and the Secretary of State. It may be more
flattering, but it is far less salutary, to be
patronised by a king than by his jiriine-

niuiister. To the former one can be but a
servant

; with the l,ut. it is [wssible to be
almost an ecpial and cjuite a Iriiml. One
needs but to contrast the position of Drvilen,

the laureate of Charles II. and the butt of

Rochester and liuckingham, with that of Swift

and I'ope, the friends of Harley and .St John.
Another effect of the Revolution upon our

literature is found in the check which it gavi-

to the influence of France. The royal master
and patron of I'.oileau, formerly our ally and
our paymaster, was now to be our eneinv, with
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