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Figure 1. Stephen Farthing, ‘Historians of Past and Present’ (NPG 6518). Elliott included a reproduction of this group
portrait, done in 1999, in his autobiographical account, History in the making, with the following caption: ‘[It] depicts
members of the editorial board of the journal in the 1960s, some more recognizable than others (left to right, standing:
Eric John Hobsbawm, 1917-2012; Rodney Hilton, 1916-2002; Lawrence Stone, 1919-99; Sir Keith Thomas, b. 1933;
seated: Christopher Hill, 1912-2003; Sir John Elliott, 1930-2022; Joan Thirsk, 1922-2013). The setting is imaginary but
the doorway at the back may have been suggested by Velazquez’s Las meninas, about which the artist and the author
talked as the author sat for him.” By 1999 all seven members of the Board portrayed were Fellows of the British Academy.



On 4 March 1856, the House of Lords approved a Motion to Queen Victoria ‘praying
that Her Majesty will be graciously pleased to take into Her Royal Consideration the
expediency of forming a gallery of the portraits of the most eminent persons in British
History’, to include ‘those persons who are most honourably commemorated in British
history, as warriors or as statesmen, or in Arts, in Literature, or in Science’. Philip, Earl
Stanhope, who presented the Motion, quoted a letter of support from Sir Charles Eastlake,
President of the Royal Academy, stipulating that the collection should ‘be formed exclu-
sively for authentic likenesses of celebrated individuals, not necessarily with reference
to the merit of the works of art’.!

In keeping with these principles, in 1998 Charles Saumarez Smith, Director of the
National Portrait Gallery (NPG), accepted a proposal from the Editorial Board of Past
and Present, one of Britain’s most prestigious historical journals, to commission a group
portrait of its leading members, in part because ‘historians were not particularly well
represented in the modern collections of the gallery’. He approached Stephen Farthing,
then Ruskin Master at the Ruskin School of Fine Art and Drawing in Oxford, ‘because
he was at the time working on a series of pictures based on precedents in historical por-
traiture’. The invitation stressed that the surviving board members formed ‘A coherent
group of historians all of whom have made a major contribution to the study of the sub-
ject area (particularly through the investigation of social history). I think as a group they
would be interesting; particularly if the portrait can in some way convey the sense of the
importance of history to contemporary society.””

Since it proved impossible to assemble the seven as a group, Farthing compiled a
questionnaire in order to learn more about their personalities and how each wanted to be
represented. He filled in each one while he made his preliminary sketches, ‘the idea
being that they should furnish me with enough information about themselves and the
way that they believed they fitted together so as to allow me to paint a picture that they
had unwittingly designed’. What Farthing learned about the board members’ personal
relationships and political alignments is reflected in the position they occupy in the por-
trait: Christopher Hill, Rodney Hilton and Eric Hobsbawm (all Marxists) on the left; the
Socialist Joan Thirsk sitting by herself; the anti-Marxists Lawrence Stone, John Elliott
and Keith Thomas on the right. When asked in 2022 about the sittings he had conducted,
Farthing recalled that Elliott ‘struck me as a thoughtful person who didn’t seem to find

"Hansard’s Parliamentary Debates, third series 140 (London, 1856), cols 1770-1789, House of Lords
debate, 4 March 1856, on a ‘Gallery of National Portraits’.
Zhttps://charlessaumarezsmith.com/2022/10/14/the-founders-of-past-and-present/ (accessed 15 February
2023). The idea of a group portrait originated with Sir David Cannadine, and was conveyed to Saumarez
Smith by Paul Slack (represented in the group portrait by his pipe and a puff of smoke upper left). Farthing
deposited the questionnaires compiled for each subject at the NPG library (NPG46/66/6/1/2 and RP 6518),
and we thank Barbara Canepa for providing scans of them and for permission to quote from them.
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engaging with me as “the person behind the easel” a problem. He was the only sitter who
I talked at any length to about art.’

He wasn’t keen on talking to me about himself; he just wanted to talk about [Diego de]
Velazquez and the Prado. I think we fell on that subject as a result of us talking about the
traditions of the group portrait and how they seemed to have gone out of fashion, which
with hindsight must have grown out of him making the connection between the project
in hand and a painting he clearly loved, Velazquez’s Las Meninas ... My lingering mem-
ory is of the depth of his engagement and willingness to enter into dialogue. At the end
of the last sitting I remember thinking ‘I bet he is a really good teacher and diligent
supervisor’.

When Farthing asked him to summarise what Past and Present stood for, he answered
‘The big picture’.?

These insights epitomised Sir John Elliott: passionate about history and art history
alike; willing to ‘enter into dialogue’ but reluctant to talk about himself; ‘a really good
teacher and diligent supervisor’; and a scholar who never lost sight of ‘the big picture’.
He was also the most influential and important historian of early modern Spain and its
world.

I. Apprenticeship, 1930-56

John Huxtable Elliott was born in Reading, England, on 23 June 1930, the first child and
only son of Thomas Charles Elliott and Janet Mary Payne, both schoolteachers.* Elliott
noted that ‘by a curious coincidence both my grandfathers were watchmakers and
jewellers’, and regretted that ‘I signally failed to inherit their manual skills, although I
may have inherited something of their concern for accuracy and precision.”® T.C. Elliott

3Stephen Farthing emails to the authors, 6 and 26 September and 18 October 2022 (Keith Thomas vehe-
mently objected to being placed to the right of Elliott: email to the authors, 16 June 2022). See also Elliott’s
speech at the official unveiling of the portrait on 15 February 2000, in the NPG archive.

4 ‘Huxtable’ was a family name. According to Orest Ranum, ‘John remained puzzled by how bibliographers
had ascertained his middle name, and he never did find out’ (Email to the authors, 28 May 2022); but the
explanation is simple. Cambridge University Library expected those charged with cataloguing books to find
the full name of each author; since Elliott’s first academic books identified him as ‘Fellow of Trinity College’
they simply consulted the college’s ‘List of fellows’, which provided his full name.

SElliott, ‘Biographical Notes’ [henceforth ‘BN’], a typescript he deposited with the British Academy in 2006
specifically to guide his future obituarists. All quotations, unless otherwise attributed, come from this docu-
ment. It was thus no coincidence that when in 2017 he became the first Hispanist to make a ‘deposit’ in the
‘Caja de Letras’ of the Instituto Cervantes in Madrid, Elliott deposited a watch — the watch he had purchased
at age 16 on his first trip to the continent of Europe — ‘because we historians are both by training and vocation
the guardians of time’. The watch occupies, appropriately, deposit box # 1492: https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=-yj51KQsH_8.



JOHN ELLIOTT 155

was born in 1892 to a Quaker family and went to Sidcot, a Quaker co-educational
boarding school in Somerset. From there he went to Manchester University, where ‘he
acquired a deep love of French; and when he took up a teaching career he specialized in
the teaching of French’. Janet Payne, born in 1902 to a Wesleyan family, went to Girton
College, Cambridge, where she read English and joined the Society of Friends. She, too,
decided to become a teacher and met her future husband at a weekend teaching confer-
ence in Manchester in February 1929. They were married at Jordan’s Meeting House in
Berkshire the following August and moved to Reading, where T.C. Elliott was a house-
master at Leighton Park, another Quaker school. Shortly after John’s birth, his father
became headmaster of his old school, Sidcot, but shortly afterwards he and his wife
converted to Christian Science and he ‘came to the conclusion that he could not in honour
remain the headmaster of the school of a different religious denomination. Therefore, at
the height of the Depression, and with no private resources and two young children to
support, he resigned his headmastership.’ Luckily, his parents ‘learnt of plans to found a
preparatory school for the sons of Christian Scientists. In 1933 my father was asked to
help start the new school, the Trustees of which appointed him as its first headmaster.’
With only five boys in the first year, T.C. Elliott received no salary, just board and lodging
in rather cramped premises; but after some months they all moved to Fan Court, near
Chertsey in Surrey, a handsome, square, late Regency mansion set in sixty acres of lawns
and shrubberies.

John’s schooling began at nearby Virginia Water Junior School, where according to
a school report in Spring 1937, his writing was ‘Good, when he does not go too fast’
(praise that will surprise all who encountered Elliott’s later script); his English was ‘Very
good. He continues to express himself very easily on paper’; and his History was also
“Very good’.® Later that year he became a pupil at Fan Court, which by then had some
sixty-five boarders and day boys between the ages of seven and thirteen. At the end of
each day Elliott’s mother would read the younger children a bedtime story in the sitting
room, while his father would read the stories of Horatio Hornblower or Rider Haggard
to the older boys in his study. One of those boys, Peter Marshall, later an eminent histo-
rian of the British Empire, remembers Fan Court as a ‘very well conducted school’ that

®Elliott’s report card from Virginia Water Junior School, spring 1937, just before he transferred to Fan Court.
For more on that school, see http://www.photoeyes.biz/vwjs.htm. We invite those who doubt the impenetra-
bility of Elliott’s script to consult Hoover Institution Library and Archives: Felix Gilbert Papers [hereafter HI
FGP], Box 61, Elliott to Gilbert, 14 October 1972, holograph. Gilbert’s secretary typed out the whole letter,
presumably because Gilbert could not read it, but left several blanks where she failed to decipher one or more
words. In several cases she misread what she typed. Gilbert — a scholar proficient in Renaissance palacog-
raphy, be it noted — later tried to fill in some blanks in the typed text but he, too, misread some words in the
original. See also the lament about Elliott’s script by Jonathan Brown on page 208 below.
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was ‘a happy and supportive place for young people’, and young John Elliott as ‘already
obviously a very clever but also very urbane young person’.’

Maintaining a school during the Depression presented many challenges. ‘Financial
resources were always limited’, Elliott later recalled, and ‘there was one year when his
father had to pawn his typewriter because they were completely out of cash and credit’.
Then came the Second World War, ‘when the boys would troop down to the large
Victorian cellars during the height of the Blitz’ because the school was only twenty miles
from London. On some nights they could hear the bombs drop and see the flames that
engulfed the capital; and, like the rest of Britain, they endured food rationing and
sometimes went short.®

Elliott became a voracious reader thanks to ‘the resources of the well-stocked library
at Fan Court School’. He recalled poring ‘over the text and illustrations of the capacious
volumes, bound in green, of The romance of the Nation: a stirring pageant of the British
peoples through the ages’, so that in deciding to study history at university he was
‘returning to an early enthusiasm’.” He also acquired other skills. The entries in his diary
for November 1939 recorded that he ‘scored two goals in football’, practised the violin,
and ‘drew a Christmas Card of a Spanish galleon and wrote a short poem about it’ —
perhaps his first encounter with the country he would later study. That month his father
gave him ‘a book called King Solomon s Mines’: a novel for boys set in southern Africa
by H. Rider Haggard. Shortly afterwards ‘I made a map of an unknown world’, probably
inspired by the map drawn in his own blood by the Portuguese explorer ‘José da Silvestra’
reproduced in Haggard’s book — perhaps Elliott’s first encounter with European
exploration.'”

Elliott also developed a ‘consuming interest in current events’, stimulated ‘by being
allowed by my parents to stay up for the nightly news broadcasts’. In 2018, after giving
an invited lecture at Lady Margaret Hall, Oxford, after dinner ‘conversation turned to all
of the diners’ earliest historical memories. Student jaws sagged when our guest paused
thoughtfully, and then said: “Probably it would be Mussolini’s invasion of Abyssinia’’
in 1936."

"Peter Marshall emails to the authors, 11 and 15 May 2022. Further details supplied by Judith Elliott Davis.
$Orest Ranum email to the authors, 28 May 2022.

Elliott, History in the making (New Haven and London, 2012 [hereafter HM]), pp. 2-3.

0Elliott family archives, London [Henceforth EFA], Elliott’s Diary for 1939, entries for 10, 22, 28 and 29
November and 1 December. H. Rider Haggard, King Solomon’s Mines: A novel (London, 1885), dedicated
‘to all the big and little boys who read it’. The map appears on p. 19. Elliott remained interested in football:
when asked in an interview on Radio Barcelona in 1956 to name ‘three things’ he would like to take home to
England with him, he included ‘Kubala and di Stefano to revive England’s decadent football’: EFA ‘Interview
in the programme Agora, Radio Barcelona, 11 March 1956°, English transcript [henceforth ‘Agora’].
Thttps://www.lmh.ox.ac.uk/news/memory-sir-john-elliott—1930-2022.
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Thanks to ‘an extremely good teacher in history, who really awakened my interest in
the past’, and to a local vicar who taught him Greek, at age twelve Elliott took the
scholarship entrance exam for Eton (only eight miles from Fan Court)."? According to
his own modest account:

1 did sufficiently well to scrape into a place near the bottom of the list. Normally this would
not have been sufficient to win me a scholarship, but for the 1943 election there were more
vacant places than usual, in part because of the circumstances created by the war, and [ was
promised a place in College, with the offer of two terms in an Oppidan house until a
College vacancy became available. I therefore moved to Eton, as a boarder at Butterwick’s,
in the autumn of 1943, and transferred to College in the summer of 1944,

He continued:

Eton was a totally new world for me, and life in an Oppidan house, where 1 was
astonished by the life-style and obvious affluence of many of the inmates, came as
something of a culture shock. College, with its greater work ethos, proved to be a more
congenial habitat, and I shall for ever be grateful to a school which gave me a fine liberal
education free of charge.

He also won several prizes at Eton, including his first history prize for ‘a paper on Deneys
Reitz’s No outspan, an account of the Boer War commandos’, and maintained his inter-
est in current affairs, keeping ‘a map of Europe on the wall of my room in College, into
which I would stick pins to mark the progress of the Allied armies’ on both the Eastern
and Western Fronts."

The war also came to Eton. Each Sunday at evensong he listened as the names of
Etonians killed in action were read out, and he ‘lived in an atmosphere of sirens and
shelters’ as first V1 and then V2 rockets came over, some of them exploding quite close
to the school. In July 1944, the alarms went off nine times in a single week, and on one
occasion the boys had to stay in the shelter for ten hours. The ordeal only ended on 8
May 1945, ‘VE Day’, when Elliott travelled to neighbouring ‘Windsor Castle to see the
fireworks and to celebrate’ the defeat of Germany. In an interview published in a Catalan
newspaper seven decades later, Elliott affirmed that the war provided him with important

perspectives on ‘great power rivalry, the strength of tyranny, the struggle for freedom’.'*

12 Colloquium. A journal of historical and social thought, 1 (April, 1964) [hereafter Collogquium], 18-24,
interview by Norman F. Cantor, at 19; EFA, ‘Form of admission of King’s Scholars at Eton College’ in
favour of ‘Johannem Huxtable Elliott’, dated ‘III Non. Mai MDCCCCXLIV”’.

13BN, 5. Reitz did indeed write about his commando experience in Commando. A Boer Journal of the Boer
War (1929), a ripping yarn that included an encounter with Winston Churchill (then a journalist); but No
outspan (1943) was the third volume of Reitz’s autobiography, which narrated his life after 1919. We suspect
Young Elliott wrote his prize-winning essay about Commando.

“Details from Douglas Hurd, Memoirs (London, 2003), pp, 35-6 (all of chap. 2 vividly describes the life
of a King’s Scholar at Eton during and just after World War II); and L’Aven¢; Revista d’historia



158 Richard L. Kagan and Geoffirey Parker

When only sixteen, Elliott wrote and published his first book, Nibble the squirrel, a
story for children composed in collaboration with Julian Slade, a fellow Etonian, who
also provided the illustrations. According to Felipe Fernandez Armesto: ‘John used to
joke that Nibble earned him more money than all his academic books put together.’'s
According to Elliott himself, Nibble ‘sold 10,000 copies. On the strength of the proceeds
I travelled to Switzerland, on my first ever visit to the continent, to stay in Zurich in the
home of one of my early Swiss governesses.” He spent a month there ‘to learn German’.
After he returned to Eton, now able to read French and German literature in the original,
he decided to specialise in modern languages and this ‘gave me a growing interest in
comparative studies, in comparing my English experience with continental experience,
and perhaps it made me think more in continental terms than many schoolboys would at
that particular stage’. His language skills won him a scholarship to Trinity College,
Cambridge, but ‘having won my scholarship, I switched to History for my last nine
months at Eton and enormously enjoyed it.” In addition, ‘In my last year I thought it
might not be a bad idea to know a little Spanish, and so I started to learn it.”’'¢

In between school and university, Elliott became a soldier. Under the terms of the
National Service Act introduced after the Second World War, which affected almost all
British males after they turned 18, he served a year as a lance-corporal in the Royal
Army Service Corps, stationed in England. He seldom spoke about his military career,
which he described as ‘undistinguished and uninteresting’, although he learned to touch-
type with enviable speed and, equally important, ‘how to compose sentences in his head

from having been made to use a typewriter during his National Service’.!”

moderna, 355 (March 2010), 20-9, ‘L’entrevista: John H. Elliott, una visio de fora estant’ [hereafter L 'Aveng],
at 22; ‘Conversa amb John H. Elliott’, Manuscrits. Revista d’historia moderna, 15 (1997), [hereafter
‘Conversa’], 183-98, at 184.

5Felipe Fernandez Armesto, ‘John Huxtable Elliott’, Hispanic-American Historical Review, 111 (2022),
705-8. The papers kept by Elliott’s mother contain a prototype of Nibble: an undated manuscript entitled
‘Isabel the Guinea Pig’ by John Elliott and Julian Slade, with four illustrations by Slade. According to the
entry in the British Library catalogue for Nibble, the author was ‘John Elliott, writer of tales’. Geoffrey
Parker first saw the work in 1969, when the Elliotts invited him, his wife, and his daughter Susie, then almost
four, for afternoon tea. When Susie got bored, Elliott located a copy of Nibble and read part of it to her,
whispering to her proud father with a wink: ‘Elliott’s first book’. For those seeking to complete their set of
Elliott’s publications, in January 2023 copies of Nibble were available on eBay for £32, plus shipping.

1 Colloquium, 19; ‘BN’, 5; https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-yj51KQsH 8 (on learning German in
Switzerland); ABC, 13 July 2015, interview with Elliott by Luis Ventosa (learning Spanish in his last year at
Eton).

17Elliott email to Richard Kagan, 3 July 2000; Alastair Malcolm, interviewed by Philip Carter, 11 April 2022,
at https://blog.royalhistsoc.org/2022/04/11/sir-john-elliott—1930-2022-a-personal-recollection-by-alistair-
malcolm/. Brian Pullan recalled a rare boast by Elliott: ‘Oonah can type, but I can type better’ (letter to the
authors, 18 March 1994)
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Perhaps like Douglas Hurd, another King’s Scholar from Eton who began National
Service in 1948, Elliott found that ‘After Eton there was nothing particularly barbarous
to me about sharing a wooden hut with twenty other conscripts, or about the food
or other physical conditions.” His initiation as a soldier probably resembled that of
Sir Keith Thomas, conscripted two years later:

My first fortnight of basic training was traumatic. Immediately on arrival, we were lined
up to be vaccinated and given four roughly administered injections. The painful swelling
in my arm was as nothing compared with the horrors of the barrack room ... surrounded
by miners, steel-workers and labourers, who had never possessed pyjamas, who when
they spoke of ‘books’ meant the Dandy or the Beano, and whose conversation was an
unbroken stream of obscenity.'®

According to Richard Vinen’s history of National Service, conscripts like John Elliott
and Keith Thomas often became corporals or lance-corporals with clerical duties because
they ‘were too well educated to stay in the ranks but too plebeian, obviously lacking in
martial qualities, or rebellious, to become officers’. Perhaps Elliott appeared to lack
‘martial qualities’ on account of his heritage (his father had been a pacifist in the First
World War). In any case, his military service ended after one year because, in the early
years of the scheme, men who had secured a place at university were released in
September to take it up."?

In 1949, Elliott went up to Cambridge and joined about twenty other freshmen
reading history at Trinity College under the genial guidance of George Kitson Clark, an
expert on Victorian England. ‘Not having been a historian at school’, Elliott wrote, ‘I
found the first-year syllabus, and especially British economic history, tough going’, but
‘every week I had to write an essay of between five and eight pages on some historical
topic, and then meet my tutor for 45 minutes, during which he criticized my argument
and my style. Everyone stressed the importance of writing well.” Elliott ‘was extremely
surprised when I emerged with a first [-class degree] in “Prelims” at the end of the aca-
demic year. From that point on I felt a growing confidence in my capacity to do well.”*

$Hurd, Memoirs, pp. 61-2; Keith Thomas, ‘Two years a squaddie’, https://www.Irb.co.uk/the-
paper/v37/n03/keith-thomas/diary (and attached ‘Letters’ from readers).

YRichard Vinen, National service: a generation in uniform 1945-1963 (revised edition, Harmondsworth,
2015), p. 240. See ibid., chap. 7 on the misery of ‘Basic Training’; and also pp. xxx, 4 and 442 n. 17, on the
early release of conscripts who had already won a university place. Douglas Hurd, who began his National
Service as soon as he left Eton in 1948, was also released in September 1949: Memoirs, p. 68. Patrick
Collinson wrote eloquently in his autobiography about National Service as an NCO at the same time as
Elliott: History of a History Man. Or, the twentieth century viewed from a safe distance (Cambridge, 2007),
pp. 64-8.

20BN’, 5-6; ABC interview 13 July 2015.
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His interest in Spain and its history began by accident shortly afterwards when he
saw ‘an announcement in the undergraduate newspaper, Varsity, that one or two places
were still vacant for a Long Vacation group tour round the Iberian peninsula, in an elderly
and battered truck. So I signed on, and in doing so changed the course of my life.’
Together with a dozen other students, ‘for six weeks in the heat of July and August
[1950] we drove round Spain and Portugal, staying in cheap boarding houses or spend-
ing the night camping out in olive groves, sometimes to find ourselves woken at dawn
by an annoyed peasant farmer who told us to clear off from his land.” Nevertheless,

Like so many others from the North who make contact for the first time with the
civilization of Southern Europe, I was immediately enthralled. Here was a society
which, amidst all the sadness of the post-war period, gave the impression of possessing
an extraordinary basic vitality amid its austerity which had a profound effect on me; and
I felt an immediate desire to pursue my own exploration of these mysteries.

A visit to the Prado Museum in Madrid formed the highlight of the trip.

I was left overwhelmed by the variety and the quality of the collection, and I was
particularly affected by the work of Velazquez, of which I had until then seen very little.
All of his portraits fascinated me; but my attention was particularly attracted to the great
equestrian portrait of the count-duke of Olivares, for reasons that even now I cannot
entirely explain. I stood before a historical figure of outstanding importance who, in the
hands of Velazquez, had acquired extraordinary stature.

Elliott later wondered: ‘Did I feel some deeper attraction in Velazquez’s portrait, which
seemed to incarnate the arrogance of power?’

Perhaps the very sight of the man on horseback, with his general’s baton, his goatee
beard and the upturned ends of his moustache had a certain romantic charm on our first
encounter, because it certainly evoked the world of The Three Musketeers. When 1
learned more about the Count-Duke, perhaps I felt attracted by the contrast between the
sense of power projected by the portrait and the awareness of the failure and defeat in
which his political career would end. We historians are very sensitive to the ironies of
the Past.”!

2 HM, p. 1; Discurso de investidura de Doctor ‘Honoris Causa’: Profesor John H. Elliott (Madrid, 1984)
[hereafter Discurso], pp. 23—4; ‘Biografia politica: el conde-duque de Olivares y su época’, in Isabel Burdiel
and Roy Foster, eds, La historia biogrdfica en Europa. Nuevas perspectivas (Zaragoza, 2015) [Hereafter
‘BP’], pp. 145-62, at p. 148. More than seventy years later, John’s sister Judith (then aged eleven) still
remembered ‘his coming home from his very first visit to Spain’ and how ‘that first encounter hooked him
for life. I remember him talking about the Velazquez portrait of the conde-duque de Olivares, which he saw
for the first time on his first visit to the Museo del Prado, knowing nothing either of the artist or the subject’:
Judith Elliott Davis, speech at the ceremony making Elliott an ‘adopted son’ of the town of Olivares, 2
February 2023. When asked on Radio Barcelona in 1956 to name ‘three things’ he would like to take home
to England with him, ‘The portrait of the Conde Duque de Olivares by Velazquez’ came first (‘Agora’).



JOHN ELLIOTT 161

Sir Raymond Carr, who like Elliott visited Spain for the first time in 1950, observed
that ‘It is difficult these days to remember the way in which the simple act of visiting
Spain’ in the decades after the Civil War was seen as a betrayal by many Britons.?? For
intellectuals sympathetic to the Republic — and (as Carr noted) ‘almost every writer of
significance sympathized with the Republic’ — General Franco’s Spain became a pariah
state to be attacked and criticised, but never visited, and definitely not a suitable terrain
for serious historical research. Consequently its history and culture were scarcely taught
in British universities outside the language faculties, and when Elliott got back to
England he found that ‘even the basic text books on seventeenth-century Europe had
little or nothing to say about the Count-Duke’.?

In his second year of undergraduate studies he had ‘the schizophrenic experience of
being taught medieval history alternately by Steven Runciman and Walter Ullmann’, and
he attended supervisions on Anglo-Saxon England given by Jack Gallagher, whose
specialty was the history of British West Africa. More significantly, one of his supervi-
sors made him read a big new book by Fernand Braudel: La Méditerranée et le monde
méditerranéen a l’époque de Philippe I1. He later recalled that ‘I read it with enthusiasm.
It was a book that opened my eyes to the rich possibilities of studying the past as no
previous historical work had done.” He also attended courses of lectures by Herbert
Butterfield, David Knowles, J.H. Plumb and M.M. Postan, but ‘those that made the
biggest impression’ on him ‘were the lectures given on Friday afternoons and Saturday
mornings by Nikolaus Pevsner which did perhaps more than anything else to open my
eyes to the world of the visual arts’.**

His final year included a ‘Special Subject’, a standard feature of undergraduate
History degrees at all British universities, which required a close reading of about 1,000
pages of printed primary sources. Elliott and Patrick Collinson (another future Regius
Professor) both opted to take ‘Religion and politics of late seventeenth and early
eighteenth-century England’, taught by Norman Sykes, Professor of Ecclesiastical
History. Elliott enjoyed the course because ‘by having to look at texts and constitutional
documents in a Special Subject one was trained in a certain degree of precision, which
came in very useful in the future’. Collinson considered it ‘quite a soft option’ but
admired Elliott as one of ‘the stars in our little firmament’ — and indeed the results of

22 “Testimonio personal: la Espafia que conocié Raymond Carr’ (1986), quoted in Maria Jesus Gonzalez,
Raymond Carr. The curiosity of the fox (Eastbourne, 2013), p. 128. Carr’s impressions of Spain in 1950
matched those of Elliott — both, for example, were dumbstruck by the ‘revelation of supreme painting’ in the
Prado (ibid., p. 124).

B Raymond Carr, ed., The Republic and the Civil War in Spain (London, 1971), p. 125; Discurso, pp. 23—4
24BN, 6; Elliott, ‘El Franco Condado de Lucien Febvre’, in Doris Moreno and Manuel Pefia Diaz, eds,
Didlogos con la Historia: Ricardo Garcia Carcel y el oficio de historiador (Madrid, 2019) [hereafter ‘Franco
Condado’], pp. 22-26, at p. 22.
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Part II of the Cambridge History Tripos in 1952, showed that ‘Elliott, J.H., Trin.’
graduated with a starred first-class degree (‘Collinson, P., Pemb.’ graduated with a first-
class degree, and so did ‘Hurd, D.R., Trin.” and ‘Wrigley, E.A., Pet.,” a future President
of the British Academy).*

Elliott originally considered a career in the diplomatic service (‘as an early teenager
I even kept a chart of ambassadorial moves and appointments as they appeared in
The Times’), but once at Cambridge he ‘increasingly felt the lure of an academic life as
a professional historian’; and his first-class degree made him eligible for a three-year
state scholarship to undertake postgraduate study.® ‘For a moment I toyed with the
thought of research into eighteenth-century English political history, which I had found
attractive as an undergraduate’, no doubt inspired by Sir Lewis Namier’s meticulous
studies of the interlock between local and national politics, as well as by Norman Sykes’s
Special Subject; but ‘once again I felt the lure of Spain and second thoughts
prevailed’.”’

Elliott chose well, because ‘Here was a country with rich archives and an
underdeveloped historiography. In effect, there were opportunities here to make a mark
... The field was wide open, as it would not have been if | had chosen instead to research
on Stuart England.” Raymond Carr reached the same conclusion at exactly the same
time: although he ‘later wondered whether he might have done better to focus on a
country that was more “relevant” to a European context, such as Germany’, he realised
that studying Spain instead had ‘placed him in the privileged position of being a “big fish
in a small pond™”.?®

ZElliott, ‘Making history: the changing place of the profession in Britain’ (an interview at Oriel College on
7 March 2008 [hereafter ‘MH’]), 2; Collinson, History, p. 75 (part of Collinson’s detailed account of the
undergraduate experiences of the cohort to which he and Elliott belonged: ibid., pp. 74-6); Cambridge
University Reporter, no. 3800 (14 June 1952), 1454. In ‘BN’, 6, Elliott recalled that in preparation for his
final exams, at the suggestion of his supervisor Michael Vyvyan, he read ‘the works of Friedrich Meinecke,
none of which, I think, had at that stage been translated into English’: that, no doubt, added distinction to his
Tripos papers.

26 ‘BN, 6—7. Christ Church Library, Oxford [henceforth CC] SOC/Dacre/1/2/33, Lady Patricia Gore-Booth
to Hugh Trevor-Roper, 23 February 1989, recalled that her husband, Baron Paul Gore-Booth, Permanent
Under-Secretary of the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, had ‘tried to help John when at one time he
thought of joining the Foreign Service’. The Gore-Booths sent both their sons to Fan Court School and thus
knew Elliott’s parents well.

2THM, p. 4. Elliott himself acknowledged his debt to Namier in ‘Conversa’, 196, and also to Ronald Syme,
a distinguished historian of the late Roman Republic (HM, pp. 1014, and ‘BP’, p. 156).

BElliott ‘La trayectoria de un hispanista’, in José Manuel Bernardo Ares, ed., EI Hispanismo anglonorteam-
ericano. Aportaciones, problemas y perspectivas sobre historia, arte y literatura espaniolas (siglos XVI-
XVIII) 2 vols (Cordoba, 1997), pp. 12140 [hereafter ‘La trayectoria’], at p. 137; Gonzalez, Raymond Carr,
p- 143, quoting her interview with Carr in 2004. Elliott later noted another contrast: ‘I think intellectuals,
scholars, enjoy more prestige in Spain than in England — with the sole exception of those who gain a transient
celebrity on television’: interview published in 4ABC, 13 July 2015.
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Nevertheless as Sir Keith Thomas, Elliott’s friend and colleague for sixty years,
observed, ‘There was always something incongruous about John’s interest in Spain’.

It is not hard to see why a dashing Oxford figure like Raymond Carr, well-known for his
colourful life-style and enthusiasm for fox-hunting, nightclubs, cigarettes, whisky,
women and jazz, should, after dabbling in the Swedish past, have been attracted to the
altogether more exotic history of Spain. But it is harder to explain why John, this gentle
Cambridge scholar, Protestant, teetotal and peace-loving, should have wanted to devote
his life to the history of this Catholic, wine-drinking, bull-fighting, Fascist and sometimes
violent country and its American satellites.?

Elliott himself offered three reasons for his decision:

I had some talent for foreign languages; a foreign topic seemed to offer more exciting
opportunities, both for travel and for discovery, than a subject chosen from the history
of my own country; and already, in the early 1950s, it was borne in on me that, if I
wanted to have an academic career, there was standing-room only in British history.*

He therefore consulted Herbert Butterfield about ‘the possibilities of research into
the history of seventeenth-century Spain, with my focus on Olivares and his times’, even
though Butterfield was ‘not a Hispanist and had no idea about the subject I had chosen
for my thesis. That, in part, was why I chose him: I did not want someone who would tie
me down.’ Butterfield was nevertheless a natural choice. Elliott considered him ‘perhaps
the most interesting modern historian in Cambridge at the time’; he was also then a
Methodist lay preacher; and he had recently published George III, Lord North and the
People, 1779-1780 (London, 1949), a study of a king and his chief minister as they
faced a major rebellion on the periphery of an empire under stress. He found Butterfield
‘an excellent intuitive research supervisor, who, while having no specialist information
to offer, could anticipate the problems that a research student was likely to meet, and
give valuable general guidance and support.”!

¥ Remarks by Sir Keith Thomas at the Memorial Service for John Elliott in Oxford, 10 June 2022. You can
hear them at: https://www.history.ox.ac.uk/article/sir-john-elliott—23-june—1930—10-march-2022. Thomas
had made much the same point in his review of History in the making: ‘The empires of Elliott’, The New York
Times Review of Books, 21 February 2013.

OHM, p. 4.

31<Conversa’, 185-6 (revealing that he thought ‘that Butterfield could not read Spanish’); ‘BN’, 8; Elliott, ‘In
Search of 1640°, Revista Internacional de Catalanistica = Journal of Catalan Studies, 4 (2001) http://
anglo-catalan.org/oldjocs/4/articles/elliott2/index.html [henceforth ‘In Search of 1640’]. In an interview in
1963, Elliott praised Butterfield’s ‘intuition and insight’ as a research supervisor and especially his ‘genius
for always being one jump ahead, and for being able to warn me of the kind of problems that were likely to
face me next’: Collogquium, 23. Geoffrey Elton, ‘Herbert Butterfield and the study of history’, The historical
journal, 27 (1984), 72944, at 730, noted (with a measure of disapproval) Butterfield’s ‘dread of becoming
the master of a school and his honourable refusal to impose himself even on students who needed firmer
direction’.
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In retrospect, Elliott felt that his strong attraction to the study of Spain in the 17th
century in part reflected his awareness ‘as an Englishman living in the aftermath of the
Second World War’ that:

The collective predicament of the last great imperial generation of Spaniards after the
triumphs of the sixteenth century was not entirely dissimilar to the collective predica-
ment of my own generation after the triumphs of the nineteenth and early twentieth. At
least this may have given me a certain sympathy across the centuries with the aspirations
and dilemmas of men who, as heirs to a glorious historical legacy, were seeking for
national renewal in the midst of perceived decline.

Moreover Elliott lived ‘in post-war Britain, a period just at the end of the Attlee
government [1945-51], in a society which had gone through a great stage of central
planning. I think we had all been fascinated by the degree of government intervention,
the attempts at government control, and also — what was becoming clear at that same
time — the limits of the effectiveness of central planning. That was very much at the back
of my mind” as he started to study Olivares and his times.*

Since Elliott at this point had only a ‘rudimentary knowledge of Spanish’, after
graduation he took a summer language course in Santiago de Compostela. ‘It was not a
great success from the educational point of view’, he later recalled, because the course
‘was full of English, North American and Chinese students who had no wish to learn’
and so ‘I ended up speaking a Spanish that no-one else could understand.” Nevertheless,
‘the time spent in this most beautiful of cities confirmed me in my belief that studying
the history of Spain and Spanish civilization was what appealed most of all.’*

He spent his first year as a research student struggling to master early modern
palaeography (‘I went and found an expert in calligraphy in Cambridge, who was able to
teach me a little bit about Spanish handwriting in the sixteenth and seventeenth centu-
ries’) and using this knowledge to decipher some of the 17th-century Spanish documents
preserved in the British Museum Library. He later regretted that ‘graduate training at
Cambridge was very amateur. There were no seminars for doctoral students. They
expected everyone to figure it out on their own.” So he read widely on the history of
Spain and its empire, including the 1912 study by Braudel’s mentor, Lucien Febvre:
Philippe II et la Franche Comté. Etude d’histoire politique, religieuse et sociale, a
detailed study of ‘an exposed and isolated outpost of the Spanish Monarchy’ in the sec-
ond half of the 16th century. At first ‘I had my doubts’ about whether ‘such a small area
could merit so many years of research and more than 700 pages’, especially since it
seemed to have escaped critical attention in Britain; ‘but as soon I started to read it, I was

32Elliott, Spain and its world 1500—1700. Selected essays (New Haven and London, 1989), p. ix; Address to
the Society for Spanish and Portuguese Studies Annual Meeting in Toronto in 1995: SSPHS Bulletin, 20/2
(1995), 5-11, at 7. See also Elliott’s similar thoughts in HM, p. 11; and in Elliott, ‘La trayectoria’, p. 132.

3 L’Aveng, 23; ABC interview 13 July 2015; HM, p. 4.
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captivated.” Here was ‘total history’ like Braudel’s Meditérranée, but on a more realistic
scale, and with politics and personalities included:

All the great issues of the day were present, but viewed through the lens of Franche-
Comté, with its family rivalries and factional struggles ... When my own research led
me, unexpectedly but inexorably, to the study of the Catalan revolt of 1640, I realized
that Lucien Febvre had provided me with the perfect model of what I wanted to do.
Catalunya became for me another Franche-Comté.**

Elliott also visited Josep M. Batista i Roca, a Catalan historian living in exile in
Cambridge, who ‘was very encouraging about my research proposal, and made various
good suggestions for preliminary reading. He never tried to push me in a particular
direction, but made it clear that, if I were to concentrate on Olivares’s plans for the
reorganization of the Monarquia, 1 would have to pay some attention to how he
attempted to introduce those plans in Catalunya.” However, ‘at that time the history of
Catalonia did not interest me. [ was far more interested in ... the aims of the dominant
elite in Madrid.” The working title of his thesis became ‘Olivares’s policy of
centralisation’.*

The only cloud on his horizon was a letter from Fernand Braudel. Although Elliott
had admired La Méditerranée, he evidently failed to grasp the significance of a review
article by Braudel, published in 1947, that belittled biographies in general and biographies
of Olivares in particular:

I confess that if I ever wanted to study the count-duke of Olivares, I would recoil before
the enormity of the task. Can one evaluate the man without following his labours day-
by-day for more than twenty years, when he was the master of Spain’s empire, furiously
reading, writing and issuing orders either to thwart or exploit developments? And after
all that, what would you know of the man himself?*

These views had not changed five years later, when Elliott wrote to seek Braudel’s
blessing for his thesis topic. The reply was glacial: ‘The count-duke’s policies were
sufficiently well known and studied’, so that the ‘general conclusions can be guessed in
advance’. Elliott should instead ‘plunge into the massive fiscal documentation in the

3#“MH’, p. 10 (on the ‘expert in calligraphy’); Josep Fradera, ‘Conversa: John H. Elliott’, L’Aveng¢, 123
(February 1989), 56-65, at 57 [henceforth ‘Fradera’]; ‘El Franco Condado’, 25-6 (on Febvre).

3 Elliott, ‘In search of 1640’ (a touching portrait of Batista); Solemne investidura de Doctor Honoris Causa
al Professor Sir John Elliott (Barcelona, 1994) [hereafter Solemne investidural, p. 25.

%Fernand Braudel, ‘En Espagne au temps de Richelieu et d’Olivares’, Annales: économies, sociétés,
civilisations, 2 (1947), 354-8, at 357 (a review of Auguste Leman, Richelieu et Olivarés : Leurs négociations
secretes de 1636 a 1642 pour le rétablissement de la paix; a German edition of Gregorio Maraion,
El conde-duque de Olivares. La pasion de mandar; and Alfred van der Essen, Le cardinal-infant et la
politique européenne de I’Espagne, 1609-1641 — a book that Braudel comprehensively trashed, despite the
fact that ‘no review copy was sent to the Annales’: 357 n. 1.) Elliott admitted that when he eventually read
the criticisms in Braudel’s review article, ‘me hicieron sentir escalofrios’: ‘BP’, p. 152.
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archive of Simancas’. The letter ‘came as something of a shock’, Elliott admitted; but ‘in
spite of Braudel’s admonition, my instinct told me to persevere.’¥’

In August 1953, Elliott set forth for Barcelona where (at the urging of Batista i Roca)
he introduced himself to several Catalan historians, including Professor Jaume Vicens
Vives, who was working on late medieval Catalonia while trying to incorporate the latest
foreign research into the study of Spanish history. He also asked the Director of the
Archivo de la Corona de Aragéon whether he ‘would find there the consultas [memo-
randa] of the council of Aragon between 1621 and 1640’.3® From Barcelona, Elliott
travelled to the castle of Simancas, five miles from Valladolid, to consult the archives of
the central government of the Habsburg Monarchy; but he soon became frustrated
because the dossiers he consulted contained no trace of Olivares’s plans for domestic
reform and ‘centralization’.

‘I must confess’, Elliott wrote thirty years later,

Those weeks of fruitless research in 1953 were among the most desolate of my life. And
when I found out by chance, during these very weeks, that the personal archive of the
count-duke had been destroyed by a fire in the palace of the dukes of Alba in the late
eighteenth century, my sense of desolation was complete. The worst fate that awaits a
research student had befallen me: I had lost my topic.*

Realising that ‘I could not return to England with nothing to show for two months’
research, and with no chance of writing a thesis on my chosen subject’, Elliott

Had to do some quick rethinking. If I wanted on go on studying Olivares’ period in
power, I would have to approach it from another direction. The two great incidents of
Olivares’ tenure of office were the revolt of Portugal and the revolt of Catalonia. Both of
those revolutions took place in 1640. It seemed to me possible by studying one of those
revolutions to find out something about Olivares’ policies as seen from the area in which
they were put into effect, and about the kinds of reaction those policies produced.

But where should he start: Catalonia or Portugal?*°

Thanks to his previous visit to Barcelona, he knew that the consultas of the council
of Aragon survived there almost intact, and he had already met Vicens Vives and some
other Catalan historians. He therefore decided ‘to go east. Since the basic documentation

37“BN”, 9; and HM, p. 12, quoting Braudel’s letter to Elliott dated 10 December 1952.

3 https://www.culturaydeporte.gob.es/archivos-aca/en/exposiciones-virtuales/elliott.html, image 1, Elliott to
Director Ernesto Martinez Fernando, 24 March 1953.

% Discurso, pp. 25-6. https://www.culturaydeporte.gob.es/cultura/mc/bellasartes/conocemas/galeria-ima-
genes/archivos/historicas/ags.html, image 13, shows Elliott at work in the search room of Simancas as his
hopes faded in the summer of 1953.

4O HM, pp. 12—13; Elliott, ‘El Imperio Espafiol y mi trayectoria historiografica’, in David Garcia Hernan, ed.,
La historia sin complejos. La nueva vision del Imperio Espariol (estudios en honor de John H. Elliott)
(Madrid, 2010 [hereafter ‘IE’]), pp. 35871, at p. 360; Colloquium, 20. See also ‘Fradera’, p. 58.
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on the origins of the Portuguese revolt has still not come to light, and possibly no longer
exists, this decision proved to be my salvation.”*! The fact that Elliott knew not a word of
Catalan did not deter him. He placed an advertisement in a Barcelona newspaper that read
“Young Englishman, working in the archives, seeks a room in a Catalan household near the
city centre and wants to learn Catalan’ — a bold statement, given the hostile attitude of
Franco’s government towards the Catalan language. He received dozens of replies, most of
them from ‘elderly widows with ever more elderly mothers, living up six flights of dirty
stairs, in dark rooms’. In the end he took an “unpretentious but adequately pleasant room’
in the apartment of a local lawyer in the Eixample, informing his parents that ‘as they are
Catalan, I hope to become acquainted with that hideous language’. He did not try very
hard. In late February 1954 he felt ‘rather ashamed at not having learned Catalan yet” and
resolved that ‘starting today, [ will make a sustained effort to speak it.” In May, just before
he left Barcelona, he managed to give a lecture about his research in Catalan (albeit using
a text translated by a colleague) and ‘was even dreaming in Catalan’.*?

In December 1953 he explained his research project at a meeting with Vicens Vives,
who also admired the work of Febvre and the Annales school, and now took Elliott under
his wing. At the outset, Vicens pointed out that ‘another historian was working on the
revolutionary years of the Catalan revolt’, namely Father Josep Sanabre, and so ‘it made
no sense for me to try to reconstruct the events of those revolutionary years to which
Sanabre had already devoted so much time.” Vicens Vives urged Elliott to concentrate
instead ‘on the origins of the revolt, and to stop in 1640 or early 1641°.* He also invited
Elliott to attend the weekly meetings he hosted at his home for his students and junior
colleagues, including Joan Regla, Jordi Nadal and Emili Giralt. They and other young
Catalan historians were

Going back like myself to the archives and discovering that many of the documents they
found simply didn’t produce conclusions that were in any way in conformity with what
they had read in traditional textbooks. So that in the 1950s a revisionist movement was
already beginning in Catalan historiography, and I came at the just the right moment.*

4 HM, p. 16; Discurso, p. 26

“EFA Elliott to his parents, 3 October 1953, and 28 February, 7 March and 23 May 1954; HM, p. 18.
L’Aveng, 24, reproduced the advertisement in La Vanguardia, dated 29 September 1953, placed by a ‘Joven
inglés, trabajando archivos’. On Elliott’s personal experience of official hostility towards Catalan in this
time, see Solemne investidura, pp. 27-8.

$ La Commemoracio de 1’Onze de Setembre a Barcelona (Barcelona, 1994), pp. 63-71, ‘Reflexions d’un
angles sobre Catalunya i Europa al segle XVII’ [Hereafter L], at p. 64. In 1956, Sanabre published La
accion de Francia en Cataluiia en la pugna por la hegemonia de Europe, 1640—1659, a 747-page monograph
based on extensive research in Spain, France and Italy. In the Preface to Revolt in 1963, Elliott thanked
Sanabre, ‘the constant partner of my incursions into the Catalonia of the seventeenth century’ (p. xiii); but in
an interview in 2010 he felt that ending Revolt in 1641 simply because of Sanabre’s work ‘potser va ser un
error, perd una persona no pot fer-ho tot’ (L 'Aveng, 26).

4 Colloquium, 22.
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Elliott would learn much at those weekly meetings, which often lasted for three
hours — though not at first because ‘they take place in Catalan, which I still find hard to
understand’. The seminar ‘ranged widely over Catalan history, with some discussion of
contemporary political events, and one or two of us expounded on what we were finding
in the archives’; but Vicens Vives remained the ‘animating figure at the centre of these
discussions, provoking us with his impulsive remarks to think for ourselves’, and he
‘exercised a greater influence on me than any other living historian’.

I think I was impressed above all by his vigour, his sheer historical intelligence, and the
intensity of his commitment to history as a serious intellectual enterprise ... His mission,
as he saw it, was to demythologize the history of Catalonia, and indeed of Spain, and put
in its place a history which combined intense archival work with the approaches and the
insights of the most up-to-date historical scholarship.

In 2001 Elliott ranked Vicens Vives as ‘the most important Spanish historian of the
twentieth century’.*

Elliott did not confine his research to Barcelona. He also travelled ‘around Catalonia
in search of local archives, both municipal and ecclesiastical — a very difficult feat, given
the general poverty and the lack of catalogues. Everything depended on the archivists,
most of them helpful, but all working other jobs. The archives were open short hours —
but travelling by bus from one place to another allowed me to get to know the country
better.”*® By May 1954 he felt he had assembled enough material for a thesis, and he
returned to England to write up his findings. Thanks to the skills he had learned in the
army, ‘for six weeks I battered out on my typewriter nearly a thousand pages on “Castile
and Catalonia 1621-40 and submitted them for a Prize Fellowship at Trinity College.
He succeeded, which guaranteed him research funding for four more years.

Elliott’s first action was to condense his prize essay into a PhD thesis of 60,000
words, entitled ‘Castile and Catalonia during the Ministry of the Conde Duque de
Olivares’. He did this

4SEFA Elliott to his parents, 5 December 1953; Solemne investidura, pp. 29 and 25; Elliott’s ‘Foreword’ to a
2001 reprint of Imperial Spain. In an interview in December 1963, Elliott added that Vicens Vives ‘was even
more impressive as a person than as a historian... I learned a lot from just seeing him in action’ (Colloguium,
23). Elliott rarely bestowed unqualified praise, however, and in 1987 he expressed some reservations. Vicens
‘tenia, naturalment, les seves faltes’: he was sometimes too impatient, too rapid in his judgements, too icon-
oclastic, and so on: LC, 66. Raymond Carr also held Vices Vives in the highest esteem and ‘regarded him as
his master’: Gonzalez, Raymond Carr, p, 141. See also the eulogy of Stanley Payne, ‘Jaime Vicens Vives and
the writing of Spanish history’, Journal of Modern History, 34 (1962), 119-34, and the biography of Josep
Maria Munoz Lloret, Jaume Vicens i Vives (1910-1960). Una biografia intel*lectual (Barcelona, 1997).

4 [’Aveng, 24. At this time he grew a moustache in the style of Ronald Colman in ‘The prisoner of Zenda’:
it appears in HM, plate 3, a photograph with his hosts in Barcelona, the Coderch family. See also Figure 2.
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Very much against the advice of Butterfield, who had no use for Ph.D.’s. It seemed to
me, though, that a doctoral title might be useful for someone travelling on the continent
and working on continental history, and I was duly awarded my doctorate after the thesis
was examined by Sir George Clark and Jean Lindsay. The thesis also won me the Prince
Consort Prize and Seeley Medal.’

In August 1955 the newly minted Dr Elliott set forth for Spain again. This time he
stopped off in Paris to consult Braudel in person, but as before he ‘was very much
against my subject and wanted me to concentrate on the financial history of the period.’
Nevertheless Elliott emerged from his audience impressed by Braudel’s ‘vision of total
history, however difficult to achieve, and the need to combine political, social, econ-
omic, cultural history, if possible, in one whole. And I think this was terribly important
in my intellectual formation.” He had only one reservation: ‘I could never accept the
determinism that one finds even in Braudel (perhaps because of the influence of
Butterfield I was always impressed by the role of personality and contingency in the
development of historical events).” In addition, ‘I was very aware of the interactions,
imitations and parallel developments’ elsewhere in early modern Europe ‘resulting from
what in many respects were similar social and economic backgrounds’.*

Armed with these insights, Elliott returned to Simancas. ‘Since my last stay’, he
found, ‘they have built a special “Residencia” there for historians.’

It’s very modern and very comfortable but also very isolated, with no means of
communication with the outside world. Since for most of the time I was the only resi-
dent, 1 felt rather like Robinson Crusoe on an island with every mod. con. It seems
extraordinary that, at the very height of the summer vacations, there should be no more
than 2 or 3 historians (apart from the usual collection of monks and priests) in one of the
world’s greatest archives. Even the Braudel boys are missing this year.*’

This situation changed when an eminent ‘Braudel boy’ arrived at Simancas and also
stayed at the Residencia: Henri Lapéyre, who had recently published two ambitious
studies of Spanish trade and public finance in the age of Philip II, directed by Braudel.
He was pleased that Elliott had already purchased one of those books, and perhaps it was

YTHM, p. 21; ‘BN’, 10.

4 Elliott mentioned his visit to touch the hem of Braudel’s robe in Paris in 1955 in both ‘MH’, 3-4, and HM,
pp. 21-3; but in ‘IE’, 360, he claimed he visited Braudel in Paris on his way to Spain in 1953. The later date
seems more plausible.

4 Cambridge University Library GBR/0012/Ms Butterfield [hereafter CUL MB] E14, Elliott to Butterfield,
Cervera, 22 October 1955. Elliott gave more information — equally disparaging — about ‘the usual collection
of monks’ in a 2010 interview: ‘dues o tres monges, que feien petites biographies sobre les reines d’Espanya
i coses aixi’ (L 'Aveng, 25). He provided a fuller description of his ‘Robinson Cruso [sic] existence’ and the
“fairly good quality but incredibly monotonous’ meals at the Residencia in a letter to Hugh Trevor-Roper
dated 28 June 1956: CC SOC/Dacre/1/2/2.
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Lapeyre who persuaded him to follow Braudel’s advice and immerse himself in the fis-
cal records of the Spanish central government because he now ‘took the trouble to read
through the consultas of the Consejo de Hacienda for the first forty years of the seven-
teenth century’ until (he boasted to Butterfield) ‘I think I know more about the finances
of the Spanish Monarchy in Philip III’s reign than anyone else.” He planned ‘to write it

up as an article for the “Annales” and, as it were, out-Braudelise the Braudelistes at their
own game’.*

Elliott changed his plan after he noticed that the older Spanish historian sitting at an
adjacent desk opposite in the search room at Simancas (Figure 2) was examining
documents from exactly the same series. It was Antonio Dominguez Ortiz, who ‘was

generous in placing at my disposal the information he had amassed during many years

Figure 2. John Elliott working at his desk in the Sala de los Investigadores, Archivo General de Simancas,
1954. Elliott considered it ‘a rather good photo’ and sent a copy home: ‘Here you see J.H.E., already the dis-
tinguished historian, in what he considers a very natural pose. The pile of documents impressive too.” Sixty
years later, when the archivists of Simancas showed the same photo to Geoffrey Parker, Elliott’s assessment
had changed: “Wow! Oonah had a look, and disowned me’ (EFA, Elliott to his parents, 8 May 1954; Elliott
email to Parker, 18 May 2016). Photo: courtesy of the Archivo General de Simancas.

S9Elliott, ‘La trayectoria’, p. 1235 CUL MB E14, Elliott to Butterfield, 22 October 1955; ‘Conversa’, 190.
Lapeyre had published Simon Ruiz et les asientos de Philippe II (Paris, 1953) and Une famille des marchands:
les Ruiz. Contribution a I’étude du commerce entre la France et I’Espagne au temps de Philippe II (Paris,
1955), and was working on La géographie de |I’Espagne morisque (Paris, 1959). On his career, see Luis
Miguel Enciso Recio, Henri Lapéyre y la historia de Espaiia (Valladolid, 1984), pp. 11-12.
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of research in Spanish archives’ (later published as Politica y hacienda de Felipe IV). In
addition, ‘over our unappetizing lunches and dinners in the Residencia’, Elliott learned
much from Dominguez Ortiz ‘not only about the history of his country, but also about its
current problems, and the difficulties that faced Spanish scholars, most of whom had
neither the resources nor the opportunities for serious research, and were too busy trying
to earn a living by teaching and writing to find time to settle down to work in the
archives.’!

After five weeks at Simancas, Elliott went to Madrid ‘but I find it almost impossible
to work there. Everything’s hopelessly uncatalogued and the archivists ... regard the
historian as a most suspicious creature who is best kept well away from the documents.’
He also felt “very much on my own in Madrid, living in a pension while I worked in the
archives, and scarcely anybody knew me’. Therefore, ‘despairing of finding much there’,
he departed for Catalonia; but instead of going straight to Barcelona, as he originally
planned, he decided to ‘drop in at Lerida [Lleida] on the off chance that it might have a
municipal archive. It did too, and really rather a good one.’ This led Elliott to make an
important discovery about his subject:

The Catalans who have written about the revolution [of 1640] mostly come from
Barcelona and so write about it from a Barcelona standpoint. It’s very interesting indeed
to see events from the viewpoint of a provincial town with an intense life of its own like
Lerida, as reflected in the letters of its citizens who happened to be in Barcelona on
business.

Henow devised anew research strategy: ‘While in Lerida, [ went one Sunday sight-seeing
to Cervera, which is fairly close. As always, I asked if there is a municipal archive and,
on learning that there was, managed to get in.” This time he found ‘three vast rooms’
filled with documents that had been carefully collected and catalogued by ‘a little
wizened old man’ who ‘handed over the keys to me’. He took copious notes on what he
found. Elliott also hired a bicycle in order to visit the various places mentioned in his
documents, such as the castles of the predatory barons who sought jurisdiction over
Cervera, so that ‘I hope by the time I return to England to have a really good first-hand
knowledge of the country I'm trying to describe.” Seeing for himself the places about
which he wrote became another hallmark of Elliott’s historical methodology.*

SUHM, pp. 21-3. Don Antonio (born in 1909) also described the shock he experienced on discovering that he
and the young English historian at the adjacent desk in the search room were consulting the same documents:
Dominguez Ortiz, ‘Prologo’, in Richard L. Kagan and Geoffrey Parker, eds, Esparia, Europa y el mundo
hispanico: homenaje a John H. Elliott (Madrid, 2001), p. 1. Dominguez Ortiz was also a close collaborator
of Vicens Vives: see Peter Bakewell (one of Elliott’s doctoral advisees), ‘An interview with Antonio
Dominguez Ortiz’, Hispanic-American Historical Review, 65 (1985),189-202, at 193—4.

S2¢Conversa’, 187; CUL MB E14, Elliott to Butterfield, 22 October 1955.
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Elliott concluded a long letter to Butterfield from Barcelona in October 1955 by
casually stating that an article he had published in a local journal ‘has caused a sensa-
tion’. He alluded to his first publication since Nibble the squirrel: ‘The Catalan Revolution
of 1640: some suggestions for a historical revision’, which had just appeared in a new
journal, Estudios de Historia Moderna. Its editor, Vicens Vives, predicted that ‘your
contribution to the events of 1640 will cause a sensation when it is published’ and there-
fore commissioned a Spanish translation of the text. In the event, Vicens decided ‘that
my article should be left in the decent obscurity of the English language, although it
remains unclear whether he was more concerned about government censorship or about
the reactions my piece might provoke inside Catalonia itself.’.%*

Both possibilities are plausible because the title of the article was deceptive: Elliott
did not merely offer ‘suggestions’ but rather an entirely new agenda for the study of the
revolt of the Catalans — one that placed it in a European context, drawing parallels with
contemporaneous revolts elsewhere. His article also deprecated both the nationalist and
the separatist views then favoured by most Spanish historians: the revolt of the Catalans,
he argued, was far more than ‘a romantic drama of conscious villainy foiled by the noble
patriots’.>* Almost simultaneously another article by Elliott, entitled ‘The king and the
Catalans, 1621-1640’ and making a similar argument, appeared in The Cambridge
Historical Journal. The same volume included articles by Walter Ullmann, who had
taught Elliott as an undergraduate; Herbert Butterfield, his doctoral adviser; and Sir
George Clark, who had examined his thesis. To appear in such company was no mean
achievement for a historian aged twenty-four.>

By the time the two articles appeared, Elliott had decided to extend his research on
Catalonia ‘backwards towards 1600’ because ‘1621 was too late a date to start a study of
the origins of the 1640 revolution’.

The unfortunate Olivares was handed a problem already so difficult and complicated
that it would have needed the very highest political skill (and also a continuation of
Philip I1I’s policy of peace with foreign powers) to cope with it satisfactorily. The history

S3Elliott, ‘The Catalan Revolution of 1640. Some suggestions for a historical revision’, Estudios de historia
moderna, 4 (1954), 275-300; J. Clara, P. Cornella, F. Marina and A. Simon, eds, Epistolari de Jaume Vicens
Vives, 2 (Girona, 1998), pp. 172-3, Vicens Vives to Elliott, September 1954 (we thank Xavier Gil for this
reference); HM, p. 44. In ‘Conversa’, 189, Elliott revealed that he had protested about the apparent censor-
ship ‘to someone in the Spanish embassy in London. They made enquiries and told me that there had been
no censorship by the Spanish authorities. I therefore concluded that Vicens himself decided’ not to publish in
Spanish.

S*Fernandez Albaladejo and Pardos Martinez attested to the dramatic impact of Elliott’s ‘suggestions’ on
Catalan historiography in their ‘Postfacio’ to the 2013 edition of Elliott, La rebelion, pp. 614—15.

SSElliott, ‘The king and the Catalans, 1621-1640°, The Cambridge Historical Journal, 11 (1955), 253-71.
The list of contributors at p. 359 also included J. P. T. Bury, Geoffrey Elton, A. H. M. Jones, John Kenyon
and Victor Kiernan.
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of those years [1600-21] is extremely complicated because there are so many strands to
follow, and I’'m wondering how I’'m going to turn it into an artistic whole.

In February 1956 he tried out his ideas in ‘a talk, based on a few notes, to a group of
historians’ in Barcelona. He argued that three developments — ‘the rapidly increasing
Castilianization of the Spanish Empire’; ‘a very serious economic and commercial crisis
in Catalonia and Castile’; and ‘a strong growth of brigandage’ — between them led to ‘an
almost total collapse of government of Catalonia’.

So when Philip IV comes to the throne, Catalonia is already in a state of acute neurosis
about Castile’s intentions, with everyone aggrieved and a kind of defensive nationalism
rampant. And this is the moment when Olivares (driven by Castile’s economic troubles)
is compelled to choose to formulate his plans for a ‘union’ of the provinces of Spain,
which must involve at least a reduction of Catalonia’s liberties and exemptions. In these
circumstances, it’s hard to see how a clash could have been avoided.>

Readers familiar with The revolt of the Catalans will immediately recognise here the
outlines of the book.

At the same time, Elliott had one of those ‘sudden moments of intense surprise and
pleasure’ that lucky researchers experience once or twice in their lives. While working
in the Barcelona University Library he came across a detailed diary that covered the
years 1627—-1630. He eventually identified its author as Jeroni Pujades, a regional lawyer
and chronicler, and this led him to discover three more volumes of the diary in another
library. ‘That’s sensational, Elliott: absolutely sensational’, Vicens Vives exclaimed
when he heard of the find, and it would later inspire the reunion of the four surviving
volumes of the diary and their publication.”” Elliott also located in the Archivo de la
Corona de Aragon ninety-two boxes of papers left by the count of Santa Coloma, the
viceroy murdered as he tried to escape the rebels in 1640, including his letters from and
to Olivares on the growing crisis in Catalonia.*®

In spring 1956 Elliott left Barcelona, and once again had ‘a fascinating time travelling
around Catalonia’. He informed Butterfield that:

*CUL MB E15, Elliott to Butterfield, Barcelona, 29 February 1956.

S7Solemne investidura, 28; Josep Maria Casas Homs, ed., Dietari de Jeroni Pujades, 4 vols (Barcelona,
1975-6). For the value of this source, see James S. Amelang, ‘The mental world of Jeroni Pujades’, in
Richard L. Kagan and Geoffrey Parker, eds, Spain, Europe and the Atlantic world: essays in honour of John
H. Elliott (Cambridge, 1995), pp. 211-26. EFA Elliott to his parents, 3 and 11 February 1956, exulted over
his new find.

8 Archivo de la Corona de Aragon, Generalitat: Correspondencia del virrey Conde de Santa Coloma. The
series is now digitized and available online: http://pares.mcu.es/ParesBusquedas20/catalogo/description/
1502975. Those interested can track Elliott’s progress in the archive in 1954, 1955, and 1956 through the lists
of documents ordered and delivered to his desk each day, duly recorded by the archive staff: https://www.
culturaydeporte.gob.es/archivos-aca/en/exposiciones-virtuales/elliott.html, images 6, 7 and 8 (a terrifying
reminder that archivists know and remember everything about you).
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By the time I have finished I shall have seen, I think, the archives of all the important
Catalan towns. It’s proving a very valuable experience, both for getting to the country
(and there’s no better way of getting to know it than coping with local archives and
archivists) and for picking up the kind of information which merges local with national
history and is unobtainable at Barcelona.

His sense of adventure was heightened by the fact that ‘there’s no information about
[local] archives, so it’s simply a matter of going from town to town, not knowing whether
you’ll find a hundred documents or none’ — but he always found a welcome, which he
attributed in part to surprise at the unannounced arrival of ‘a foreigner speaking Catalan’.
Better yet, ‘the documents that interest me appear never to have been looked at.’>

Elliott also explored some ecclesiastical archives. His experience at the cathedral of
La Seu d’Urgell, in the foothills of the Catalan Pyrenees, proved particularly memorable.
‘The cultural level’, he confided to Butterfield, was ‘the lowest I have found in any
Catalan town’, with its inhabitants divided by a bitter dispute between the bishop and the
cathedral canons, just as they had been in the 1630s.

I eventually discovered a learned, Johnsonian canon who held a key to the chapter’s
archive. He was most understanding, but warned me that the canons would never allow
me to look at their archive, and anyhow were quite incapable of understanding why
anyone should want to do so. So we would station ourselves in the cloister and, when the
coast was clear of canons, would dart through a side door to the archives, a vast room
filled with hundreds of completely disorganized bundles covered with dust ... As it was
impossible to work there, as this would expose the canon to the wrath of his colleagues,
the only thing to do was to smuggle the bundles out to a place of refuge, which we did
under the capacious folds of his soutane.

These and other documents, sometimes read in his hotel room, convinced Elliott that:

I’ve been overestimating conspiracy and underestimating popular passion in the outbreak
of the revolution. More and more evidence is coming in of the uncontrollable gangs
which swept the country in the summer of 1640. I have a feeling that the Catalan leaders
found themselves being driven more and more to the Left, and decided that it was better
to lead the revolution, even to extremes, than to be swamped by it.

These ideas, too, will be familiar to readers of The revolt of the Catalans.®

¥ CUL MB E15, Elliott to Butterfield, Barcelona, 29 February 1956. In an interview in 1995, Elliott recalled
that his willingness to learn and speak Catalan ‘opened every door to me in Catalonia, because they were so
pleased, especially in a period when Catalan culture was suppressed by Franco’: see ‘A spell of decline:
Sir John Elliott and the Hispanic World, 1995, in Leonard Blussé, Frans-Paul van der Putten and Hans
Vogel, eds, Pilgrims to the past. Private conversations with historians of European expansion (Leiden,
1996), pp. 321-30, at p. 322

8 CUL MB E16, Elliott to Butterfield, Camprodon, 18 April 1956. His experience at La Seu d’Urgell remained
vivid in 2012, when he repeated it in History in the making, adding that the Johnsonian canon ‘would lock
me into the archive for the morning and I had the run of it to myself — on one occasion for rather too long,
since he forgot to let me out at lunchtime’: HM, p. 25. The ‘Johnsonian canon’ was Father Pere Pujol.
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Elliott was often the only researcher in each local archive, working (he later reminded
an audience in Barcelona) ‘in challenging conditions, without the aid of catalogues, and
without heat’.

Many of my discoveries were the result of chance, combined with historical intuition,
rather than precise references. So you should not be surprised if my documentation
seems a trifle capricious: I just did what I could. You must also bear in mind that [ was a
foreigner without complete fluency in seventeenth-century Catalan, and that some of the
documents were extremely hard to read, so that my transcripts were sometimes slightly
defective. I certainly made mistakes, some of them already discovered and others
awaiting discovery.®!

In February 1956 he assured Butterfield that ‘I intend to return to England in June to
get down to writing. I’d very much like to get the first draft of my book finished by the
autumn’. In the event, that task would take him almost seven years. Why?

Part of the explanation is that Young Elliott was enjoying himself. In Barcelona, he
stayed with the family of a young doctor who boasted both his own programme on Radio
Barcelona and a wide circle of contacts among the city’s professional and cultural elite.
‘We did not talk so much about politics as about social problems and so on’, he recalled,
and ‘through them I came to know some very interesting people who were not histori-
ans.” Thanks to his immersion in the archives and constant practice, his language skills
improved until he could write letters ‘in perfect Catalan, albeit of the seventeenth centu-
ry’.®> He also spent time with a visitor from England: Hugh Trevor-Roper, whom he had
met two years before. They spent Easter weekend together in the mountain village of
Viladrau, scene of a major witch trial in the early 17th century, where the two future
Regius Professors almost drowned in a rapidly swelling stream when they rashly went
walking in the hills after torrential rains.®

Elliott now faced a far greater obstacle: ‘The question of length’. He had written
1,000 pages on the period 1621-1640 in his prize fellowship dissertation, ‘but since then
I’ve acquired all this new mass of information, and have decided to begin in 1600 instead

¢ “Conferéncia’, 174. See also https://www.culturaydeporte.gob.es/archivos-aca/en/exposiciones-virtuales/
elliott.html, images 3 and 4, Elliott to Director Martinez Ferrando, 11 August 1959, asking if an archivist
could decipher two proper nouns in a document from 1640 that mystified him. Notably, Elliott wrote his
request in excellent Catalan. Equally notably, even the archivists could not make out one of those proper
nouns.

©[’Aveng, ‘Entrevista’ with John Elliott, 25 (naming his host: Dr. Gongal Lloveras, also thanked in Revolt,
p. xiii); ‘Conversa’, 187; Solemne investidura, 28.

% Adam Sisman, Hugh Trevor-Roper. The biography (London, 2010), p. 271, gives a hilarious account of the
incident. Elliott thought his ability to converse in Catalan persuaded a local farmer to rescue the two histori-
ans and provide them with shelter and a warm fire (EFA, Elliott to Geoffrey Best, 28 April 1956). Elliott said
he had known Trevor-Roper since 1954 in ‘The “General Crisis of the seventeenth century’, in Blair Worden,
ed., Hugh Trevor-Roper. The historian (London, 2016), pp. 45-53, at p. 46.
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of 1621. This means that, when I get down to writing my book this summer, it’s bound
to be very long.” He felt that:

Even the modern historical works which have most appeal to me, like Febvre’s Franche-
Comté, and Eisenmann on the Austro-Hungarian Compromise, seem to me to fade after
page 600, and I have no wish to bore my readers ... I don’t know whether it’s better,
when I settle down to writing, to fix on an outside limit of say 500 pages and keep myself
to this scale, or simply write as much as I have to say and then prune furiously.

He predicted that he would do both. He was right.**
Looking back, Elliott felt that his time living and researching in Catalonia taught
him, ‘as nothing could have taught me in my own country’:

The enormous moral strength generated by the sense of collective identity, as transmitted
from one generation to the next. But they also taught me, thanks in part to the example
and the inspiration of Jaume Vicens Vives, that it is the obligation of the historian to
follow what he believes to be the truth, however uncomfortable the consequences may
be. All societies need their myths; but all societies also need their historians to question
those myths, and to ensure that the past does not become fossilized in the minds of the
present.®

He spoke those words in 1994. Seven years earlier, when the city of Barcelona asked
him to deliver a keynote address on 11 September, Catalonia’s national day, Elliott pro-
vided more detail. After thanking the organisers for the opportunity to revisit the Catalan
past, and especially the 17th century, he continued: ‘But you have also given me, per-
haps inadvertently, an opportunity to revisit my own past — because I too have a Catalan
past.” He revisited it ‘in Catalan, even though I have scarcely had a chance to speak the
language for the past twenty-five years’, and he began by teasing his audience:

When I lived and researched in Barcelona in the 1950s, I had many Catalan friends. You
will be familiar with one or two of them — such as Pau Claris, Joan Pere Fontanella
[leaders of the 1640 rebellion] and Jeroni Pujades — but I discovered most of them myself
in the archive of the Crown of Aragon or in the archives of Girona, Lleida or Vic. With
a wave of the historian’s magic wand I was able, in a way, to bring them back to life.

He then provided his audience with some specific examples, linking individuals to the
different sources that brought them back to life: their diaries, their letters, their chronicles,
their inventories, their court cases — some of them involving ‘“Hardened criminals,
guilty of committing many murders and other heinous crimes”. Although these people

% CUL MB E16, Elliott to Butterfield, 18 April 1956. It seems typical of Elliott that both the books he praised
were written in French before World War I, and neither related to Spain: Febvre, Philippe II et la Franche
Comté (Paris, 1912, 883 pp.), and Louis Eisenmann, Le compromis austro-hongrois de 1867. Etude sur le
dualisme (Paris, 1904; 730 pp). In the end, Revolt of the Catalans covered a mere 640 pages.

8 Solemne investidura, p. 29.
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were not exactly my friends, I spent hours and hours in their company, and I had many
questions to ask them — even though they never answered.” Probably all historians feel a
similar thrill as they uncover their sources; few still feel that thrill three decades later.
Elliott’s ‘Catalan past’ never left him.%

II. Cambridge don, 195667

On his way home in May 1956, Elliott returned to Paris and again ‘met Braudel in a
brief, pleasant interview’. His report to Trevor-Roper on the meeting made a telling com-
parison between Febvre’s Franche-Comté and Braudel’s Méditerranée:

The whole design is there in Febvre, and I don’t believe that Braudel has added anything
from the point of view of historical method, except perhaps a universalism which has its
disadvantages as well as advantages. The Franche-Comté¢ in Philip II’s reign is graspable
in a single volume; the Mediterranean, for all Braudel’s genius, is not. I don’t believe
that Braudel has solved the supreme problem of linking the social and economic analysis
to the history of events; and I sometimes wonder if anyone ever will. On so wide a
subject as the Mediterranean I suspect it’s impossible.

He added an interesting coda to this sweeping judgement: ‘I was suggesting this point to
M. [Pierre] Vilar yesterday, and was interested to hear him say that these were the things that
were thought but not expressed’ in Braudel’s presence at the Centre d’Etudes Historiques.’

Once back in England, Elliott stayed with his parents at Fan Court School but was
still ‘unable to start on my book’ because he became side-tracked by two tasks. He had
taken advantage of a scheme offered by the Cambridge History Faculty Board, which
allowed college research fellows to deliver a course of eight ‘Voluntary Lectures’ to
interested undergraduates. With the academic term approaching, he needed to prepare
‘lectures on Spain 1479—1640, and [I] am finding it very difficult. This lack of modern
research on sixteenth and seventeenth-century Spain makes it terribly hard to give a
satisfactory outline course which doesn’t sound superficial’. His other summer vacation
task also caused frustration: correcting the proofs of Spain in decline, 16211700 by
Reginald Trevor Davies, a book commissioned by Macmillan but left incomplete when
Davies died. Elliott found the task ‘even more depressing than I imagined possible’. Not
only was it ‘full of mistakes’, but Davies ‘has copied great chunks, almost word for
word, out of Hume and Hamilton, and probably several other people too’. He sent some

% LC, 63. See also ‘In search of 1640’: ‘The experience of those years of immersion in the archives of Castile
and Catalonia was crucial to my formation both as a person and as a scholar.” In 2009 he assured an inter-
viewer, Alicia Almarcegui, ‘Tengo mas amigos espailoles del siglo XVII, que amigos de cualquier parte hoy
dia’: Andalucia en la Historia, 76 (January 2009), 78.

¢7CC SOC/Dacre/1/2/2, Elliott to Trevor-Roper, 31 May 1956.
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examples of this plagiarism to Macmillan in the hope that they would cancel publication
because ‘I find it very depressing to think that a book like this can still be published as a
serious historical work in 1956.” He made a mental note to do better himself.®

Once he returned to Cambridge, however, he became involved in teaching. Peter
Laslett, Director of Studies in History at Trinity, asked Elliott to give supervisions to
undergraduates on a subject no one else wanted to teach: English economic history. The
following year the History Faculty Board appointed him to a five-year post as University
Assistant Lecturer with the obligation to deliver eighteen lectures on the history of early
modern Europe, on top of ‘around 16 hours of individual teaching in my college’ each
week, on a wide range of courses. Despite these obligations, he took a personal interest in
his students. John Lonsdale would always remember sitting in Mill Lane Lecture Rooms
when Elliott congratulated him and another Trinity undergraduate from the podium because
he had spotted their names in the Engagements column in that morning’s Zimes.*

By then, Elliott too had become engaged, thanks to J.R.M. Butler, vice-master of
Trinity College and former Regius Professor of Modern History. Because he and Butler
‘were co-religionaries, I came to know him at an early stage in my undergraduate career’,
and at a lunch party ‘he introduced me to his niece’, Oonah Sophia Butler, the daughter
of Sir Nevile Butler, who had recently retired from a distinguished career in the diplo-
matic service. She had studied history at Girton College, graduating just before Elliott
went up to Cambridge. Oonah and John, too, were ‘co-religionaries’ and ‘a few months
after our first meeting I crossed to Galway, where she was staying for a summer holiday
in a fishing lodge that belonged to an aunt’, and in Eyre Square in the centre of Galway
Town, in the rain, ‘I asked her to marry me. Our wedding took place in March 1958.”"

A few months later John and Oonah took up residence at 73, Long Road, Cambridge.
‘Moving house was very wearing and absorbed all my energies’, John complained, but
from the first he and Oonah welcomed students and colleagues there. Oonah cooked
memorable meals for their guests as well as creating a magnificent garden. She also

88CC SOC/Dacre/1/2/2, Elliott to Trevor-Roper, 28 June 1956. Macmillan, who had published The Golden
Century of Spain 1501-1620 in 1937, went ahead and published the sequel in 1957, with thanks to Elliott for
contributing new material on the Catalan Revolution. It went through numerous editions, and was translated
into several foreign languages. Derek Lomax was one of the few reviewers who noticed the overlaps with
Hamilton and Hume: Hispania, 19 (1959), 296-8. The Reverend Trevor Davies, a university lecturer in
Spanish History at Oxford, died in 1953. In an interview in 1997 Elliott added that Davies’s work ‘en parte
es un plagio del libro Esparia bajo los Austrias de Eduardo Ibarra’ (‘Conversa’, 186).

“MH’, 8; John Lonsdale email to the authors, 21 September 2022. Geoffrey Parker still has his notes on
Elliott’s lectures on the period 1494-1648 given in Michaelmas Term 1964, and they reveal how clearly he
set out the fruits of the latest research and reading.

“BN”, 13; Nicholas Canny supplied the exact location in an email to the authors on 8 February 2023. At this
stage Elliott had another connection with J. R. M. Butler, who was writing a biography of Philip Kerr, Lord
Lothian, a Christian Scientist who had served as an administrator in South Africa and then as private secretary
to Prime Minister David Lloyd George.
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learned both Spanish and Spanish palacography (in 1971 John reported she ‘is getting
quite expert at seventeenth-century writing, but fears that seventeenth-century Spanish
may affect her spelling adversely’); and she prepared the indexes of Elliott’s books. She
was already an accomplished traveller (as the daughter of a diplomat she had lived in
Tehran, Rio de Janeiro, Washington and the Hague), and now she accompanied her
husband on lecture tours and on his visits to the places about which he wrote. In 1973
they took a memorable horseback tour of the Alpujarras, scene of a rebellion by its
Morisco population against Philip II. Their group rode over difficult terrain for several
days, passing through Trevélez (then the highest inhabited village in Europe) and Yegen
(the setting for Gerald Brenan’s autobiography South from Granada). Elliott had ‘slipped
into my saddle bag’ a copy of Diego Hurtado de Mendoza’s Guerra de Granada, an
eye-witness account of the repression of the Morisco rebellion, but he found little time
to read it because he had to groom, feed and water his horse every night before eating a
spartan dinner and collapsing onto a spartan bed. He ended the holiday exhausted.”!

In July 1957 Elliott took part in a conference on ‘Seventeenth century revolutions’
organised in London by the editors of Past and Present: a journal of scientific history, a
relatively new periodical founded and run by a group of historians who were mostly
Marxists. Trevor-Roper agreed to open the morning session but pulled out at the last
minute. Eric Hobsbawm took his place and Elliott opened the afternoon session with a
paper on ‘The Catalan Revolution of 1640°. He later recognised his good fortune that ‘at
just this time’ other English historians began ‘to be interested in the “General Crisis of
the Seventeenth Century’” so that his Catalan research ‘immediately became a topic of
great historiographical interest’.”

Such prominence was another remarkable achievement for a young historian and it
led to a visit from Hobsbawm, who invited him to join the Editorial Board of Past and
Present. Elliott was about to decline when Lawrence Stone phoned him to say that he
and Trevor Aston (a historian of medieval England) had received a similar invitation and
suggested a joint approach. The Board invited the three of them to attend a meeting on
19 July 1958, and according to the minutes they stated that they ‘wanted to be sure the
journal was politically respectable’ and therefore demanded that ‘the subtitle “A journal
of scientific history” be dropped’. After vigorous debate, the Board grudgingly accepted
this demand and also agreed to appoint ‘an editor or additional editor in whose judge-
ment and political neutrality the existing board and ourselves and the outside world will

ICC SCO/Dacre 1/2/3, Elliott to Trevor-Roper, 7 July 1959, ‘as from 73, Long Road’ (the letter appears to
be dated ‘1956’ but internal evidence shows it was written in July 1959); EFA Elliott to his mother, Simancas
18 August 1971; Elliott letter to Parker, 29 May 1976 (describing his sufferings in the Alpujarras for the
benefit of one of Parker’s students who wished to emulate his odyssey); David Lagomarsino Zoom call, 29
May 2022 (on Elliott’s state when he staggered into Simancas after his ‘holiday’).

"2 Past and Present [hereafter P&P], 13 (1958), 63—72 (67-8 summarised Elliott’s paper); ‘Fradera’, 59.
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have confidence’. Issue 14 of the journal, in November 1958, listed the new members of
the Editorial Board, including Aston as Assistant Editor, and Issue 15 displayed the new
subtitle: A journal of historical studies. Elliott published his first article in the journal,
entitled ‘The decline of Spain’, in Issue 20 in 1961.7

Past and Present absorbed a lot of Elliott’s time because ‘we all read all the articles
that came in’ (a single copy circulated between board members by Recorded Delivery),
and afterwards ‘there would be really strong debates about individual pieces at our Board
meetings’ every two months or so, because ‘there were some strong personalities on that
Board’. Looking back in 2000, Elliott jested that the meetings ‘were not as grim as our
facial expressions’ in Stephen Farthing’s portrait (Figure 1) might suggest: ‘Indeed, my
outstanding memory is of what fun they were, as we revelled in the quick riposte of
continuing and hard-hitting debate, not about points of ideology but about the quality of
the articles that were under review’. He felt less charitable towards the founding editor,
John Morris, another Marxist, whom he considered ‘eccentric and totally disorganized.
We could see that the journal had no chance of survival without better organization’.
After Aston took over as editor in 1960, ‘with better organization and better issues, the
journal began to have a greater impact’ until Elliott considered it ‘the most influential
journal in early modern history of my lifetime’, with one of the highest global circula-
tions of all British-based historical journals.”

When the journal deposited its archives in the Bodleian Library, it placed a
seventy-year embargo on all reports by members of the Board — a decision strongly sup-
ported by Elliott, on the grounds that reviewers needed an absolute guarantee that what
they wrote would remain confidential for their own lifetime and that of the author.
Nevertheless, the Board generously shared with us extracts from Elliott’s reports between
1961 and 2001. They tended to be ‘summative’, but it is possible to hear his distinctive
voice in both the positive and the negative verdicts: ‘Well documented, and does an
excellent job in setting an individual case history in wider historical and historiographi-
cal context’; ‘Gosh. I’ve done my best to try to understand it, and got some quite
interesting glimmerings’; ‘Not fair to other contributors to let him write at such

> Minutes of Past and Present Editorial Board meeting, 19 July 1958 (held by the Past and Present Society
and generously provided to the authors by the Associate Editor, Anna Bayman); Christopher Hill, R. H.
Hilton and E. J. Hobsbawm, ‘Past and Present. Origin and Early Years’, P&P, 100 (1983), 3—14 (see p. 12
for the ‘conditions’). Two autobiographies shed additional light: Eric Hobsbawm, Interesting times. A twen-
tieth-century life (London, 2002), pp. 230—1 (how and why he recruited non-Marxist Board members); and
Norman Birnbaum, From the Bronx to Oxford and not quite back (Washington, D.C., 2018), pp. 2414 (how
the enlarged Board appeared to one of its left-wing sociologist members).

"Elliott speech at the official unveiling of the group portrait on 15 February 2000 (NPG46/66/6/1 (RP
6518)); Elliott, ‘Lawrence Stone’, P&P, 164 (2000), 3—6; ‘Conversa’, 185; ‘MH’, 7-8.



JOHN ELLIOTT 181

length’; ‘Material wonderfully rich, but handling pedestrian, and conceptualisation
rather simple and naif’; and ‘One’s final reaction can only be: what a waste!’”

Elliott ‘learned an enormous amount from being on the Editorial Board of Past and
Present, reading innumerable articles’ and taking part in the ‘really strong debates’; but,
together with his teaching, this further delayed completion of his own book. The delay
nevertheless had a silver lining. Above all, Pierre Vilar ‘with characteristic generosity’
lent him ‘the sections dealing with the seventeenth century in his as yet unpublished
book’, La Catalogne dans |’Espagne moderne, ‘and thus helped to give direction to my
own research’.

I learned much from [Vilar’s] typescript about the character of Catalan society and the
Catalan economy. Above all, his work reinforced my sense of the fundamental impor-
tance in Iberian history of the theme of unity and diversity, by showing how different
parts of the peninsula had their own economic rhythms and did not move in unison.
What Vilar had to say on the subject did much to clarify and sharpen my own thoughts
on the relationship of centre and periphery.”

The delay also gave Elliott time to broaden the appeal of his subject. ‘If [ wanted to
find an English publisher’, he realised, ‘I needed to think first and foremost of the English
public, most of whom would not know where to find Catalonia on a map of Europe’. He
therefore worked hard to construct ‘a narrative that would grab and keep the attention of
readers for whom the history of Catalonia in the seventeenth century would necessarily
seem of marginal interest. And in those days, narrative was out of fashion.” He also
sought ‘to leave space for historical contingency and for the plans, ambitions and errors
of human beings. More historians share that view today than in the fifties and sixties, and
I think that has helped to save my book from the ossification that affects all history books
that are no more than auto-reflexes to the historical fashions of the day’. Elliott aimed ‘to
combine analysis with the narrative ... to place the opposing viewpoints of the central

>Joanna Innes email to the authors, 1 September 2022; Rothermere American Institute, Interview with
Sir John Elliott by Pekka Hamalédinen, June 2013 [hereafter RAI], 3; L’ Aveng, 28. Joanna Innes generously
examined for us the archived files of reports for every twentieth issue between number 20 in 1961 and
number 200 in 2005, and found ‘at least one report by [Elliott] in every file I looked at.” We thank her for
providing the extracts from Elliott’s reports quoted here. Lyndal Roper and Alexandra Walsham also
illuminated for us Elliott’s reviewing style for Past and Present.

®LC, p. 67, ‘Conversa’, 190 ; ‘La trayectoria’, pp. 128-9. The first volume of Vilar’s La Catalogne dans
I’Espagne moderne. Recherches sur les fondements économiques des structures nationales, 3 vols (Paris,
1962), included a dazzling section on ‘Le milieu naturel et le milieu historique” which Elliott no doubt found
particularly inspiring. Vilar started research in Spain in 1927, but stopped during the Spanish Civil War. Like
Fernand Braudel, he was mobilized in 1939 and after France surrendered spent five years in a prisoner of war
camp, planning out his great work. Shortly after returning to Spain he was exiled by Franco, which delayed
publication still further. See ‘Pierre Vilar: History in the Making’, an interview by Peter Schoéttler originally
published in 1987 and reprinted with an introduction in New Left Review, 136 (2022), 118-32.
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government under Olivares and of the rebellious Catalans in their contemporary con-
text’. He therefore emphasised the parallels with the opposition of the Scottish
Covenanters to King Charles I, and of the Nu-Pieds of Normandy to Cardinal Richelieu,
drawing on what he had learned at the 1957 Past and Present conference, and through
his general reading, which ‘helped me situate events in Catalonia in a broader context, a
European context’. He even tinkered with his title ‘which was going to be Catalonia and
the Court of Spain until I was convinced that it would have more impact on English
readers with a more dramatic title’: hence The revolt of the Catalans. A study in the
decline of Spain, 1598—1640."

As soon as Elliott had delivered his typescript to Cambridge University Press he
turned to a second project: a general textbook on early modern Spain. He had evidently
started thinking about it early in 1956, while researching in Barcelona, because he told
Butterfield that:

I think the time is approaching when we shall have to start entirely re-thinking the tradi-
tional Merriman-like picture of sixteenth-century Spain. Why, for instance, should this
be no more than the history of sixteenth-century Castile, as if the union of the crowns of
Castile and Aragon brought the history of Aragon, Valencia and Catalonia to an end. And
even of Castile, we still know so little. The whole question of the social structure of the
country is still untouched.’”®

His experience later that year with Trevor Davies’s Spain in decline awakened him ‘to
the need to produce a more up-to-date work’; but in retrospect he still marvelled at his
‘presumption’ in ‘writing a textbook of that sort at the beginning of one’s career. I was
completely ignorant of whole areas of the subject, but [ needed such a book for my own
courses at Cambridge and, since none seemed to exist, [ was almost forced to write my
own.’ Then ‘a talent scout from Edward Arnold’ (a London trade publisher) heard about
his lectures on Spain ‘and asked if I would turn them into a book’. He welcomed the
opportunity to escape from ‘the labyrinth of details that threatened to absorb my study of
the count-duke of Olivares and Catalonia’ and instead ‘identify and analyse those themes
which seemed to me most important in the history of Spain from the accession of the
Catholic Kings to the succession of the Bourbons’.”

He drew strength from the work of three other scholars. First, Pierre Vilar’s emphasis
on the influence on geography was apparent from Elliott’s opening paragraph, often
quoted but never surpassed as a description of the central paradox of Spanish history:

7¢Conferéncia’, 174-6.

CUL MB E15, Elliott to Butterfield, Barcelona, 29 February 1956. He referred to Roger Merriman, The rise
of the Spanish empire in the Old World and the New, 4 vols (New York, 1918-34).

“BN’, 12; Elliott, ‘La trayectoria’, p. 129; Discurso, p. 28.
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A dry, barren, impoverished land: 10 per cent of its soil bare rock; 35 per cent poor and
unproductive; 45 per cent moderately fertile; 10 per cent rich. A peninsula separated
from the continent of Europe by the mountain barrier of the Pyrenees — isolated and
remote. A country divided within itself, broken by a high central tableland that stretches
from the Pyrenees to the southern coast. No natural centre, no easy routes. Fragmented,
disparate, a complex of different races, languages, and civilizations — this was, and is,
Spain.%

Second, the Catalan focus of his research led him to embrace a concept developed not
only by Pierre Vilar but also by Edward Shils, a sociologist who held a joint appointment
at Cambridge and in 1961 published an influential essay entitled ‘Centre and Periphery’.
This became the organising theme of his textbook — witness statements such as: ‘The
history of Spain in the late fifteenth and early sixteenth centuries was to consist of a
continuing, and fruitful, dialogue between periphery and centre.’®! The third scholar
whose work helped Elliott to shape his volume was the noted Hispanist Alexander Parker
‘who suggested to me those areas in which the student of Golden Age Literature most
needed help from the historian, e.g. social history, the Counter-Reformation, the state of
the law, administration, etc’. As a result, Elliott hoped ‘that this book will be less
misleading to those whose prime interest is in literature’.®? Alec Parker’s advice was no
doubt all the more welcome because both men had the same ‘rigorous standards of pre-
cision, logic and clarity in scholarship’, and both believed that ‘the first priority of a
professor is good teaching’.®

Elliott’s publishers also helped to shape his book. They insisted that it must ‘begin
with the age of Ferdinand and Isabella, rather than with Charles V’, and continue ‘down
to the end of the Habsburg era’, instead of ending ‘in the middle years of the seventeenth
century’ as Elliott had intended, ‘with the passing of Spain’s European hegemony to the
France of Louis XIV’. Extending the chronology, and making ‘space for those aspects of
economic and social history that were deepening our knowledge and understanding of
the period’, compelled the author ‘to cut down on more traditional themes. These

8Elliott, Imperial Spain, 1469—1716 (London, 1963), p. 1.

8 Elliott, Imperial Spain, p. 32; Edward Shils, ‘Centre and periphery,” in The logic of personal knowledge.
Essays presented to Michael Polanyi (London, 1961), pp. 117-30 (the authors thank Richard Groening of the
Ohio State University for drawing this reference to their attention). Elliott stressed that he developed the
theme ‘long before Immanuel Wallerstein had popularized the concept’ in his influential quartet 7he modern
world system (New York and London, 1974-2011): ‘La trayectoria’, p. 131.

82Elliott, ‘The historian and the literary specialist’, paper at a panel of the Association of Hispanists of Great
Britain and Ireland’s Annual Meeting in 1971 (quotation from the typescript summary of proceedings);
Imperial Spain, p. vii.

8 Margaret Greer, ‘In Memoriam: Alexander Augustine Parker’, Cervantes: Bulletin of the Cervantes Society
of America, 10/2 (1990), 105-8. Greer’s spectacular story about how Alec Parker revealed his role as a
code-breaker at Bletchley Park during World War II is confirmed by https://bletchleypark.org.uk/
roll-of-honour/6932/



184 Richard L. Kagan and Geoffirey Parker

included detailed discussion of foreign policy and diplomacy’ — omissions for which
some reviewers in Spain would criticise him. But their objections were nothing compared
with the outcry there over his title.*

Elliott originally submitted his typescript to the press with the title Spain 14691716,
but ‘my editor told me that although the book was indeed very interesting, the title was
very boring and I needed to come up with something more striking. One day, while tak-
ing a bath and contemplating what title I could devise, almost instinctively I thought of
Imperial Spain, simply because it sounded so good in English.’ The title sounded very
different in Franco’s Spain, where the regime sought every opportunity to promote
national unity. The government’s censors therefore welcomed a book that appeared to
promote the official line, and it appeared in Castilian in 1965. The censors evidently
missed the ‘subversive’ nature of a book whose central theme was the tension between
centre and periphery, and especially between Madrid and Catalonia, but others did not.
In May 1972 he gave a lecture at the university of Madrid to ‘a vast audience — about 300
I should think — as I’m a textbook, known as “El Elliott””.%

Imperial Spain also repudiated another core mantra of the Franco regime: ‘Spain is
different’. That phrase ‘caught my attention’, Elliott wrote,

Because it reflected Spain’s view of its history since the nineteenth century. The great
defeats of 1898 gave rise to a collective introspection which interpreted Spanish history
in terms of its failures ... The Franco regime took pride in the ‘difference’ that allowed
it to present Spain as the last refuge for the great traditional values, a nation that pro-
tected itself by protecting the world from liberalism, atheism, materialism, Marxism,
and so on.

Elliott, by contrast, aimed to ‘re-integrate the history of Spain within general European
history, albeit without hiding those differences.” For example, he presented the age-old
issue of Spain’s decline in the 17th century, traditionally interpreted (especially by
Protestant scholars) as the result of weaknesses inherent in Spanish national character
and religion, as part of the congeries of economic, demographic, social, and political
setbacks now known as the ‘General Crisis of the Seventeenth Century’, from which no
European state emerged unscathed.®’

8 Elliott, ‘La trayectoria’, p. 129, acknowledged that he ‘made quite heavy use of Merriman, The rise of the
Spanish empire, ‘for political and institutional history’ down to 1598; that ‘the relative absence of an
American dimension from Imperial Spain is certainly a defect of the book’; and that ‘the treatment of
religious history is relatively weak’.

8 Elliott’s ‘Foreword’ to the 2001 reprint of Imperial Spain; ‘1E’, p. 363.

8 EFA Elliott to his mother, Madrid, 8 May 1972

87“Doce voces de la historiografia Mexicana: V. John H. Elliott o el dominio del mar atlantico’, Letras Libres
(May 2010) [hereafter LL], 6270, at 67.
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Thanks to his distinctive perspective, both as a foreigner aware of the major historio-
graphical currents flowing elsewhere in Europe and as an expert on Catalonia rather than
on Castile, Imperial Spain 1469—1716 bristled with new questions and research topics
— many of them taken up, in due course, by others. It was then, and it remains, a
marvellous textbook in both its English and its Spanish incarnations: a model of its
kind.®®

With the publication of his two books in 1963, Elliott felt confident that the ‘combined
work’ of Vicens Vives and his group (in which he included himself) would produce ‘a
more realistic picture of the Catalan past’:

A picture which explains many of the troubles of Catalonia, not as the result of the
designs of Castile but as a result of the internal deficiencies and weaknesses of Catalan
society. Once the Catalans begin to appreciate from these historical studies that perhaps,
after all, Castile is not responsible for all their misfortunes, I think the way may have
been opened for a better understanding of Catalonia itself, its strengths and weaknesses,
and also of Castile. Here you have a perfect example of the way in which a historian can
contribute to the thought of his own time.

It was a bold statement for a man aged thirty-three, but it proved true. The revolt of the
Catalans (which appeared in Catalan translation in 1966 and in Spanish in 1977) and
especially La Esparia imperial made him famous throughout Spain.*

Elliott’s ‘work on seventeenth-century Spain began to influence my compatriots’
thinking about twentieth-century Britain’. Journalists and politicians there began to cite
his analysis of the struggle of Habsburg Spain’s elite to adjust to a decline ‘from national
greatness and imperial power to second-rate status’ and to ‘see Mrs Thatcher as the
English equivalent to the Conde-Duque de Olivares, determined to check decline and I
think at the end of the story failing to do so’.”° In addition The revolt of the Catalans

Caught the attention of a young historian of seventeenth-century England, Conrad
Russell, who came to realize that he could usefully apply the concept of a composite
monarchy to the problems of governing the British Isles in the seventeenth century. My
reading of the Conde-Duque’s problems with the Catalans, as mediated to British readers
through the publications of Professor Russell, has therefore made its own contribution

$8Elliott admitted the subversive nature of his book in ‘IE’, pp. 363—4, and LL, 67. He was right to be
concerned: Octavio Jorda, a man caught in 1967 smuggling into Spain copies of Hugh Thomas, The Spanish
Civil War, a work deemed ‘communist misinformation’ by government prosecutors, was gaoled for two
years: Gonzalez, Raymond Carr, p. 157

% Colloquium, 22-3. For the impact on Spanish students of La Espasia imperial, 1469—1716, see Carlos
Martinez Shaw, ‘Cronica de un deslumbramiento: La Esparia imperial’, in Fernandez et al, El Oficio del
Historiador, pp. 43-58; for the parallel impact of La rebelion, see Ricardo Garcia Carcel, ‘John Elliott y
La rebelion de los catalanes (1598—1640)’, in ibid., pp. 59-71.

% HM, pp. 114-15 (quoting Anthony Sampson, The new anatomy of Britain (London, 1971), p. v, and Peter
Jenkins, ‘Patient Britain’, New Republic, 23 December 1985, 15); ‘A spell of decline’, p. 324.
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to the current reassessment of the reign of Charles I and the origins and character of the
English Civil War.”!

Cambridge took longer to recognise Elliott’s early achievements. In March 1961,
‘after many years of total traffic jam in the History Faculty here, a full lectureship has
just become available and I, as an assistant lecturer due to expire next year, am naturally
applying for it.” He asked Butterfield and Trevor-Roper to serve as his referees. The
latter’s letter praised ‘the clarity and force of his mind’, and rated him ‘the ablest young
historian [ know’. Nevertheless, in November Elliott complained that:

Things here are in turmoil and flux, as ever. [ hear reports from underground sources that
the History Faculty Board is belatedly awakening to the fact that, when my assistant
lectureship expires in the summer, there will be no one to lecture on Early Modern for
them at all. ... Whether anyone can actually create a job for me remains to be seen.
There are moments when I feel that, even if they did, I should contemptuously dismiss
the offer and depart for Brighton — thus teaching them, by example, that even in the
History Faculty long-term planning is not to be entirely despised.*

For a time he consoled himself that ‘another scheme I have possesses, I think, more
hope of success’: namely, ‘a new series called “Cambridge Studies in Early Modern
History”, for studies primarily continental’. He proposed it to the Syndics of Cambridge
University Press, but they showed no more enthusiasm than the Faculty Board, rejecting
it outright. Elliott was crestfallen: ‘I still feel’, he told Butterfield, ‘that from a purely
historical angle the idea was a useful one, but I suppose publishers always have the last
word.””?

In the end, of course, everything came out right. The University Press eventually
accepted ‘Cambridge Studies in Early Modemn History’, edited jointly by Elliott and
another of Butterfield’s doctoral advisees, Helmut G. Koenigsberger, which eventually
published fifty fine monographs; and the Faculty Board not only appointed him a
University Lecturer but, in conjunction with Trinity College, granted him sabbatical
leave for the year 1963—4. He and Oonah decided to spend it in America.

*IElliott, ‘La trayectoria’, p. 138 (he referred to Russell, The fall of the British Monarchies, 1637—1642 (Oxford,
1991), which stressed the neglected role of Scotland and Ireland in bringing down the ‘composite’ Stuart
Monarchy); Elliott, ‘Introduction’, in Revista internacional de los Estudios Vascos, 5 (2009), 13-19, at 13.
92CC SOC/Dacre/9/5/10, Elliott to Trevor-Roper, 8 March 1961; SOC/Dacre/1/2/2, Trevor-Roper to W. R.
Brock, 22 April 1961, and Elliott to Trevor-Roper, 12 November 1961. The university of Sussex received its
Royal Charter in August 1961 and enrolled its first class of 52 students the following Autumn: Elliott would
thus have joined Asa Briggs and Peter Burke as a founding faculty member.

S CUL MB E17, R. J. L. Kingsford to Elliott, 17 November 1961; E18, Elliott to Butterfield, 17 November
1961; and E19, Butterfield to Elliott, 18 November 1961, carbon copy. This may be Elliott’s first used of the
term ‘early modern’. His account in MH, pp. 58-9, must be read in conjunction with Phil Witherington,
Society in early modern England (Cambridge, 2010), chaps. 1 and 2; and Hamish Scott, ed., The Oxford
handbook of early modern European history, 1350—1750, 2 vols (Oxford, 2015), 1, ‘Introduction’.
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He already knew what he wanted to write next. In 1960 William Collins, a prestigious
London publisher, approved a proposal from J.H. Plumb, general editor of The Fontana
History of Europe, to commission Elliott to write a volume on the period 1559-1598. He
accepted, but with one reservation: ‘Although I covered this period in my outline lecture
course on sixteenth- and seventeenth century Europe, I needed time for more reading,
and also to embark on writing the book.’** At the same time, writing /mperial Spain ‘had
alerted me to the importance of the transatlantic dimension of Spanish history, and a
sabbatical year seemed to provide a perfect opportunity for travel and research in Iberian
America’ He shared his excitement with Herbert Butterfield:

I think there are enormous possibilities of getting new insights on Early Modern Europe
from a closer consideration of Europe in its relation to the outer world. I’'m sure that
some months’ research in Latin America could be of enormous value, both for my own
future writing and also for my lectures. I should love, for instance, to attempt one day a
course on the New World and the Old.

Elliott applied for and received generous grants from the Leverhulme, Rockefeller
and Astor Foundations; and in June 1963, having ‘just managed to finish the last proofs
of Imperial Spain’, he and Oonah set sail for America. They began in New York where
Lewis Hanke, America’s most distinguished Latin American historian, took them to
admire the paintings and manuscripts in the Hispanic Society of America: ‘It is going to
be a wonderful hunting ground for the autumn’, he told his parents. First, however,
thanks to an exchange arrangement with Trinity College they spent two months at Rice
University in Houston, Texas, where they felt overwhelmed by the heat and under-
whelmed by the historians they encountered. ‘Many of the faculty were away and those
who were left were distinctly unexciting’. Those at the University of Texas, Austin, were
little better: ‘I’ve never met so many historians who simply don’t /isten’, he grumbled.
In September the Elliotts moved northeast, ‘sight-seeing as we went, until reaching New
York, where we settled into a Columbia University apartment on Morningside Drive’.*

Over the next three months he found Columbia ‘a thrilling place to be, and I feel my
batteries are being recharged at high speed’. Oonah took Spanish language classes and

% Cambridge University Library, Sir John Plumb Papers [hereafter CUL Plumb Papers], Fontana file, Plumb
to Billy Collins, 21 January 1960, declaring his intention to commission volumes from ‘Denis Hay, G. R
Elton, John Elliott and Michael Roberts’; and Elliott to Plumb, 2 February 1960 (‘I’ve thought about the
16th-century history in the new Collins series and feel I should like to do it”). Elton, Reformation Europe,
1517-1559, appeared in 1963 (the Preface thanked Elliott for assistance); John Hale replaced Hay
(Renaissance Europe appeared in 1971); and after Roberts turned him down, Plumb commissioned in turn
J.W. Smit, Orest Ranum, Hugh Trevor-Roper and eventually Geoffrey Parker, who published Europe in
Crisis, 1598—1648 in 1979.

%“BN’, 15-16; CUL MB E 20, Elliott to Butterfield, 27 December 1962.

%CUL MB E 22 and 23, Elliott to Butterfield, 21 June and 17 November 1963; ‘BN’, 16; EFA Elliott to his
parents, 9 July 1963 (visiting the Hispanic Society of America).
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Elliott ‘made great friends with a young historian called [Orest] Ranum, who has written
a book on Richelieu’s secretaries and advisers, and we were thinking that we might col-
laborate on a joint study of France under Richelieu and Spain under Olivares, comparing
the personalities and methods of the two Favourites, and the capacities of their two
countries for war’ — another project that he would later bring to fruition.”’

He was surprised when a senior colleague in the History Department enquired
whether he would consider joining them

I'must say that it’s flattering to be offered a big appointment — probably with few teaching
obligations simply because they want to add lustre to their department. I cannot see
English university departments behaving like this. In many ways it’s extremely tempting,
while it may just be the novelty of it. Columbia is, at least to date, the most stimulating
university I know, and I feel in many ways much more at home here than in Cambridge.

He reassured his mother that ‘there is no need for any alarm’ because he felt he owed
Cambridge three or four more years.”

He found another invitation more tempting: to contribute a book on Philip II's Seville
to a series of urban histories edited by Norman F. Cantor (then also teaching at Columbia).
Cantor announced this commitment in an interview with Elliott in December 1963, pub-
lished in his new journal Colloquium. Cantor’s penultimate question concerned Elliott’s
impression of ‘the greatest strength and greatest weakness of American historians’. His
reply praised ‘the professionalism of American historians’ which he found a congenial
contrast with ‘the country gentleman historian’ who seemed dominant in England; but,
he continued, ‘I have got the impression that American historians are more interested to
talk to than to read ... I may have got a jaundiced view from reading a number of pecu-
liarly arid American monographs recently’ he conceded, but ‘unless we are prepared to
take some trouble with our writing, I can see no reason why we should be read.””

Perhaps it was pride in his own prose that made Elliott so sensitive to criticisms by
some early reviewers. He complained that the reviewer of Imperial Spain in The Times
Literary Supplement, the first to appear, ‘seems to have got me all wrong on the question
of race ... Some of the mistakes he points out are not in fact mistakes’. The notice in The
Times Educational Supplement ‘might have been written by a schoolboy’. Only the

97CUL MB E 22, 23 and 24, Elliott to Butterfield, 21 June and 17 November 1963, and 1 April 1964; ‘BN’,
16. Ranum recorded in his ‘Daybooks’ sixteen meetings with Elliott during his stay at Columbia, often
discussing ‘our work on long walks around Morningside Heights’: email to the authors, 28 May 2022.

% EFA Elliott to his parents, 30 October 1963

% Colloquium, 18 (book on Seville) and 24 (loquacious Americans). As general editor of the series New
Dimensions in history: Historical Cities, Cantor commissioned several distinguished studies of early modern
cities, including Calvins Geneva by William Monter, Renaissance Florence by Gene Brucker, and
Dr Johnson's London by Dorothy Marshall. He evidently thought Elliott had signed up for Seville. If so, he
was wrong.
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‘staggering review’ in The Economist, although anonymous, satisfied him, and he
particularly relished the reviewer’s compliment that his narrative moved ‘with the grace
of a pavane for a dead Infanta’. That phrase would appear on the jacket of successive
reprints of the work, starting with the American edition, for which Elliott gathered
illustrations and wrote captions just before he left Columbia.'®

After Christmas, Elliott joined 4,200 others at the annual meeting of ‘the American
Historical Association at Philadelphia, which was entertainingly horrid beyond belief”.
Then he and Oonah took the train across America — stopping at St Louis (making a
detour to visit Principia College, founded by Christian Scientists), Denver (where he
enjoyed watching his first rodeo: ‘men in cowboy hats and smoking cigars’) and Salt
Lake City — on their way to spend a few weeks at the University of California at
Berkeley.!”" Once again he felt disappointed. Although he encountered ‘a very lively
history department indeed’, he detected ‘a curious kind of intellectual remoteness about
the place’. Moreover although he had ‘met hundreds of historians’ during his six months
in the United States, ‘the Latin Americanists [ met tended to be a depressing crowd’, and
‘the reputation of Latin American studies is low, and with good reason, as far as I could
see.” He felt much the same when he got to Mexico, where he spent the next three
months ‘delving in the archives’, ‘visiting lovely colonial towns and buildings’, and
meeting local historians. ‘It’s a tremendous country’, he informed Butterfield, but he
despaired of ‘modern Mexican historiography, which is earnest, meticulous and
painstaking, and strikingly parochial in character.’

I don’t see myself ever getting down to a detailed monograph on Mexican or Latin
American history, but I do find myself increasingly interested in the interplay between
Europe and America in the 16th and 17th centuries, and feel in my bones that this may
be one way of refreshing our history of Early Modern Europe, though I don’t yet see any
clear path before me. But just being over here, and looking back at the Old World from
the vantage point of the New, gives one new perspectives and insights, and perhaps
something will come of it some day.'*

While in Mexico, Elliott wrote his first article for the newly-founded New York
Review of Books: ‘Chronicles of the Conquest’ reviewed three new books that explored

10EFA Elliott to his parents, 3 November (choosing pictures), 16 November (7LS review) and 14 December
1963 (TES review), and 5 January 1964. At a conference in Elliott’s honour in Albuquerque in 2013, James
Boyden cited the memorable praise (the title of a composition by Maurice Ravel: ‘Pavane pour une infante
défunte) and Elliott revealed that the anonymous reviewer was ‘Menna Prestwich, the formidable Oxford
historian of early modern France’: Bulletin for Spanish and Portuguese Historical Studies, 38 (2013), Article
11 (pp. 200-29), at 215 and 227.

10'EFA Elliott to his parents, 5, 11 and 18 January 1964.

12CUL MB E 24, Elliott to Butterfield, Mexico, 1 April 1964. He duly turned down an invitation from J. H.
Plumb to write ‘A concise history of Mexico’ for Penguin Books: CUL Plumb Papers, Penguin series files.



190 Richard L. Kagan and Geoffirey Parker

different aspects of 16th-century Mexico, telling his parents that the newspaper offered
‘lots of space and they pay well’.!® After Mexico, the Elliotts spent two weeks in
Guatemala, working some of the time in the National Archive, and then in Colombia (he
found the National Archive ‘somewhat disorganized’ so that ‘flying visits are not much
good’). From there, they ‘gradually made our way counter-clockwise round Latin
America, visiting in turn Ecuador, Peru, Bolivia (including the silver mountain of Potosi),
Chile, Argentina, Brazil and Venezuela’, before returning to Mexico (‘the archives are
appalling — you’ve never seen such a mess in your life — and goodness knows how one
will find anything’). They returned to England in September 1964. Looking back almost
fifty years later, Elliott recognised his ambitious South American odyssey as a critical
stage in his historical development:

Seeing the enormous spaces, trying to travel through the Andes by whatever method,
you get a totally different sense of time, and of the variety of landscapes and variety of
populations. Those nine months I had in Mexico and Peru, travelling around major Latin
American countries, absolutely opened my eyes to this wider world.

‘I only began to appreciate the full importance of the American dimension of Spanish
history after my first visit to Spanish America in 1963—4.”1%

Back at Cambridge, Elliott decided to ‘prepare a course of lectures on the conquest
of Mexico, which led me to immerse myself in contemporary accounts of the Indies’. In
1965—6 he offered ‘The Conquest and Colonization of Colonial Mexico, 1519—1550" as
a Special Subject. ‘Many documents had to be studied in Spanish, for which I had spe-
cial language classes arranged’ for his students (a typically thoughtful act), and the
course proved very popular. Simon Schama, who had just graduated with a starred first,
assured Jonathan Israel that ‘for sheer engagement, getting to grips with the essence of
history and what needs researching, clarity, excitement, good lecturing and wonderful
responses to questions, there was none to match Elliott’. Israel therefore enrolled in the
course in 19667, and had no regrets.'®

It was while teaching his new course that he received an invitation to deliver the
1969 Wiles Lectures on a ‘broad issue relating to the general history of civilization’,

13 EFA Elliott to his parents, 22 March 1964. Elliott had already begun to write well-paid articles on both
history and art for Horizon, a lavishly illustrated magazine of the arts, thanks to J. H. Plumb, who served as
European editor for the publisher, American Heritage Publications, and first suggested Elliott as a potential
Horizon author in December 1961.

14EFA Elliott to his parents, 3 and 24 May and 9 July 1964; ‘BN’, 17; RAI 10; Elliott, ‘La trayectoria’,
p. 130.

15 Elliott, ‘Final reflections: The Old World and the New revisited’, in Karen Ordahl Kupperman, ed.,
America in European Consciousness, 1493—1750 (Chapel Hill, 1995; reprinted 2017), pp. 391-408, at
p- 391; ‘BN’ 18; Jonathan Israel email to the authors, 19 September 2022. See also page 234 below.
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hosted by the History Department of the Queen’s University, Belfast, and delivered on
four successive days. Butterfield had played a key role in setting up the Wiles Lectures,
and gave the inaugural series himself. He now secured an invitation for his former
advisee to speak. Elliott chose as his theme ‘The Old World and the New, 14921650,
a title inspired by Roger Merriman’s vintage history, The Rise of the Spanish Empire in
the Old World and in the New, ‘which I regard as the most important Anglo-American
contribution of the first half of the [20th] century to Spanish history in this period’. He
read widely in English, French, Italian and Spanish primary sources, drawing on the
incomparable resources of the John Carter Brown Library in Providence, Rhode Island,
before flying to Belfast in October 1969 to deliver his lectures in a city scarred by the
‘Troubles’ which had begun two months before.!%

Elliott’s first two lectures examined ‘the process by which the New World found its
place within the mental horizons of Europe’; the others examined the incorporation of
America into Europe’s economic and political systems. In the interests of compression,
he concentrated ‘almost exclusively on the Iberian world of central and south America,
at the expense of the Anglo-French world of the north’; he largely ignored Scandinavia
and Europe east of the Elbe; and he stopped in 1650. Since the Wiles Trust stipulated that
‘rigorous academic feedback’ should follow each lecture, Elliott spent an hour answer-
ing the cunning questions posed by QUB’s formidable faculty (who then included Jim
Beckett, John Bossy, Peter Jupp, Michael Roberts, Nicholas Round, A.T.Q. Stewart, and
Lewis Warren) as well as by almost a dozen invited scholars from elsewhere (their
expenses paid by the Wiles Trust).!”

He took literally the desire of the Wiles Trust to publish the lectures more or less as
they had been delivered, and despite his claim to have ‘done my best to bear in mind the
general tenor of our conversations when preparing the lectures for the press’ they
remained virtually unchanged when he signed the preface of the book after only a few
weeks. He took enormous satisfaction from the fact that two conferences were ‘directly

6 Elliott, ‘La trayectoria’, p. 130. Elliott ‘Final reflections’, pp. 391-3, also acknowledged the ‘inspiration’
of Merriman'’s title and described how he had prepared his lectures. He defended his decision to end in 1650,
but regretted his ‘neglect of cartographic developments: ibid., p. 408 n. 45.

107Elliott mentioned Butterfield’s role in the invitation from the Wiles Trust in ‘IE’, 366. We surmise that he
received it soon after his return to Cambridge because Hugh Trevor-Roper received an invitation to deliver
the 1975 Wiles Lecture in November 1971, so far in advance that it would have been hard to find a plausible
reason to say no’: Worden, Hugh Trevor-Roper, pp. 102-3. For Butterfield’s role in shaping the Wiles
Lectures, see Elton, ‘Herbert Butterfield’, 730—1; for the terms, see https://www.qub.ac.uk/schools/happ/
Events/annual-lectures/wiles-lecture-series/JanetBoydandtheWilesLectures/ It was characteristic of Elliott
to invite not only Butterfield but also most of his newly-doctored advisees living in Britain. That week in
Belfast, with many of its buildings pocked by bullet holes and defended by soldiers behind sandbags armed
with machine guns, provided our first exposure to the ‘Troubles’ as well as to ‘Atlantic History’.
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prompted by my book’: one in 1975 at the Center for Medieval Studies at the University
of California, Los Angeles, the second in 1991 at the John Carter Brown Library.'*®

Elliott’s Latin American odyssey also produced two prestigious lectures and a book
chapter. He addressed the Royal Historical Society (London) in 1966 on ‘The mental
world of Hernan Cortés’, a subject chosen because ‘I first became interested in Cortés in
1964 during my own first visit to the Indies. The absence in Mexico City of any public
statue to the destroyer, and founder, of Mexico brought home to me, perhaps more viv-
idly than anything else, the ambiguities and the controversy that surround the Spanish
legacy to America.’ He followed up five years later with a long essay on the Machiavellian
strategies pursued by Cortés to outwit both his immediate superior, the governor of
Cuba, and his sovereign, Emperor Charles V.'” In 1972 he delivered the Raleigh Lecture
on History to the British Academy (which elected him to a Fellowship that same year)
on ‘The discovery of America and the discovery of Man’: an examination of both the
perception of others and the revelation of self among early modern Europeans.'!

Elliott also continued to work on Europe in Crisis, 1559—1598, his volume in the
Fontana History of Europe. Looking back in 2010, he felt that

The most important lesson I learned while writing this book was the transcendental
importance of narrative, which at the time was out of fashion in Western Europe, includ-
ing England. I realized, however, that it was essential to be able to follow the sequence
of events across time during those four decades, because many developments depend on
contingency at certain moments, for example the arrival or non-arrival of letters.

He wrote his core chapters in chronological order, and by November 1966 was ‘busily at
work on chapter seven, to be devoted solely to the year 1572 (new ploy: Brill and
St Barth[olomew])’ — a connection between events France and the Low Countries that
may seem obvious now, but was novel when Elliott wrote. He realised that chronology
alone would not suffice, however:

18 Elliott, The Old World and the New, 1492—1650 (Cambridge, 1970), pp. ix-x (Preface, signed December
1969). The book would later count as the first volume of the series ‘Cambridge Studies in Early Modern
History’. See also See also Elliott ‘Final reflections: The Old World and the New revisited’ (he discussed the
two conferences at pp. 391-5).

19Elliott, ‘“The mental world of Hernan Cortés’, Transactions of the Royal Historical Society, 5th series 17
(1967), 41-58, reprinted in SW, pp. 27-41; Elliott, ‘Cortés, Velazquez and Charles V’, in Anthony Pagden,
ed., Hernan Cortés: letters from Mexico (New York, 1971; reprinted New Haven and London, 1986), pp.
xi-xxxvii. He wrote about the lack of a statue honouring Cortés at greater length in ‘The Spanish heritage: on
a missing statue’, Encounter, 25/3 (March 1965), 34—40.

"0Elliott, ‘The discovery of America and the discovery of man’, Proceedings of the British Academy, 58
(1972), 10125, reprinted in SW, pp. 42—64. Elliott continued to write on the subject, notably two chapters in
Leslie Bethel, ed., The Cambridge History of Latin America, 1 (Cambridge, 1984), 149-206 and 287-339.
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Figure 3. Photograph of John Elliott deposited with the British Academy around the time of his election as a
Fellow in 1972, plus a copy of his signature in the Roll of the British Academy.
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The greatest challenge in writing this sort of history is to combine a lively and accessible
narrative, which will attract readers, with an analysis and explanation of the events that
you are narrating. And for me, this is the fundamental problem facing all historians: how
to combine narrative and analysis while keeping them in equilibrium. That is what I
have tried to do throughout my professional life.!"

He sent a complete typescript to both Plumb and Elton in December 1967; both historians
delivered their imprimatur within two weeks. The volume contained three structural
chapters on international relations, the economy, and political institutions, followed by
nine chapters that covered events in western Europe down to 1598 and in eastern Europe
down to 1592-3. Elliott himself considered it ‘technically the best-crafted of my books’,
but by the time it came out, he had resigned from both Cambridge University and Trinity
College.'?

ITI. King’s College, London, 1968-73

There was one further, and perhaps less predictable consequence of my own personal
discovery of the New World of America in 1963—4: it left me restless and unsettled on
my return to Cambridge. I had felt the vitality of American intellectual life, and seen
how at least two major American universities operated. Cambridge, by contrast, seemed
painfully parochial.!'?

He also felt increasingly overworked. In addition to his undergraduate supervisions and
lecture courses, Elliott accepted a growing number of doctoral advisees. He also served
as Secretary of the History Faculty Board between 1965 and 1967, when business was
handled from the Secretary’s College rooms assisted only by a part-time staff member in
a cramped office in Green Street. Some of the business proved contentious. In his
first year, with Charles Wilson as chairman, the Board spent much time discussing a
thorough reform of the syllabus for undergraduates. Elliott sided with those who wished
to reduce the number of compulsory courses in English history in order to make space
for European and extra-European history, alienating several of his colleagues (after one
meeting ‘Geoffrey Elton told me he would never speak to me again — which, needless to
say, he promptly did’).""* Then, with J.H. Plumb as chairman, ‘we were discussing the

T<TE’, 365; Elliott letter to Parker, 8 November 1966 (he entitled the chapter 7 “Crisis in the North, 1572%);
‘BN’, 18. The omission of Britain from the volume may seem surprising, but it was a deliberate feature of
the entire Fontana series.

12CUL Plumb Papers, Fontana file, Elliott to Plumb, 19 December 1967 and 2 January 1968.

13BN, 18.

14“BN”, 19. Wilson apparently did not appreciate working with Elliott, telling Hugh Trevor-Roper in 1972 ‘T
have never believed that Elliott was more than a diligent (and ambitious) man of second-class talent who had



JOHN ELLIOTT 195

construction of the new Faculty building much of the time, and for good or ill, he was
determined to get his way. Faculty meetings were, not surprisingly, ill-tempered occa-
sions ... Geoffrey Elton and Harry Hinsley were his two particular bétes noirs, and
[Plumb] would do anything to cross them’.!s

In February 1967 such frustrations led Elliott to apply for the vacant Chair of History
at King’s College, London. Once again, he asked Trevor-Roper for a reference; once
again it glowed:

I can say that I know of no one whose work I respect more highly, and whom I would
support more enthusiastically, for such a post. He is the historian whom, of his own
generation, I respect most in England ... He is productive; and everything he writes is
well-written and is a pleasure to read. He is also a very attractive personality. What more
can one say?'¢

Elliott had negotiated a sabbatical term before he started, which he used to finish
Europe in Crisis and draft his Wiles Lectures, and he only took up his new position in
January 1968. He and Oonah acquired an apartment in London and spent the week there,
but at weekends they returned to 73 Long Road, Cambridge, where they continued to
entertain (among others) Elliott’s doctoral advisees — provided they arrived bearing
another thesis chapter for his scrutiny.

King’s College consumed more of Elliott’s energies than he had anticipated: ‘The
Chair carried with it the permanent Headship of the History Department, and I was
involved in too many London University committees.” On the positive side, ‘unlike the
Cambridge colleges, which were for men only, one of the advantages of London was that
I could teach women as well as men’, and in 1970 he welcomed his first female doctoral
advisee: Linda Martz.'"” Elliott’s junior colleague Peter J. Marshall recalled that his new
Chair soon became ‘deeply engaged in the day-to-day business of the department, above
all in undergraduate teaching’ and that he attempted to introduce more political, social,
economic and cultural history into the undergraduate curriculum, presenting a pro-
gramme for implementation to a special meeting of the staff. ‘It cannot be said that his
suggestions were enthusiastically received by most of my colleagues’, Marshall recalled.
‘They seem to have felt that it was their right to continue to teach in the way they thought
appropriate.” Elliott was nevertheless ‘both a good friend and a fount of kindness’ to
his colleagues, especially the younger ones, ‘taking a keen interest in our work and

been well taught at Eton’: CC Dacre/SOC 1/2/15, Wilson to Trevor-Roper, 7 March 1972, a letter apparently
designed to persuade the British Academy’s Section XIII to reject Elliott’s name for election to a Fellowship
at their next meeting (‘In short, I shall not vote for him”). The attempt failed.

5Elliott email to Parker 1 August 2021 on the squabbles.

16 CC SOC/Dacre/1/2/2, Trevor-Roper to the Registrar of King’s College London, 5 March 1967.

W7BN’, 19; L’Aveng, p. 28. Cambridge University Press publish