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It was a commonplace of Enlightenment thinking thétory should be
studied in order to instruct as well as to entartaind that the history of great
events should be set in contexts that would thight lon the manners, morals and
beliefs of the actors engaged in them. No groupilectuals in the eighteenth
century was to be more sensitive to this agendathi@ahistorians of the Scottish
Enlightenment. David Hume, William Robertson Johillavl and their followers
developed a philosophical history that was 'phiidécal’ in the sense of being
rooted in the principles of human nature and 'hisad in its sensitivity to the
civilisational origins of national institutions amdltures. It was this that led David
Hume to exclaim in 1770 that 'this is the histdriage and this the historical
nation.! It was a historiography that made the Scots padity sensitive to the
European origins and contexts of their own histejume's treatment of the
history of England and Robertson's treatment of hisory of Scotland are
particularly noteworthy in this respect, and it @nesl that their attitudes to Europe
would always retain a distinctively Scottish chageac

The period with which this essay is concerned was im which the public
intellectuals of Scotland were acutely aware thairtcountry was at a turning point
in its history and that careful reflection on ther@ean contexts of its predicament
would be of value in understanding its future. Bor period that begins with the
Glorious Revolution of 1688 and was to end with @mat Reform Act of 1832
was one in which Scotland lost its political indegence and was absorbed into the
political and fiscal framework of what Colin Kidé$ described as an Anglo-British
state? This process of absorption began in 1707 with ghssing of an Act of
Union, took shape as successive British governmealgloyed the military
resources and patronage of the state to crush iippa® the Union and to buy in

1 David Hume The Letters of David Humedited by John Y. T. Greig, vol. 2 (Oxford: Claden
Press, 1969), p. 230.

2 Colin Kidd, Subverting Scotland's Past: Scottish Whig Hist@iand the Creation of an Anglo-
British Identity, 1689-c.1830Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993}, p.
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the support of the landed classes, the merchaadtshenburghs. It was effectively
brought to a conclusion by a remarkable if delageeghomic boom and a process of
cultural integration that began in earnest in thédhe decades of the century and
continued to the end of our period. By then, it waserally believed that the union
between the two countries was "complete” . The rkatde cultural paradox that
lies at the heart of this process of assimilati@md it is, perhaps the central
cultural paradox of the British state in this pdriof commercial and imperial
expansion-is that during the middle and later decades of a&etury Scotland
acquired one of the most sophisticated, influentaid politically alert
intelligentsias to be found in Europe in the perddhe later enlightenment.

In this paper | want to consider Scottish attitudesEurope at two key
moments in this period. The first precedes the &fdtnion of 1707 and covers a
period in which the Scottish political classes wéeed with the prospect of a
parliamentary union with England that seemed tedtan the political survival of a
small, restless and economically troubled natidme $econd follows the Jacobite
Rebellion of 1745, coincides with the first sigrfisserious economic growth and
further coincides with the period of enlightenmevtten politically alert Scots
began to ask whether political stability, economiowth and cultural reputation
were an adequate compensation for the loss ofgadlindependence. In particular,
| want to discuss the thought of two key thinkersowvere deeply preoccupied with
the present state of Scottish politics. The fifghese figures is Andrew Fletcher of
Saltoun, whose political analysis was of immensgartance in shaping the debate
about the Act of Union. The second was David Huthe, great philosopher,
historian and religious sceptic whose thinking widoundational importance in
shaping the intellectual culture of the Scottishiginenment and the attitudes of
enlightened Scots to the public culture of the rigmtish state. Both were to
attempt to clarify urgent Scottish political protve by setting them in wider and
distinctively European contexts.
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Throughout this period, Scots who chose to thinbualthe state of European
politics drew upon a set of assumptions which waoge or less common to the
language of European political thought. Their Eero@ms a state system dominated
by the great composite monarchies whose rivalre@gicually provoked the fear
that the sub-continent might become a universalarehy under the rule of Spain,
or later, France. These 'enormous monarchies' agl Blume called them, Spain
and France in particular, were seen as the creatiambitious dynasts who had set
out to extend their dominions by means of dynasieriages, political unions and
conqguest and presented their rulers with the proldépreserving their new, often
dangerously heterogenous realms from rebellion| wiar and religious divisions.
It was a situation that ensured that much conteargopolitical analysis and
statecraft would be concerned with the problemafstructing political, military
and ecclesiastical institutions which could holditmal and religious faction in
check and create the conditions which would engmurthe growth of political
stability and international peace. In the handgreht theorists of government and
politics like Grotius, Hobbes and Pufendorf, thiggested that absolute monarchy
was the only viable mechanism for creating integgtgpolities. Like seventeenth
century France and Spain, Britain was a composgeanrchy whose backbone was
the Union of the Crowns of 1603, a loose dynastiom between England and
Scotland which had left each country with its ovinuich, parliament and systems
of government. From the first, it proved to be &bty unstable political union and
successive kings found to their cost that Scotléwadl remained a remote,
potentially rebellious country difficult to goverinom London. Indeed, the only
ruler who had any success in integrating the gowent of the two countries was
Oliver Cromwell, the dominating figure in the gomerent of the country during the
republican Interregnum of 1649-1660, and he wag able to do so because he had
the resources of the most efficient army in Euréopecall on. But Cromwell's
experiment in direct rule was hated and never fbegdoy Scots and it ensured that
Scottish political thinking would always return tioee problem of maintaining the
independence of a small nation in an increasinglgerial age and to the related
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problem of whether it was possible to maintain ageéul union between two states
which was based on the idea of limited monarchy.

What is interesting about this period in Scottigtdry is that every informed
member of the Scottish political elite knew thestess of European history, that
composite monarchies whose rulers lacked well-coostd integrated systems of
government and large standing armies were promtieetsort of political instability
that had been Scotland's lot for much of the sexsth century, but they also knew
very well that the price of integration in Britaivas loss of national independence.
At the same time European history taught that is ward for small nations to
survive as independent political entities unlegy thad viable political institutions
or were protected by greater powers. By the latgesteenth century, so far as the
smaller nations of contemporary Europe were comtErthe answer seemed to lie
in exploiting the resources of international traaled commerce. As the recent
history of the Netherlands showed, it was posditlea small nation with a highly
developed trading economy to develop as a milisg naval power which was
capable of holding enormous monarchies like Framc@eck.

In the last two decades of the seventeenth certheyScots were to study the
example of the Netherlands with care. It was a tguhey knew well and knew at
first hand. Many had been exiled there between B6D1688 when their faith had
been criminalised by the restored Stuart monarBhgm 1660 to the 1720's its
universities provided Scottish gentlemen with ahssjcated and cosmopolitan
education. Above all, the Netherlands were knownht&m through the lucrative
trade links that developed with the east coast tiSbotports. The belief that
international trade could turn a small and vulnkradate into an independent and
possibly a great one was enough to encourage thts Sarliament, and a strikingly
large sector of its landed and professional classest in the Darien Scheme, a
remarkable colonial enterprise, which was conceiveii695 and was intended to
establish a Scottish entrep6t in Panama at theigumof the Atlantic and Pacific
Oceans. The project failed, and failed dramaticallne English court and
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parliament withdrew their political and diplomatsupport, leaving the Scots
expeditionary force at the mercy of a hostile Sglanarmy. The expedition
collapsed, with disastrous consequences for thettiSitoeconomy, painfully
demonstrating the vulnerability of the Scottishtestdt was an experiment that
showed that in a militarised and commercialisedldvemall nations would only
survive as sovereign states if they possessed dtteo§ political, military and
commercial resources Scotland so conspicuouslyethak if they enjoyed the
protection of a great power. One or two Scots Spéed longingly on the
possibility of uniting their country with the Nett@nds but most realised that in an
increasingly imperial and militarised Europe théiture would depend on a
renegotiated union with England which would regskrelations between the two
kingdoms and offer Scottish merchants access tdigbngrarkets at home and
overseas. What gave the question political urgevery the death of the heir to the
English and Scottish thrones, and the prospect diSputed succession and civil
war. There were powerful political interests inlba@buntries set on negotiating a
new Union which would secure the protestant sucwessd regularise a politically
troublesome union. The question Scots now facezl gtrestion Andrew Fletcher
was to address with clarity and a sense of urgemay,whether it was possible for a
small European state to secure the military andneeroial resources needed to
secure its independence without paying a politméte that would subvert the
independence a better regulated Union was intetalpdeserve. So far as Fletcher
was concerned, these were problems that could lmmlynderstood and managed
through a better understanding of the recent hisbbrthe European state system.
His achievement was to develop a view of Europeditigs which was to play an
important part in shaping the public culture of aad during the long eighteenth
century.

Fletcher was a wealthy, radical, bad-tempered Sbotbuntry gentleman who
knew Europe well as a mercenary and as a poliggdaé. He was also a highly
intelligent, formidably learned political analysA close and critical reader of

Vi
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Tacitus, Machiavelli and Harrington, he was integdsin classic questions about
the relations between power and property, in tigire of the modern state system
and in the consequences of the increasingly imippoaer of modern monarchies
for the smaller nations, republics and provincesEafope. He entered Scottish
politics after the Glorious Revolution and quickdgtablished himself as a radical
who was determined to limit the power of the Enruglisourt over Scottish
government. But he was enough of a modernist tiulbeaware of the importance
of commerce to the politics of modern Europe andStmtland's future; it is
significant that he invested heavily in the Darlgcheme. It is equally significant
that, after its collapse, he was to loose no timeoking for new ways to rebuild
his country's political institutions and to recoptlise its relations with Englarid.

Fletcher set out the guiding principles of his kmg in a series of pamphlets
written in 1698 after the collapse of the Darierh&uoe. His theme was the
consequences for modern Europe of the profound ishifhe balance of power and
property that had taken place throughout Europh thié decline of feudalism. He
thought that modern Europe was at a turning pairtsi history, threatened with the
prospect of Universal Monarchy which only the mstical action of patriots like
himself could hope to avert. Like David Hume a gatien later he thought that
confronting this threat in his own country demandegkappraisal of his country's
history in the light of the lessons modern Europd to offer. He was a harsh critic
of the narrow, provincial thinking of those who tight of their nations histories in
exceptionalist terms without any regard for theavi€uropean contexts in which
their institutions and cultures had developed. I8odts present condition, like that
of every other European state had its roots inuddesystem which had survived
for a millennium and was now everywhere in an adednstage of decline. In a
quick, bold and at times elliptical sketch, he poréd European feudalism as a
system of government which had established a balaficpower and property

3 Fletcher's life is conveniently summarised in favd FletcherAndrew Fletcher: Political Works,
edited by John Robertson, (Cambridge: Cambridgedisity Press, 1997), pp. iX-Xxxiv.
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between the kings of medieval Europe and their matosubjects and had
succeeded in holding royal power in check thus gmasg the liberties of the
subject. That balance had been upset by the reafivdtters in the thirteenth
century, by the growth of luxury and by the aliématof baronial estates, as the
barons sought ways of paying for a new consumpitentated style of life. It was
a disastrous moment in Europe's history. Luxury #redcommerce it generated,
had corrupted the manners of Europe's baronias elad had fatally undermined its
economic and military power base. It had destrayedfundamental principle on
which the feudal constitution rested, tipping tlaabce of power and property in
favour of kings and threatening the liberties dfjeats and nations alike. There was
nothing nostalgic about Fletcher's thinking, nogioig for a return to an age that
was now irrevocably lost. The message of the dedihEuropean feudalism was
that it was up to modern rulers and patriots taskemew ways of ensuring that the
forces which had brought about the destructiorneffeudal world could be used to
lay the foundations of a free state system appatgrio the conditions of the
modern age.

In a remarkable essay on the decline of the Spamsharchy, Fletcher
analysed the strengths and weaknesses of the ememmanarchies of the modern
age. He saw the Spanish Empire as a rag-bag afrdiscted political units located
in Europe and the New World which required the dgpient of massive military
naval and financial resources to maintain themsé&hegere resources which Spain
could scarcely afford and it was this that accodirfer the waning of Spanish
power. For Fletcher, the lessons of Spain were ¢éharmous monarchies would
only survive and prosper if they were much morattigintegrated geographically,
administratively and economically but that they Woanly avoid the disaster of
becoming despotisms if their provinces and deperidsnpossessed viable
economies and potentially co-operative elites. Thevritten, ominous message
behind this analysis was that only France, andiplgs&ngland among the present
states of Europe could hope to fulfil these condgi and, as Fletcher was well

viii
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aware, his own country was not short of noblemeth gentlemen who would be
prepared to co-operate with the English courtefphice was right.

Fletcher was to argue that these conditions coalkembe met by absolute
monarchies. The problem was to envisage a systémitéd monarchy appropriate
to a great, composite monarchy. This was a quedit@nwas addressed to Scottish
and English audiences. Like most Scots, he regatraedxisting regal union as the
root of Scotland's present problems. It had engmgahe English court to meddle
in the business of the Scottish parliament andotoupt its nobility. Its wars had
disrupted the country's trade and its greedy righhilad rackrented their estates and
ruined the country's agriculture to pay for an @asingly luxurious style of living.
His message was that Britain, like the other enasmnmonarchies of the modern
world Britain would only function as a politicalyiable state if it was rebuilt on
new foundations and, for Fletcher, that meant arabt reducing the political and
economic power of London and the Court and retgrinto the regions and
nations. In one of his last pamphlets he developddtopian vision of modern
Britain as a state which had been divided into Yeequal semi-sovereign nations,
each economically viable, each with its own pdtimstitutions, its own militia
and its own capital city. Indeed in a visionary nemt Fletcher went so far as to
envisage a free, stable European state systemsteacted, on such principles, its
destinies in the hands of self governing, selfisight nations rather than its kings
and emperors. And while such a system could nevaragtee a state of perpetual
peace,

| ] yet certainly some constitutions of governmerg hetter fitted to
maintain the public tranquillity than others. And place of the continual
great and ruinous wars, which questions about tlveession of princes,
and their ambitious designs, have intailed uponvtbed, things might be

brought to less frequent contentions, and the pkibéinimosities either
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prevented from proceeding to open breaches; drsbme times wars could

no way be avoided, they might be neither lastingbioody?

Overall, Fletcher's message was clear. Scotlamdlggms were symptomatic
of Europe's and could only be controlled by the sbrpolitical engineering that
would strengthen the economic, political and caltuypower of provinces. For
Fletcher the message of modern history to the esnp@nd nations of Europe was,
modernise or perish.

Turning to David Hume's attitudes to Europe, meamsing to a different
generation and a different historical moment int&slo history. But it also means
turning to thinking which, like Fletcher's, was dittoned by Hume's understanding
of his own country's fortunes and its changing tretes with England. By the
middle decades of the century the Anglo-Scottislourwas not only a fact of
political and cultural life but had been given aéfon by a distinctive ideology
which Hume, like Fletcher was to articulate in atidictive way. The Union itself
had been the sort of arrangement Fletcher haddeaost, an incorporating union
which had transferred the powers of the Scots gadnt and privy council to
London. But paradoxically the power of Fletchertamking had been enough to
ensure that Union would leave Scotland with theastfucture of a viable civil
society the effective control of which would remamthe hands of the existing
Scottish political elite. The church, the legaltsys, the system of local government
and the electoral system were left undisturbed $ewttish merchants were given
free access to English markets at home and oveeaseasconcession to the Scots
belief that the expansion of trade and commerceesgasntial to the rebuilding of
the Scottish economy and to the maintenance of sbgiety. Hume was born in
1711 and grew up at a time when the new Union wa®reencing a series of
political, economic and psychological problems whgerved to emphasise the

4 "An Account of a Conversation," Andrew Fletch&ndrew Fletcherp. 205.
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formidable power of the Court, the painfully undieyed state of the country's

agriculture and manufactures, and the volatilitytref developing west coast trade
with England, Ireland and America. At the same fintebecame clear that

influential members of the church, the professiansl the landed classes were
seriously interested in the reconstructing the agtacivil and ecclesiastical and

cultural institutions in the Fletcherian belief thiis would help Scotland to retain
its civil society and foster its liberties and gresety within the framework of an

incorporating, parliamentary union.

Hume's distinctive views of Europe need to be seepart of a sophisticated
critical response to a shifting public culture aoda desire to define Scotland's
position in the new British state. Philosophicdiig thinking about Europe had its
roots in his understanding of the principles of hunmature and was set out in a
series of essays on the public culture of modertaiBrpublished between 1741 and
1752 and in a remarkable and somewhat neglecteebiixne History of England,
published between 1754-1762. He developed the ynigbéptical view that all
knowledge was encapsulated in beliefs which weréeeited in language and
acquired in the course of common life as the resifiltour exposure to the
sentiments of others. It was a line of thought thkdwed him to develop an
essentially anthropological view of the mind asradpct of the circumstances in
which it was formed, a view which emphasised theartance of property,
prejudice and superstition in shaping an individualind and a society's culture. It
was thinking which made it possible for him to thif national histories as part of
the history of civilisation and, like Fletcher, hisinking about his own country's
history was notable for being set in the contexttloé history of European
civilisation, and the profound changes which hdemaplace since the decline of
feudalism and the rise of commerce. It was thisogean sensibility that was to

Xi
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turn him into a critic of the exceptionalist histal thinking of his contemporaries
in England and Scotland and of the public cultdrthe new British stat.

Like Fletcher, Hume worked on the assumption thatrhodern state system
had risen out of the ashes of a feudal system,g@nteas a form of civilisation
whose principles were still not properly understo&iit whereas Fletcher had
argued that feudal Europe was a form of civilisatimunded on libertarian
principles, Hume replied with notable sophisticatand subtlety that the feudal
system had been designed to extend the power gk lkamd had been built on
principles which were bound to lead to perpetualil civar and to political
disintegration. This analysis was spelled out ithiful762 in the last chapters of
his last substantial work, the History of England ib is clear from the language of
his earlier essays that his thinking on this arel ehigins of the European state
system had already taken shape in the 1740's,sladter the publication of his
philosophical masterpiece, A Treatise of Human Ma{d739-40). In an essay on
"The Rise and Progress of the Arts and Sciencé42jlHume had made the notably
proto-Montesquieuan observation that geographyciinthte had played a crucial
role in adapting the feudal system to the cond#iohdifferent regions of Europe.
He saw Europe as the most geographically diversdl e world's continents 'the
most broken by seas. rivers and mountdink.'was this that explained the
remarkable variety of national characteristics mpldy in the different countries of
Europe and the various national jealousies thatacherised their foreign relations.
Indeed modern Europe had come to resemble the ejgmme state system of
ancient Greece which had ultimately been destraygdnational rivalries and
incessant wars. On the other hand, the nationkysi@s which had fostered this
rivalry were rooted in a spirit of emulation andngeetition which had made it
possible for the Greeks to generate a culture widzhbeen the glory of the ancient

5 I have developed this line of thinking at gredésrgth in Nicholas T. Phillipsorijume (London,
Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 1989), chs. 3-4.

6 "The Rise and Progress of the Arts and Sciend2aVijd Hume,Essays Moral, Political and
Literary, edited by Eugene F. Miller (Indianapolis: LibeZtgssics, 1987), pp. 122-123.
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world and example to moderns. Hume thought thah lmbtthese characteristics,
national jealousy and a spirit of cultural emulafibad fertilised and weakened the
fabric of the European state system and complidéqublitics. For running though

Hume's political essays was the fear that the natenal warfare which was

characteristic of the modern age was being sustanyedynastic rivalries and a

spirit of national jealousy rather than by any @opppreciation of the national

interests of the states involved. It was beinglfedhuge military and naval budgets
and a ruinous system of taxation which, if unchdckeould have disastrous

consequences, weakening the economies of everyp&amostate and sowing
discontent among their taxpayers. What alarmed Hwasethat Europe's rulers had
little understanding of the principles of commees® conducted their commercial
policies as they conducted their wars, to elimirntatsr competitors and capture
their markets, a practice which Hume thought wdell to the destruction of the
European economy and the state system which degpemdié

As Istvan Hont has recently suggested, Hume's itgnkabout national
jealousy, is crucial to understanding his thinkialgout international trade and
commerce, the governing economic principle of theogean state system as he
knew it/ But it is also crucial to his entire understandaighuman nature. In his
view, the natural desire to better ourselves, &k @d enjoy the ‘conveniences' as
well as the 'necessities' of life was an observyafledamental fact of human
behaviour, observable in every form of civilisatianevery period of history and
driven psychologically by a spirit of 'emulatioinat was enlivening, pleasurable
and potentially of profound importance to socialogress. In his Political
Discourses of 1752 Hume used this psychology tceldgva theories of labour,
money and commerce which were to be of foundati@amg@lortance to the later
enlightenment's political economy. But what matteese is that this same line of

7 Istvan Hont,Jealousy of Trade: International Competition anck tNation-state in Historical
Perspective(Cambridge: Belknap Press of Harvard UniversitgsBr 2005.), Introduction and
Chapter 4.
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thinking allowed Hume to build up a portrait of Bpe as a vast and expanding
market system which was powered by the competisimd emulative spirit of
individuals whose labour would produce optimal hssto themselves and to the
public when they were free to use their labour lasytpleased, without the
interruptions and inhibitions that government riesbns and religious and ethical
taboos might pace upon them. Under such circumssartidume wrote, Europe's
rulers would quickly discover that the tendencycommerce was to render people
more industrious, more productive, more conterd, raore loyal.

Laws, order, politics, discipline; these can ndwercarried to any degree of
perfection, before human reason has refined itsgléxercise, and by an
application to the more vulgar arts, at least,@hmerce and manufacture.
Can we expect, that a government will be well miedeby a people, who
know not how to make a spinning-wheel, or to empkyloom to

advantage? Not to mention that all ignorant ages iafested with

superstition, which throws the government of itashiand disturbs men in

the pursuit of their interest and happingss.

It was free markets rather than the sort of palitiengineering Fletcher had
imagined that would secure the future peace anspprdy of modern Europe and
preserve the liberties of those who lived in thevprces and on the peripheries as
well as at the metropolitan hub of its enormous anohies.

This was the framework in which Hume set his laiti critique of the political
culture of modern Britain. Britain's rulers, likieet rulers of so many modern states
had developed foreign policies which generally haate to do with satisfying a
sense of national jealousy than with pursuing célsetonsidered reasons of state.
Their commercial policies were conducted, like ithvears in order to destroy their

8 "Of Refinement in the Arts," David HumEssays Moral, Political and Literarp. 273.
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competitors rather than to foster the economic ldgwveent of the European
economy as a whole. For the policies of ‘the mtgiid and factious Barbarians in
the World' as Hume once described the English ipalitclass, all too closely
resembled the barbarians Tacitus had once deschb&Ekrmania, as men who
fought to destroy and not to congger.

In another paper, it would be possible to show #iough neither Fletcher's
or Hume's thinking about Europe was 'typical' ofithScottish contemporaries,
each had set himself the task of theorising immbragpects of the political culture
of their country's political elite and had donefsam a perspective that was non-
metropolitan without being provincial. They weretizgns of a small nation
struggling with the problem of survival in a wortd enormous monarchies with
great overseas empires. They were interested ifefisens European history held
for small nations as well as for great ones. Arglthaw that the future of liberty
and security in modern Europe would depend to aelesr greater degree on
commerce. Fletcher's thinking picked up many of #mabivalences in his
contemporaries understanding of commerce. It hfgetdeo destroy liberty in the
gothic world and would do so again unless the padturope's monarchies was
held in check. On the other hand, there was nooreaghy properly managed
economies should not serve as the basis for a ystemns of free government. If
Fletcher's thinking articulated different aspecfshes contemporaries political
thinking, Hume's was designed to reshape it. Whéreher was ambivalent about
the problem of commerce, Hume had no doubt ofivitising tendencies and of its
value in promoting sociability and political statyilin the peripheral territories of a
great monarchy as well as in its courts. But whdetcher had looked to new and
elaborate forms of political engineering to enstirat commerce would enhance
rather than corrupt a nation's liberties, Hume $mgalled on the present
generation of rulers to use their magisterial pewerremove unnatural obstacles to

9 David Hume-William Strahan, 25 October 1769, @adume,The Letters of David Humeol. 2,
p. 209.
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the free flow of labour and capital. For him, themarchies of a free commercial
Europe would become naturally pluralistic politlgaind with the civilising effects
of commerce, pluralism would foster that spirit ehulation on which civil and
international peace depended.

Fletcher and Hume wrote as Scots who shared tbatemporaries sense that
enlightened Scotland was now a modern Athens. # avpotent image. For all its
culture, Athens had been unable to withstand thee® of imperial Rome.
Nevertheless, it had provided its new imperial msivith the philosophers and
philosophies that Rome had been unable to prowdédelf and it was these that
had provided the empire with the means of self-ustdading. Fletcher and Hume
wrote in the hope that they, like the Athenians,uldobe able to supply their
imperial masters with a new philosophical undewditasn of the world they now
dominated. It was this that encouraged them toevag Europeans who wanted to
set the problems of the English state and its pio®s in a European setting. For
this sense of Europeaness was to be fundamentdheios and post-Union
Scotland's sense of national identity.
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