
In this paper, I will discuss military history in Britain in the past and the present. From about the 1970s onwards,

military history in Britain developed from a marginal to a major subject, and in this process noticeable shifts can

be seen in research interest, methodology and sources. All these changes were closely related to the develop-

ment of neighbouring research fields, particularly social and cultural history. It is expected, therefore, that dis-

cussing the past and present of military history will make some contribution to the theme of the seminar ―‘re-

thinking social history’― from a distinctive point of view.

Following my research interest, this paper focuses on studies of the British army in the long eighteenth cen-

tury. In what follows, I will discuss three things. In the first section, I will look at military history today, point-

ing to its disciplinary features and its position in academe. In the second section, I will succinctly trace the de-

velopment path of British military history. And in the third section, I will survey some of the most actively-dis-

cussed topics and achievements in recent studies.

1. Military history today: ‘a vibrant field of study’1

Current military history, particularly that of academic historians, is often called the ‘new military history’.2As I

will describe later, the origins of ‘new military history’ can be observed in the late 1950s and 1960s, and it be-

came a recognisable trend in the 1970s. By adopting the word ‘new’, it distinguishes itself from the two types of

‘old’ military history. One was the military history studied by those of the military profession, which was exclu-

sively interested in strategy, tactics and technology. The other was the popular military history written by anti-

quarian non-academics, which tended to be anecdotal and less analytical, although, of course, there were some

Military history from a wider perspective: recent scholarship
on the British army and society in the long eighteenth century＊

Satoshi TSUJIMOTO＊＊

＊ This is substantially the paper read at the international seminar ‘Rethinking Social History 2’. The research for this paper
was supported by the JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Young Scientists (B) for 2017-2018 (17 K 13559).
＊＊ Faculty of Education, Gifu University
1 Quoted from I. F. W. Beckett, A guide to British military history: the subject and the sources , Barnsley, 2016, p. 50.
2 Joanna Bourke, ‘New military history’, in Matthew Hughes & W. J. Philpott, eds., Palgrave advances in modern military
history, Basingstoke, 2006, pp. 258-280; Stephen Morillo & M. F. Pavkovic, What is military history? , 3rd ed., Cambridge,
2018, pp. 39-47.

東洋大学人間科学総合研究所紀要 第22号別冊（2019） 63‐75 63



important exceptions. Meanwhile, the ‘new military history’ was established as a subject of serious academic

study. It is not surprising, therefore, that students of the ‘new military history’ paid active attention to neigh-

bouring academic research fields, and were keen to share their questions and perspectives. Their most important

principle is, and has been, to discuss the war and the armed forces in broad contexts and from various points of

view. According to Ian Beckett, a notable British military historian, ‘new military history’ aims at ‘the integra-

tion of the military narrative within the wider political, socio-economic and cultural context’.3

Such an inter-field ― sometimes interdisciplinary ― inclination is well represented by the so-called ‘war

and society’ approach, which is often mentioned as a synonym for ‘new military history’.4 This approach em-

phasises that war and the armed forces cannot be fully understood without examining their links with society, so

more research should be conducted with reference to their relations and interactions. Given that the 1960s and

1970s witnessed the rapid rise and permeation of social history, and also given that social history illuminated a

variety of heretofore untouched subjects, especially the details of ordinary people and their everyday lives, it

was highly natural that the ‘war and society’ approach should be informed primarily by the interests and meth-

ods of social history.5

With broadened horizons and a rich body of work, military history has now become a mainstream of his-

torical studies. Today, just in the English speaking world, there are three major academic journals― The Jour-

nal of Military History, War in History, and War & Society.6To these can be added two other journals that are

not exclusively for academics: one is a journal with nearly a hundred years’ tradition, The Journal of the Society

for Army Historical Research , and the other is a recently founded, open-access journal, The British Journal for

Military History .7The comprehensive history of the British army was published by Oxford University Press in

1994, and it was followed by similarly extensive studies of armies in Ireland and Scotland.8More generally, as

early as 1984, the popular historical magazine History Today featured the fast-growing new military history.9

Since then, a number of companion books and disciplinary surveys have been published.10

The major position of military history today is also reflected in the education programme and research or-

3 Beckett, A guide to British military history, p. 2. See also Michael Howard, Brian Bond, David Chandler, J. C. A. Stagg,
John Childs, John Gooch, Geoffrey Best & John Terraine, ‘What is military history?’, History Today, 34-12, 1984, pp. 4-17;
Jeremy Black, Rethinking military history, Abingdon, 2004, p. 19; D. A. Yerxa, ‘Introduction’, in Yerxa, ed., Recent themes in
military history: historians in conversation , Columbia, 2008, pp. 1-7, esp. p. 6.
4 Black, Rethinking military history, pp. 49-55.
5 W. P. Tatum III, ‘Challenging the new military history: the case of eighteenth-century British army studies’, History Com-
pass , 5-1, 2007, pp. 72-84, esp. p. 73.
6 See http://www.smh-hq.org/jmh.html; https://journals.sagepub.com/home/wih; https://www.tandfonline.com/loi/ywar 20,
last accessed 27 March 2019.
7 https://www.sahr.org.uk/; http://www.bjmh.org.uk/index.php/bjmh, last accessed 27 March 2019.
8 David Chandler, ed., The Oxford illustrated history of the British army, Oxford, 1994; Thomas Bartlett & Keith Jeffery,
eds., A military history of Ireland , Cambridge, 1996; E. M. Spiers, J. A. Crang & M. J. Strickland, eds., A military history of
Scotland , Edinburgh, 2012. For Ireland and Scotland, see also C. I. McGrath, Ireland and empire, 1692-1770 , London, 2012,
Part II; Victoria Henshaw, Scotland and the British army, 1700-1750: defending the union , London, 2014.
9 Howard, Bond, Chandler, Stagg, Childs, Gooch, Best & Terraine, ‘What is military history?’.
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ganisation in British universities. King’s College, London, has an independent department of war studies, and

fourteen other universities have Master’s degree programmes in aspects of military history or war studies.

Eleven universities have institutions of research centres or groups that organise cross-departmental collective re-

search with regard to war and the military.11

It is worth mentioning that a similar boom of the ‘new military history’ can be presently observed among

the Japanese students of Western history. The inter-university ‘Research Group for the History of War and Soci-

ety [軍隊と社会の歴史研究会]’ was founded in 2001, and it has played a leading role in introducing and prac-

tising the ‘war and society’ approach in Japan. The group has published two academic books on the early mod-

ern and modern European military history as well as organising several international symposia and seminars, al-

though up to now its main focus has been on France and Germany rather than Britain.12

2. An outline of the historiography

Now, let me outline more chronologically the track of the advancement of military history in Britain.13As I have

pointed out above, traditional military history before the 1960s was not in the mainstream of historical studies.

However, there were some significant achievements. For example, between the late nineteenth and early twenti-

eth centuries, a number of regimental histories were written.14 Some of the public military records were re-

searched and compiled for publication.15Moreover, there were some notable historians who worked on military

history from an academic perspective and with novel insight. Among them were Sir John Fortescue and Sir

Charles Oman,16 and I could also mention Sir Charles H. Firth here, although it will be inaccurate if I simply la-

10 See notes 2, 3 and 5 above, and J. W. Chambers II, ‘The new military history: myth and reality’, The Journal of Military
History [hereafter JMH ], 55-3, 1991, pp. 395-406; Tim Travers, ‘The development of British military historical writing and
thought from the eighteenth century to the present’, in D. A. Charters, Marc Milner & J. B. Wilson, eds., Military history and
the military profession , Westport, 1992, pp. 23-44; André Corvisier, ed. (English edition edited, revised and expanded by John
Childs, and translated by Chris Turner), A dictionary of military history and the art of war, Oxford, 1994; J. A. Lynn, ‘The
embattled future of academic military history’, JMH , 61-4, 1997, pp. 777-789; Richard Holmes, ed., The Oxford companion
to military history, Oxford, 2001; Jeremy Black, War and the cultural turn , Cambridge, 2012. See also ‘Cassell History of
Warfare Series’, esp. Jeremy Black, Warfare in the eighteenth century, London, 1999; John Childs, Warfare in the seventeenth
century, London, 2001.
11 Beckett, A guide to British military history, p. 201.
12 阪口修平・丸畠宏太編『軍隊』（近代ヨーロッパの探究⑫）ミネルヴァ書房、2009年；阪口編『歴史と軍隊―
軍事史の新しい地平』創元社、2010年；Hitotsubashi Journal of Law and Politics, 39, 2011, pp. 1-69. The group also
translated a book of Ralf Pröve, a standard-bearer of new military history in Germany：ラルフ・プレーヴェ（阪口監訳）
『19世紀ドイツの軍隊・国家・社会』創元社、2010年。
13 The following historiographical survey is largely based on Beckett, A guide to British military history, chs. 1-5; Black, Re-
thinking military history, chs. 1, 2.
14 For details of the individual regimental histories, see A. S. White, comp., A bibliography of regimental histories of the
British army, London, 1965; Christopher Chant, The handbook of British regiments , London, 1988. For a more extensive bib-
liography, see Robin Higham, ed., A guide to the sources of British military history, Berkeley, 1971.
15 For example, Charles Dalton, ed., English army lists and commission registers , 6 vols., London, 1892-1904; Dalton, ed.,
The Blenheim roll, 1704 , London, 1899; Dalton, ed., Irish army lists, 1661-1685 , London, 1907; Dalton, ed., The Scots army
1661-1688, with memoirs of the commanders-in-chief , Edinburgh, 1909; Dalton, ed., George the First’s army 1714-1727 , 2
vols., London, 1910-1912; Clifford Walton, History of the British standing army A.D. 1660 to 1700 , London, 1894.
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bel him a military historian. But his seminal book titled Cromwell’s Army , which was the publication of his

Ford Lectures, provided an unprecedentedly detailed and well-balanced description of the New Model Army,

and it will be counted as the pioneering work on social aspects of the forces.17

Looking at the institutional position of the discipline, there was no specific department or academic course

for military history until 1962, when King’s College, London, founded the Department of War Studies on the

strong initiative of Michael Howard, one of the leading proponents of the ‘new military history’, who had

started the ‘Military History Seminar’ at the Institute of Historical Research four years before.18 Then in 1973,

Arthur Marwick of the Open University, another proponent of the new trend, founded the postgraduate course

named ‘War and Society’.19These were important footholds for academic military history, helping the ‘war and

society’ approach spread and develop into an influential school from the 1970s onwards. This change was well

reflected in the emergence of the publication series with the name of, for example, ‘The History of European

War and Society’ (1982-1988) from Fontana Press in association with the University of Leicester, ‘War, Armed

Forces and Society’ (1987-1995) from Manchester University Press, and ‘Warfare, Society and Culture’ (2009- )

from Routledge (formerly Pickering & Chatto).20

Partly from these developments, two particularly fruitful and interdisciplinary research themes emerged:

the ‘Military Revolution’ and the ‘Fiscal-Military State’. I cannot go into the details of the arguments here, and I

will only point out that both themes have immensely aroused our interests in the early modern English or British

state, leading many historians to study the characters of the state, its functions, and its impact on society in a

European and global context.21 These were the topics that attracted me most when I was an undergraduate stu-

dent. I well remember that I read some of John Brewer’s books and essays in Professor Kazuhiko Kondo’s semi-

nar, and I was much impressed by his arguments.

Meanwhile, the ‘war and society’ approach also generated another body of research with the focus on dif-

ferent subjects. Now, I will turn to some of the current scholarship in this regard.

3. Practising ‘new military history’: some key topics in recent studies

Since around the 1970s, research interests in military history have expanded remarkably. In this section, I will

take up three major topics that have been the key foci of recent studies, including my own.

16 J. W. Fortescue, A history of the British army, 13 vols., London, 1899-1930; Charles Oman, A history of the Peninsular
War , 7 vols., London, 1902-1930; Oman, A history of the art of war in the sixteenth century, London, 1937.
17 C. H. Firth, Cromwell’s army: a history of the English soldier during the Civil Wars, the Commonwealth and the Protec-
torate, London, 1902.
18 On Michael Howard, see B. H. Reid, ‘Michael Howard and the evolution of modern war studies’, JMH , 73-3, 2009, pp.
869-904, and his autobiography: Michael Howard, Captain professor: a life in war and peace, London, 2006.
19 On Arthur Marwick, see Clive Emsley, ‘Marwick, Arthur John Brereton (1936-2006)’, Oxford Dictionary of National Bi-
ography.
20 Beckett, A guide to British military history, pp. 212-213.
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(1) Social history of the army and its personnel

Firstly, the social history of the redcoats has gathered much attention. The social backgrounds of officers and

private soldiers, such as their local origins, ages and occupations, have been illuminated, and their experiences

in military service have been broadly examined as well. One of the important contributions of these researches is

that they have reminded us of the great diversity of the army personnel in this period. For example, analysis of

the recruiting records has revealed that the men enlisted were engaged in a wide range of occupations; education

and literacy were not exceptional; a great majority of them voluntarily became soldiers according to the socio-

economic situations in their lifetime. They were thus very different from the commonly-held image of private

soldiers that assumed them to be social outsiders: a mixture of impressed criminals and the destitute.22Their ex-

periences in military service were also varied. Regimental inspection records show that while a considerable

proportion of the ranks disappeared from the list in less than a few years, there were always certain numbers of

experienced veterans who were substantially responsible for the daily business of the regiment. Thus, like other

institutions, the army had both mobility and continuity in personnel, which enabled it to sustain its strength and

ability throughout the period.23

Another aspect of diversity was nationality. As the eighteenth century advanced, and particularly from the

mid-century, the composition of the British army, both officer corps and ranks, markedly increased in national

diversity. The decline of the Jacobite threat, which had been most visible in the Celtic peripheries, and also the

tremendous manpower demands in ‘the first global wars’, allowed a large number of Scottish Highlanders and

21 On the ‘Military Revolution’, see Geoffrey Parker, The Military Revolution: military innovation and the rise of the West,
1500-1800 , Cambridge, 1988; C. J. Rogers, ed., The Military Revolution debate: readings on the military transformation of
early modern Europe, Boulder, 1995; David Eltis, The Military Revolution in sixteenth-century Europe, London, 1995; Frank
Tallett & D. J. B. Trim, eds., European warfare 1350-1750 , Cambridge, 2010; M. J. Braddick, ‘An English Military Revolu-
tion?’, The Historical Journal [hereafter HJ ], 36-4, 1993, pp. 965-975; E. M. Furgol, ‘Scotland turned Sweden: the Scottish
Covenanters and the Military Revolution, 1638-1651’, in John Morrill, ed., The Scottish National Covenant in its British con-
text 1638-51 , Edinburgh, 1990, pp. 134-154; Pádraig Lenihan, ed., Conquest and resistance: war in seventeenth-century Ire-
land , Leiden, 2001. As to the recent voluminous scholarship on the English/British (and European) ‘Fiscal-Military State(s)’,
see John Brewer, The sinews of power: war, money and the English state, 1688-1783 , London, 1989; Philip Harling & Peter
Mandler, ‘From “Fiscal-Military” State to Laissez-Faire State, 1760-1850’, Journal of British Studies , 32-1, 1993, pp. 44-70;
Lawrence Stone, ed., An imperial state at war: Britain from 1689-1815 , Abingdon, 1994; Brewer & Eckhart Hellmuth, eds.,
Rethinking Leviathan: the eighteenth-century state in Britain and Germany , Oxford, 1999; J. S. Wheeler, The making of a
world power: war and the Military Revolution in seventeenth-century England , Stroud, 1999; M. J. Braddick, State formation
in early modern England c.1550-1700 , Cambridge, 2000; H. V. Bowen & A. G. Enciso, eds., Mobilising resources for war:
Britain and Spain at work during the early modern period , Pamplona, 2006; R. T. Sánchez, ed., War, state and development:
Fiscal-Military States in the eighteenth century, Pamplona, 2007; Christopher Storrs, ed., The Fiscal-Military State in eight-
eenth-century Europe: essays in honour of P. G. M. Dickson , Farnham, 2009; Anthony Page, ‘The Seventy Years War, 1744-
1815, and Britain’s Fiscal-Naval State’, War & Society, 34-3, 2015, pp. 162-186; Aaron Graham & Patrick Walsh, eds., The
British Fiscal-Military States, 1660-c.1783 , Abingdon, 2016.
22 A. N. Gilbert, ‘An analysis of some eighteenth century army recruiting records’, Journal of the Society for Army Historical
Research [hereafter JSAHR ], 217, 1976, pp. 38-47; S. R. Frey, The British soldier in America: a social history of military life
in the revolutionary period , Austin, 1981, ch. 1; Stephen Conway, The British Isles and the War of American Independence,
Oxford, 2000, ch. 1; Stephen Brumwell, Redcoats: the British soldier and war in the Americas, 1755-1763 , Cambridge, 2002,
ch. 2; Conway, War, state, and society in mid-eighteenth-century Britain and Ireland , Oxford, 2006, ch. 3；辻本諭「18世
紀イギリスの陸軍兵士とその家族―定住資格審査記録を手がかりにして」『社会経済史学』80巻 4号、2015年、
113-134頁。

67TSUJIMOTO : Military history from a wider perspective



Nationality
English Scotch Irish Foreigners

Serjeants 10 39 6 -
Corporals 8 31 10 -
Drummers 1 12 7 1
Privates 91 564 171 3

Size
Boys Under 5.5 5.6 5.7 5.8 5.9 5.10 5.11 6.0 6.2 and

upward
Serjeants - 3 12 10 8 8 8 3 3 - -
Corporals - 7 8 10 4 8 5 4 1 1 1
Drummers - 5 6 4 1 1 1 2 1 - -
Privates 2 159 191 149 96 94 70 48 12 8 -

Age
Under 18 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 years and

upwards
Serjeants - - - 8 30 16 1 - - -
Corporals - - 10 12 16 10 1 - - -
Drummers 4 2 10 4 - 1 - - - -
Privates 2 20 244 214 177 130 24 11 5 2

Past Services
Under 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 10 12 14 18 21 25 30 35 years and

upwards
Serjeants - - - 1 - 2 3 2 4 5 10 23 2 3 - - -
Corporals - - - 2 3 - 3 7 5 5 12 10 - 2 - - -
Drummers 4 2 - 4 2 - 2 3 1 1 - - 1 1 - - -
Privates 6 20 40 41 55 86 80 77 69 51 116 166 18 3 1 - -

Term of Service yet unexpired
Less than
1 year

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Unlimited
Service

Serjeants 2 1 - - - - 1 - - - 51
Corporals 1 1 - 3 - 1 - 3 4 - 36
Drummers - - 1 1 3 - 2 1 2 1 10
Privates 36 10 42 39 43 35 30 10 2 2 580

(The National Archives, WO 27/130)

Irish Catholics to join the British army. As a British historian Stephen Conway puts it, the British army after the

mid-eighteenth century was an ethnic ‘melting pot’.24This change accompanied or, to some extent, promoted the

significant political and social transitions of the Scottish Highlands and Ireland, as many historians like Andrew

Mackillop and Thomas Bartlett have shown.25 One interesting question emerging from the argument above is

about soldiers’ identity. For example, to what extent did Protestantism actually function as the core of the col-

lective identity in the British army, where Irish Catholics increased in number and mixed more and more with

the English and Scottish?26

Moreover, the eighteenth century was the period when the British state expanded overseas and encountered

new ‘others’. Because imperial growth accompanied war, it was the army that had the most and first-hand expe-

23 For example, ‘General Return of the Country, Size, Age and Time of Service of the Serjeants, Corporals, Drummers and
Private Men of the 1st Battalion of the 72nd Regiment [Seaforth Highlanders, later Duke of Albany’s Own Highlanders] in-
spected by Major General Baird on the 6th Day of December 1814’ is as shown below. As to the analyses of the eighteenth-
century British army officers, see note 22 above, and Anthony Bruce, The purchase system in the British army, 1660-1871 ,
London, 1980; A. J. Guy, Œconomy and discipline: officership and administration in the British army 1714-63, Manchester,
1985; M. F. Odintz, ‘The British officer corps, 1754-1783’, unpublished Ph.D. thesis, University of Michigan, 1988; Guy, ed.,
Colonel Samuel Bagshawe and the army of George II, 1731-1762 , London, 1990; A. B. Wood, ‘The limits of social mobility:
social origins and career patterns of British generals, 1688-1815’, unpublished Ph.D. thesis, London School of Economics and
Political Science, 2011; S. M. Baule, Protecting the empire’s frontier: officers of the 18th (Royal Irish) Regiment of Foot dur-
ing its North American service, 1767-1776 , Athens, 2014.
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riences of non-European worlds through battle and garrisoning. In this process, the soldiers inevitably adjusted

themselves to a new culture,27 but at the same time it was highly likely that the same experience consolidated

their existing identity as British or Europeans. Perhaps it is no wonder that the ‘Law of War’, which was the

European code of behaviour in war, came to be established and widely adopted in this period.28

In the eighteenth century, the army was not solely composed of combatants. It was always accompanied by

innumerable ‘camp followers’, including soldiers’ families. In recent scholarship, more light has been cast on

these generally neglected people.29 Canadian social historian Jennine Hurl-Eamon, for example, has demon-

strated the common presence of soldiers’ wives in the army. Despite the government’s consistent attempts to

discourage privates from marriage, every regiment had in fact several tens of men’s wives, who were entitled to

half-rations for their work as laundresses, seamstresses and nurses. There was strong misogyny as well as gender

roles in the military culture, and women in the army were often portrayed in negative terms, but soldiers’ wives

nevertheless were in many ways active participants in regimental society. They supported their husbands physi-

cally, mentally and economically, while supporting the regiment as a whole by giving birth to boys and bringing

them up as young soldiers. The soldiers’ wives also acted as moral guardians in the regiment, policing the undis-

24 Conway, The British Isles and the War of American Independence, ch. 5, esp. p. 191; Conway, War, state, and society in
mid-eighteenth-century Britain and Ireland , ch. 8, esp. p. 207; M. P. Dziennik, The fatal land: war, empire, and the Highland
soldier in British America , New Haven, 2015; Terence Denman, ‘“Hibernia officina militum”: Irish recruitment to the British
regular army, 1660-1815’, The Irish Sword , 20, 1996-1997, pp. 148-166; McGrath, Ireland and empire, Part II；辻本諭「一
八世紀イギリス陸軍兵士のアイデンティティ―一兵士ウィリアム・トッドを事例として」『軍事史学』50巻 2
号、2014年、58-75頁；辻本「一八世紀イギリスの複合国家体制と軍隊―アイルランドにおける陸軍、とくに兵
士のナショナリティに注目して」『史潮』新 77号、2015年、4-24頁。
25 Andrew Mackillop, ‘More fruitful than the soil’: army, empire and the Scottish Highlands, 1715-1815 , East Linton, 2000;
Thomas Bartlett, ‘“A weapon of war yet untried”: Irish Catholics and the armed forces of the crown, 1760-1830’, in T. G.
Fraser & Keith Jeffery, eds., Men, women and war , Dublin, 1993, pp. 66-85.
26 M. P. Dziennik, ‘“The greatest number walked out”: imperial conflict and the contractual basis of military society in the
early Highland regiments’, in Catriona Kennedy & Matthew McCormack, eds., Soldiering in Britain and Ireland, 1750-1850:
men of arms , Basingstoke, 2013, pp. 17-36; Catriona Kennedy, ‘“True Britons and real Irish”: Irish Catholics in the British
army during the Revolutionary and Napoleonic Wars’, in Ibid ., pp. 37-56. These studies deal with the matters of identity for
Scottish Highlanders and Irish Catholics serving in the British army. As to the soldiers’ sense of belonging, some historians
have paid attention to the cohesive personal bonds formed in the individual regiments, often called ‘esprit de corps’. This was
characterised by comradeship among colleagues, and also by a pseudo-familial hierarchy, where the regiment was conceived
as a kind of family headed by the colonel as a patriarchal father. A clear and impassable division line always existed, however,
between officers and men, reflecting their gentleman/plebeian backgrounds. See Frey, The British soldier in America , ch. 6;
Odintz, ‘The British officer corps, 1754-1783’, chs. 6, 7; Brumwell, Redcoats , ch. 3. If the above description is accurate, again
it is worth questioning whether and how these entangled sets of identities worked to bind the whole army together. For further
arguments, see辻本諭｢結びつきの場としての軍隊―一八世紀イギリス陸軍将校の人的なつながりに注目して｣『史
学雑誌』127編 12号、2018年、39-64頁。
27 Brumwell, Redcoats , chs. 4-9; M. N. McConnell, Army and empire: British soldiers on the American frontier, 1758-1775,
Lincoln, 2004; I. M. McCulloch & T. J. Todish, eds., Through so many dangers: the memoirs and adventures of Robert Kirk,
late of the Royal Highland Regiment , New York, 2004.
28 Armstrong Starkey, ‘War and culture, a case study: the Enlightenment and the conduct of the British army in America,
1755-1781’, War & Society, 8-1, 1990, pp. 1-28; Stephen Conway, ‘The British army, “military Europe”, and the American
War of Independence’, The William & Mary Quarterly [hereafter WMQ ], 3rd series, 67-1, 2010, pp. 69-100; John Childs, ‘Sur-
render and the Laws of War in Western Europe, c.1660-1783’, in Holger Afflerbach & Hew Strachan, eds., How fighting
ends: a history of surrender , Oxford, 2012, pp. 153-168; Daniel Krebs, ‘Ritual performance: surrender during the American
War of Independence’, in Ibid ., pp. 169-183.
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ciplined behaviour of their husbands and female colleagues. Moreover, they built an intimate network of women

who shared loyalty and attachment to the regiment. Thus, on the basis of these findings, Hurl-Eamon argues that

women in the army were ‘far from passive vessels’ and they ‘shaped key elements of regimental society’.30Ob-

viously her argument parallels some recent studies that emphasise the agency of common soldiers, for example,

in the military judicial system and in the regimental economy.31

(2) Civilian-military relationships in the locality

The second research topic that I would like to take up is the study of the relationship between the military and

civilian society. Because the army’s domestic service, such as security and ceremonial service, was closely re-

lated to national politics, civilian-military relations were often highly political, particularly before 1688. When I

started my Ph.D. at Cambridge, the works of John Childs and John Miller drew my attention to this intriguing

research theme.32 Stimulated by their works and guided by my supervisor Professor John Morrill, I worked on

my doctoral research, entitled, ‘The Restoration garrisons, 1660-1688: the English army in national and local

context’.33At the moment, I am trying to extend my research into the eighteenth century.

After 1688, the regular army was finally established in England, at least in a constitutional sense. The army

was put under Parliament’s regular scrutiny, and at the local level some parts of the army’s daily business, like

quartering, training and policing activities, were to be referred to and approved by civil officials.34 Also, eight-

29 F. C. G. Page, Following the drum: women in Wellington’s wars , London, 1986; N. T. St. John Williams, Judy O’Grady
and the colonel’s lady: the army wife and camp follower since 1660 , London, 1988; H. A. Mayer, Belonging to the army:
camp followers and community during the American Revolution , Columbia, 1996; Brian Crim, ‘Silent partners: women and
warfare in early modern Europe’, in G. J. DeGroot & Corinna Peniston-Bird, eds., A soldier and a woman: sexual integration
in the military, Harlow, 2000, pp. 18-32; S. N. Hendrix, ‘In the army: women, camp followers and gender roles in the British
army in the French and Indian Wars, 1755-1765’, in Ibid ., pp. 33-48; Peter Way, ‘Venus and mars: women and the British-
American army in the Seven Years’ War’, in Julie Flavell & Stephen Conway, eds., Britain and America go to war: the impact
of war and warfare in Anglo-America, 1754-1815 , Gainesville, 2004, pp. 41-68; Annabel Venning, Following the drum: the
lives of army wives and daughters , London, 2005; N. K. Loane, Following the drum: women at the Valley Forge Encamp-
ment, Washington, 2009; Sarah Fatherly, ‘Tending the army: women and the British general hospital in North America, 1754-
1763’, Early American Studies , 10-3, 2012, pp. 566-599; Rebecca Probert, ed., Catherine Exley’s diary: the life and times of
an army wife in the Peninsular War , Kenilworth, 2014; Jennine Hurl-Eamon & Lynn MacKay, eds., Women, families and the
British army, 1700-1880 (six-volume collection of primary sources), forthcoming. See also J. A. Lynn II, Women, armies, and
warfare in early modern Europe, Cambridge, 2008; B. C. Hacker & Margaret Vining, eds., A companion to women’s military
history, Leiden 2012, chs. 2-4.
30 Jennine Hurl-Eamon, Marriage and the British army in the long eighteenth century: ‘the girl I left behind me’ , Oxford,
2014, p. 151.
31 W. P. Tatum III, ‘“The soldiers murmured much on account of this usage”: military justice and negotiated authority in the
eighteenth-century British army’, in Kevin Linch & Matthew McCormack, eds., Britain’s soldiers: rethinking war and society,
1715-1815 , Liverpool, 2014, pp. 95-113; Peter Way, ‘Rebellion of the regulars: working soldiers and the mutiny of 1763-
1764’, WMQ , 3rd series, 57-4, 2000, pp. 761-792; Way, ‘Class and the common soldier in the Seven Years’ War’, Labour His-
tory, 44-4, 2003, pp. 455-481.
32 John Childs, The army of Charles II , London, 1976; Childs, The army, James II, and the Glorious Revolution , Manches-
ter, 1980; Childs, The British army of William III, 1689-1702 , Manchester, 1987; John Miller, ‘Catholic officers in the later
Stuart army’, English Historical Review , 346, 1973, pp. 35-53; Miller, ‘The militia and the army in the reign of James II’, HJ ,
16-4, 1973, pp. 659-679; Miller, Cities divided: politics and religion in English provincial towns 1660-1722 , Oxford, 2007.
33 Satoshi Tsujimoto, ‘Restoration garrisons, 1660-1688: the English army in national and local context’, unpublished Ph.D.
thesis, University of Cambridge, 2010.
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eenth-century England did not see any systematic project for building barracks.35 These contexts indicate that

military and civilian society had contact on a daily basis, and their relationships had to be maintained in the

process of negotiation and coordination with the help of personal connections and friendships.36 Indeed, as Han-

nah Smith, a student of the political culture in Georgian Britain, argues, although civilian-military relations in

the eighteenth century were highly volatile and there was great antipathy to the standing army, it should be em-

phasised that there were many provincial towns where the army and the town lived together in peace. According

to Smith, much was owed to the intimate social interactions between army officers and the local ruling elite,

who actually shared the same political, social and cultural values and inclinations.37

(3) Military Enlightenment

Let me move on to the third topic, the ‘Military Enlightenment’. The eighteenth century in Europe was the age

of Enlightenment, and Enlightenment had a considerable influence on people’s understanding of war and mili-

tary forces. In his excellent book, War in the age of Enlightenment, 1700-1789 , American historian Armstrong

Starkey says,

Soldiers were part of the culture of the Enlightenment as well. Military intellectuals were familiar with the

works of Enlightenment authors and sometimes knew them personally. They were not unaffected by the

concerns expressed by the philosophes, but in their profession they applied the scientific and rational ele-

ments that underpinned the Enlightenment to their primary mission: military success. This gave rise to an

extensive military literature during the eighteenth century that I term the Military Enlightenment.38

34 David Christiansen, ‘From the Glorious Revolution to the French Revolutionary Wars: civil-military relations in North-
East England during the eighteenth century’, unpublished Ph.D. thesis, University of Newcastle upon Tyne, pp. 20-29, 103-
105, 155-158; Tony Hayter, The army and the crowd in mid-Georgian England , London, 1978；辻本諭「イングランドに
おける常備軍の成立―ウィリアム三世期の常備軍論争」『歴史学研究』819号、2006年、1-22頁。
35 This sharply contrasted with Ireland and the Scottish Highlands, where an extensive barrack system was established in the
wake of the Williamite War after 1688 and the Jacobite rebellions of 1715 and 1745 respectively. See James Duet, British bar-
racks, 1660-1914: their architecture and role in society, London, 1998, chs. 1-4; McGrath, Ireland and empire, Part II; D. A.
Fleming, Politics and provincial people: Sligo and Limerick, 1691-1761 , Manchester, 2010, ch. 6; Chris Tabraham & Doreen
Grove, Fortress Scotland and the Jacobites, London, 1995; Henshaw, Scotland and the British army, ch. 2. The difference in
stationing situations and its influence on the army’s behaviour, though less studied up to now, would seem to be an intriguing
theme to explore.
36 Satoshi Tsujimoto, ‘Anthony Gilby and civil-military relations in Kingston-upon-Hull, 1660-81’, in Kazuhiko Kondo &
Miles Taylor, eds., British history 1600-2000: expansion in perspective (Proceedings of the 6th Anglo-Japanese Conference of
Historians, held at the University of Tokyo, 16-19 September 2009), London, 2010, pp. 225-236；辻本諭「王政復古期イン
グランドにおける都市・城砦守備隊」『史学雑誌』119編 11号、2010年、1-35頁；辻本「王政復古期イングラン
ドにおける軍隊の宿営問題」『史苑』71巻 2号、2011年、27-40頁；辻本「17世紀後半のイングランドにおける
軍隊と地域社会―将兵と住民の日常的な関わりに注目して」『西洋史学』241号、2011年、19-39頁。
37 Hannah Smith, ‘The army, provincial urban communities, and loyalist cultures in England, c.1714-50’, Journal of Early
Modern History, 15, 2011, pp. 139-158.
38 Armstrong Starkey, War in the age of Enlightenment, 1700-1789 , Westport, 2003, p. 26.
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Not surprisingly, Britain was one of the centres of this phenomenon. The rapid rise of print culture and the

advancing professionalisation of the officer corps encouraged a vast amount of military literature to be pub-

lished. The great majority of its writers and readers were army officers, but readers included the non-military,

such as government officials, intellectual professions and local gentlemen who were also interested in military

skills and expertise.39Looking at the contents of the literature, they covered a wide range of genres, such as the

books of tactics and technology; the history of war; the treatises on military law, education and medicine; and

books for more practical use, like drill books and the collections of military regulations. There was also enthusi-

asm for classics and the works of notable foreign authors, like Turenne, Montecuccoli, Maurice de Saxe, Freder-

ick the Great and Guibert, and many of their works were translated and had great influence. Thus, in the military

sphere, intellectual interactions were very active across Europe.40

Roughly speaking, there were two principal themes characteristic of the Military Enlightenment. One was a

rational understanding and practice of war, as explained in the quotations from Starkey above. Indeed, the eight-

eenth century was a key period, when the ‘art of war’ of the seventeenth century was transformed into the ‘mili-

tary science’ of the nineteenth century.41 It was not a coincidence that the century witnessed the foundation of

military academies all over Europe, including the Royal Military Academy, Woolwich, in Britain.42

The other key theme of Military Enlightenment was the advancement of standards of humanity in war and

the armed forces. Prisoners of war, for example, were a matter of great concern. The improvement of their cap-

tive conditions was ardently claimed from the humanistic point of view. In the discourse, British benevolence to

enemy soldiers was represented as the mark of their moral as well as physical superiority over ‘barbarians’, and

39 See, for example, the lists of subscribers for the works of Thomas Simes, a former army officer and one of the most re-
nowned military writers in later-eighteenth-century Britain: Thomas Simes, The military medley, containing the most neces-
sary rules and directions for attaining a competent knowledge of the art... , Dublin, 1767; Simes, A military course for the gov-
ernment and conduct of a battalion, designed for their regulations in quarter, camp, or garrison... , London, 1777; Simes, A
treatise on the military science, which comprehends the grand operations of war, and general rules for conducting an army in
the field... , London, 1780; Simes, A portable military library, in four volumes octavo; containing, a system of the art of war... ,
London, 1782. The eighteenth-century military literature read in Britain is closely examined by J. A. Houlding, Fit for service:
the training of the British army, 1715-1795 , Oxford, 1981, ch. 3; I. D. Gruber, Books and the British army in the age of the
American Revolution , Chapel Hill, 2010. See also Gruber, ‘Classical influences on British strategy in the War for American
Independence’, in J. W. Eadie, ed., Classical traditions in early America , Ann Arbor, 1976, pp. 175-190; Gruber, ‘The educa-
tion of Sir Henry Clinton’, Bulletin of the John Rylands Library, 72-1, 1990, pp. 131-153.
40 On the ‘Military Enlightenment’ in general, see Starkey, War in the age of Enlightenment; P. J. Speelman, Henry Lloyd
and the Military Enlightenment of eighteenth-century Europe, Westport, 2002; Anthony Page, Britain and the Seventy Years
War, 1744-1815: enlightenment, revolution and empire, Basingstoke, 2015, ch. 4. I thank Professor Tadashi Suzuki for direct-
ing my attention to this important subject. See his seminal book：鈴木直志『広義の軍事史と近世ドイツ―集権的アリス
トクラシー・近代転換期』彩流社、2014年、第 3部。
41 Peter Paret, G. A. Craig & Felix Gilbert, eds., Makers of modern strategy: from Machiavelli to the nuclear age, Oxford,
1986, Parts I, II; Azar Gat, A history of military thought: from the Enlightenment to the Cold War, Oxford, 2001, Part I; Speel-
man, Henry Lloyd and the Military Enlightenment .
42 Christopher Duffy, The military experience in the age of reason , London, 1987, pp. 47-49. On the Royal Military Acad-
emy, Woolwich, see John Smyth, Sandhurst: the history of the Royal Military Academy, Woolwich, the Royal Military Col-
lege, Sandhurst, and the Royal Military Academy Sandhurst, 1741-1961 , London, 1961; Ken Timbers, ed., The Royal Artil-
lery, Woolwich: a celebration , London, 2008.
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the words ‘civilisation’ and ‘civility’ were frequently used in this context.43 Meanwhile, the advocates of Mili-

tary Enlightenment showed an equally strong interest in the treatment of common soldiers. They had an enlight-

ened understanding of private men ― they were human beings, not mindless instruments of war ― and on the

basis of this understanding, they insisted that the ranks should be better treated. Soldiers should be disciplined

by cultivation, not by coercion and cruel punishment. Accordingly, officers were required to have such qualifi-

cations as humanity, politeness, and sensibility that would win natural obedience from their men.44

It is important to note that these humane contentions were not a single phenomenon in the military litera-

ture. This was, in fact, in line with the broader shift in people’s mentality particularly from the late eighteenth

century, which was heavily informed by concerns with feelings and empathy.45 In fact, various kinds of charita-

ble activities were organised across the British Isles for the support of distressed British soldiers and their fami-

lies, and also for the relief of French prisoners of war.46

The sphere of Military Enlightenment was broad, overlapping with many fields that were not exclusively

military. One such example was medicine. In the eighteenth century, disease was the most serious problem for

the armed forces, since it killed many more men than the enemy did. To wage war and achieve victory, there-

fore, the British government had to make serious efforts to research and deal with diseases on every front. As

Erica Charters, a British student of the history of medicine, has shown in detail, many talented physicians and

surgeons were mobilised,47and these doctors played an essential role in the government’s efforts against disease.

On the battlefields and in military hospitals, they developed scientific ways of medical treatment on the basis of

observation and experiment. Through successive wars, military medicine thus brought considerable clinical ex-

43 Erica Charters, Disease, war, and the imperial state: the welfare of the British armed forces during the Seven Years’ War,
Chicago, 2014, ch. 6; Renaud Morieux, ‘French prisoners of war, conflicts of honour, and social inversions in England, 1744-
1783’, HJ , 56-1, 2013, pp. 55-88, esp. pp. 76-78.
44 Starkey, War in the age of Enlightenment, chs. 1-3; Speelman, Henry Lloyd and Military Enlightenment, chs. 4, 6.
45 Lynn Hunt, Inventing human rights: a history, New York, 2007. See also the special issue of The Eighteenth Century:
Theory and Interpretation , 58-3, 2017, titled ‘Emotion, affect, and the eighteenth century’.
46 See, for example, Anon., The report from the Committee of the Guild-Hall Subscription towards the Relief Support and
Encouragement of the Soldiers employed in suppressing the Rebellion in MDCCXLV , London, 1747; Jonas Hanway, An ac-
count of the Society for the Encouragement of the British Troops, in Germany and North America... , London, 1760; Anon.,
Proceedings of the General United Society for Supplying the British Troops upon the Continent with Extra Cloathing... , Lon-
don, 1798; Anon., The charter for incorporating the Hibernian Society, in Dublin, for maintaining, educating, and apprentic-
ing, the orphans and children of soldiers in Ireland, for ever , Dublin, 1769; Anon., Rules of the Marriage Society of the Royal
Irish Regiment of Artillery, Chapel-Izod, May 8, 1785 , Dublin, 1785; John Sinclair, An account of the Highland Society of
London, from its establishment in May 1778, to the commencement of the year 1813 , London, 1813; A. W. Cockerill, ‘The
Royal Military Asylum (1803-15)’, JSAHR , 317, 2001, pp. 25-44; Hurl-Eamon, Marriage and the British army in the long
eighteenth century, pp. 56-59; Anon., A letter from a gentleman in town to his friend in the country, concerning the cloathing
of the French prisoners now in the castle of Edinburgh , Edinburgh, 1759; Anon., The conduct of the sovereign, burgesses,
and principal inhabitants of Belfast vindicated; and, the necessity and propriety thereof, to procure relief to the French pris-
oners confin’d at Belfast fully shown , [Belfast?], 1761; Olive Anderson, ‘The treatment of prisoners of war in Britain during
the American War of Independence’, Bulletin of the Institute of Historical Research , 77, 1955, pp. 63-83; Charters, Disease,
war, and the imperial state, ch. 6, esp. pp. 181-185.
47 See Robert Drew, ed., Commissioned officers in the medical services of the British army 1660-1960 , 2 vols., London,
1968.
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perience and professionalism to the British medical profession, while the British government obtained an effec-

tive means by which to cope with diseases and conduct war more successfully. Thus, in Charters’s words, Brit-

ain after the mid-eighteenth century built a ‘caring fiscal-military state’.48

Conclusion

Now, I will turn to the conclusion. In this paper, I presented a survey of the development of military history,

pointing out its great shift in perspective from around the 1970s. I also looked at the ‘new military history’ to-

day, with the focus on some key topics in recent studies. As shown in many of the examples I took up above, by

adopting the ‘war and society’ approach, military history has become a highly productive field where historians

of different specialties can discuss a wide range of themes from different viewpoints with different methodolo-

gies and sources. I have no time left to discuss further in this regard, but there are still more topics for which

stimulating inter-field research has now been produced― for example, Mathew McCormack’s work on mascu-

linity in the military forces,49Neil Ramsey’s work on military memoirs in Romantic literary culture,50 and Roy

Palmer’s and Trevor Herbert and Helen Barlow’s works on military music.51

The expanding of perspective is not, of course, without problems. As ‘new military history’ has become

less and less concerned with the battle itself, the question has arisen as to whether it is relevant to call it military

history: a kind of identity crisis.52 Presumably a more significant problem than this is the fragmentation of re-

search, the same problem that all historical studies, including social history, have now confronted.53 Certainly,

48 Charters, Disease, war, and the imperial state, p. 4. Recent works on long-eighteenth-century British military medicine in-
clude R. L. Blanco, Wellington’s surgeon general: Sir James McGrigor , Durham, N.C., 1974; P. E. Kopperman, ‘Medical
services in the British army, 1742-1783’, Journal of History of Medicine and Allied Sciences , 34-4, 1979, pp. 428-455; H. J.
Cook, ‘Practical medicine and the British armed forces after the “Glorious Revolution”’, Medical History, 34, 1990, pp. 1-26;
G. L. Hudson, ed., British military and naval medicine, 1600-1830 , Amsterdam, 2007; Tabitha Marshall, ‘Surgeons reconsid-
ered: military medical men of the American Revolution’, Canadian Bulletin of Medical History, 27-2, 2010, pp. 299-319;
Catherine Kelly, War and the militarization of British army medicine, 1793-1830 , Abingdon, 2011; Kopperman, ed., ‘Regi-
mental Practice’ by John Buchanan, M.D.: an eighteenth-century medical diary and manual , Farnham, 2012; Morrice
McCrae, Saving the army: the life of Sir John Pringle, Edinburgh, 2014; S. C. Craig, ‘Sir John Pringle MD, early Scottish En-
lightenment thought and the origins of modern military medicine’, Journal for Eighteenth-Century Studies , 38-1, 2015, pp. 99
-114; Erich Weidenhammer, ‘Patronage and enlightened medicine in the eighteenth-century British military: the rise and fall
of Dr John Pringle, 1707-1782’, Social History of Medicine, 29-1, 2016, pp. 21-43.
49 Matthew McCormack, Embodying the militia in Georgian England , Oxford, 2015. Gender in military history is a theme
on which a variety of stimulating works have been produced in recent years. See notes 29 and 30 above, and also Robert
McGregor, ‘The popular press and the creation of military masculinities in Georgian Britain’, in Paul Higate, ed., Military
masculinities: identity and the state, Westport, 2003, pp. 143-156; Catriona Kennedy, ‘John Bull into battle: military mascu-
linity and the British army officer during the Napoleonic Wars’, in Karen Hagemann, Gisela Mettele & Jane Rendall, eds.,
Gender, war and politics: transatlantic perspectives, 1775-1830 , Basingstoke, 2010, pp. 127-146; Cicely Robinson, ‘Conflicts
of conduct: British masculinity and military painting in the wake of the siege of Gibraltar’, in Linch & McCormack, eds., Brit-
ain’s soldiers , pp. 133-154; Louise Carter, ‘Scarlet fever: female enthusiasm for men in uniform, 1780-1815’, in Ibid ., pp.
155-179.
50 Neil Ramsey, The military memoir and Romantic literary culture, 1780-1835 , Farnham, 2011.
51 Roy Palmer, ed., The rambling soldier: life in the lower ranks, 1750-1900, through soldiers’ songs and writings, Har-
mondsworth, 1977; Trevor Herbert & Helen Barlow, Music and the British military in the long nineteenth century, Oxford,
2013.
52 Best, ‘What is military history?’; Lynn, ‘The embattled future of academic military history’, pp. 783-784.

74 東洋大学人間科学総合研究所紀要 第22号別冊（2019）



no quick solution will be possible. It seems to me that the only way will be historians’ lasting effort to place

their research in a wider context and to be engaged in joint research across their individual specialties. In pursu-

ing these attempts, I believe, ‘new military history’ should play a major role, as a number of fruitful achieve-

ments of recent collaborative studies have already demonstrated.

53 Tatum III, ‘Challenging the new military history’, pp. 79-81; Adrian Wilson, ‘A critical portrait of social history’, in Wil-
son, ed., Rethinking social history: English society 1570-1920 and its interpretation , Manchester, 1993, pp. 9-58; Keith
Wrightson, ‘The enclosure of English social history’, in Ibid ., pp. 59-77.
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