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enforce it. Bjorn Weiler locates the English eulogy for Edward I written in 1307 within
both European conventions of eulogy writing and an English tradition of heroic kings.
Weiler emphasizes that this eulogy illustrates the idea of lordship unique to the English
court and that it is an important source not to be neglected. Finally, Maurice Keen stresses
that chivalry and the expectations of chivalry were not just for knights; the kings were
expected to be chivalrous as well. The idea of kingship and chivalry was also different in
England than in Continental courts, especially with the legacy of Arthurian legends. The
wars with France, in particular, fed the idea of chivalrous kingship, which is why, once France
was lost, the concept was no longer necessary. War, government, and aristocracy were tied
intimately together in building the state of medieval England.

This collection provides a thorough look at the latest scholarship and historiography of
medieval British political, military, administrative, and cultural history. While some articles
are too technical and complex for the use of undergraduate students or the general reader,
all are well-researched and informative works that do justice to the brilliant career of the
man they honor.

Alln Gaydukova, Rutgers University

PAUL GLENNIE and NIGEL THRIFT. Shaping the Day: A History of Timekeeping in England
and Wales, 1300-1800. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2009. Pp. 456. $70.00 (cloth).

With the precision and sophistication characteristic of a late eighteenth-century chronometer,
Paul Glennie and Nigel Thrift set out to explore the preindustrial history of clock time,
what might on its face appear to be a non sequitur. Shaping the Day: A History of Timekeeping
in England and Wales, 1300-1800 is a rigorously researched, ambitiously conceived, and
richly detailed study of the practice of timekeeping—its origins, dynamics, and impact—set
in a broad social and cultural context. It is also a highly technical examination, notwith-
standing the authors’ gift for clear-eyed prose. In the introduction, they suggest that non-
specialists might wish to bypass parts of two early chapters. In truth, the entire book is best
suited for specialists, whether social and cultural historians, geographers, or historians of
technology.

The research undergirding Shaping the Day is deep, mined from almanacs, diaries, court
records, and merchants’ ledgers. Ship inventories and tide tables figure in an intriguing
analysis of seafaring time. The authors also rely upon an impressive array of secondary sources
drawn from a variety of disciplines. That said, they do not shrink from confronting a number
of distinguished authorities, including both technological determinists and others who have
instead viewed instruments of timekeeping as “simply social inventions” (42). Past contri-
butions by David Landes, Jacques Le Goft, and Carlo M. Cipolla are among the targets,
as is Dava Sobel’s best-selling book Longitude (New York, 1995), which is faulted for its
depiction of the brilliant clockmaker James Harrison as an untrained “lone genius.” In fact,
Harrison’s upbringing in north Lincolnshire, which was not nearly as isolated as Sobel
suggests, exposed him to many of the mysteries of timekeeping, particularly in light of his
familiarity with church and household clocks and the craftsmen who kept them running.
Indeed, the prevalence of clocks and other mechanical instruments of timekeeping in both
England and Wales is one of the book’s central leitmotifs.

Glennie and Thrift reserve their sharpest criticism for E. P. Thompson’s iconic essay,
“Time, Work-Discipline and Industrial Capitalism,” along with the vast body of historians
who have all too readily embraced its contention that clock time acquired heightened pop-
ularity in the late 1700s as a means to regulate labor and enforce rigid conditions in factories.
Before long, this new work regimen—the tyranny of the clock—came to be internalized by
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the laboring classes themselves. By contrast, insist Thrift and Glennie, “from very much
carlier the use of clock time was both assumed and promoted by activities in several facets
of life” (131-32), including public markets, religious and civic events, and community
curfews.

More specifically, Glennie and Thrift contend that the late Middle Ages witnessed a
chronological revolution, marked by increasing reliance on clock time incorporating the use
of “equal-hours” as a common increment (409). A “second revolution” occurred by the
1600s, which saw “an increasing subdivision of hours,” and was followed by the introduction
of minutes and, “more rarely,” seconds “for all sorts of purposes, not least by people of
low status and limited training” (410). By the succeeding century, yet a final revolution
occasioned “the emergence of more specialized temporal communities,” such as navigators
and astronomers, who required greater accuracy and precision (411).

The authors make a powerful case for the early prevalence of clock time, in contrast to
traditional techniques of natural timekeeping. At times, to be sure, they overreach. Had
Glennie and Thrift endeavored, with the same fervor, to uncover evidence demonstrating
the persistence of natural time, I suspect that they might have been surprised by the degree
to which large numbers of people in north Lincolnshire and elsewhere still looked to both
the shadows and the heavens, not to mention the enlarged pupils of their sheep among
other external changes in animals and foliage, to gauge the day’s progression. After all, as
late as 1887, Thomas Hardy wrote in The Woodlanders of the “countryman”—forced to
rely upon nature—who saw “a thousand successive tints and traits in the landscape which
are never discerned by him who hears the regular chime of a clock” ([London, 1991],
99-100).

But make no mistake. Shaping the Day (and night) is a stunning achievement, with major
implications for our understanding of technological innovation and the role of timekeeping
in early modern Britain. One of the book’s many contributions is a final chapter that affords
an agenda for future studies as well as a summary of the authors’ formidable research.

A. Roger Ekirch, Virginia Tech

ANDOR GOMME and ALISON MAGUIRE. Design and Plan in the Country House: From Castle
Donjons to Palladian Boxes. New Haven, CT, and London: Yale University Press, 2008. Pp.
352. $85.00 (cloth).

The British country house has received more than its fair share of attention, from scholarly
analyses to popular television series. It is therefore a considerable challenge to expand the
discussion beyond its current perimeters, as the authors successfully do in this ambitious
new study. By bringing together and methodically comparing an unprecedented number of
country house designs, the authors manage to create an exceptionally subtle picture of
functional and structural change in British residential architecture between the Middle Ages
and the eighteenth century. The book draws on two quintessential traditions of British
architectural scholarship—formal analysis based on empirical study and the more recent
strand of research (epitomized by Mark Girouard’s Lif¢ in the English Country House [New
Haven, CT, 1994]), interpreting the country house as a social and cultural phenomenon.
The specific theses of this work are quite groundbreaking, however. The authors question
the notion that the compact, double-pile house was an invention of the seventeenth century,
its emergence precipitated by the onslaught of classical (i.e., Continental) architecture. They
argue instead that “the shift towards compact country-house planning . . . started . . .in
the later fifteenth century” (73) and was driven by social factors rather than by mere em-
ulation of foreign formal models. Numerous examples are brought in to show how, from



