
concerned with laws and customs support Freud’s claim that savages and neurotics share psy-
chological similarities. In the fourth and final chapter, Frederickson employs the suffragette
hunger strikes to illustrate the shrewd manner in which women activists subverted the biolog-
ical fallacy. By refusing to eat, and therefore ignoring the instinct of self-preservation, the
hunger-striking suffragettes undermined arguments that women were incapable of acting
outside of instinct and must instead be viewed as reasoning citizens.

WithThe Ploy of Instinct Frederickson challenges twomajor assumptions that typify contem-
porary narratives about British liberalism: an overly simplistic conception of reason’s absolute
opposition to animalistic unreason, and the notion that liberal subjectivity is ideal and therefore
not embodied. A strength of this study is the extent and theoretical grounding of Frederick-
son’s research. Elevating relatively obscure sources like Romanes and Bagehot makes this
text an innovative contribution to intellectual and cultural history, but the agile connections
Frederickson draws between subject areas and philosophical concepts is often electrifying.
For instance, by underscoring the tension between the individual and the species, especially
as this relates to what she terms a queer biopolitics, Frederickson emphasizes the roles of
gender and sexuality in terms of psychoanalysis. And while this reviewer finds Freudian and
Lacanian theory to form an uncomfortable alliance with the political and ideological critique
of science and history, The Ploy of Instinct succeeds in convincing me that the link between
instinct and the authentically embodied subject must be theorized outside of any rigidly histor-
icist paradigm. Owing to its sophisticated treatment of instinct, this book is sure to interest
scholars of political and intellectual history, as well as gender and sexuality studies.

Kate Holterhoff, Georgia Institute of Technology

MATTHEW GLENCROSS. The State Visits of Edward VII: Reinventing Royal Diplomacy for the
Twentieth Century. Palgrave Studies in Modern Monarchy. Houndmills: Palgrave Macmillan,
2016. Pp. 230. $100.00 (cloth).
doi: 10.1017/jbr.2017.40

With The State Visits of Edward VII: Reinventing Royal Diplomacy for the Twentieth Century,
Matthew Glencross has chosen an important and neglected subject: the meetings of modern
monarchs. Glencross makes a valuable distinction between the royal visit and the state visit.
The latter is a ritualized and formalized event, designed to express the symbolic presence of
a monarchical state. Visiting royal males wear uniforms and decorations, and females drip
with jewels and compete for media attention with conspicuously expensive gowns. Elaborately
planned and choreographed, the events of the state visit—typically a banquet, opera, and
exchange of gifts—are governed by the semiotics of protocol and precedence. Because they
are so formulaic, and because the public display attracts acres of platitudinous press coverage,
state visits tend to be the chapters in royal biographies that one skips. Royal visits, by contrast,
project the ruler as an individual rather than an institution. Semiformal events may be
involved, but these excursions are far less ritualized than state visits. There is a third type of
royal visit, not dealt with in this book: traveling incognito. This was much favored by
Queen Victoria, who shunned ceremonial throughout her long widowhood. When she trav-
eled to Germany or later France, as she often did, she preferred to use a title such as Countess
of Kent, thus signaling that she was not to be formally received by the rulers through whose
lands she travelled.

By contrast with his mother, King Edward VII enjoyed ceremonial and socializing with
what Victoria called the “royal mob,” and his reign was punctuated by frequent trips to
other sovereigns. Most of these were actually royal visits rather than state visits, though the
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distinction is sometimes blurred. Undoubtedly, Edward made full state visits to Scandinavia in
1908 and Germany in 1909. But the famous 1903 visit to Paris was planned by the king in
secret without the government knowing: this was surely not a modern state visit. Nor was
the 1903 meeting with the pope, which the king arranged on his own initiative without clear-
ing it with the cabinet. Edward’s meeting with Nicholas II at Reval is classed as a state visit
here, but as all the action took place on royal yachts and Edward did not set foot on
Russian soil, this seems more like royal visit.

Glencross cites David Cannadine’s famous (and cumbersomely titled) 1983 article “The
Context, Performance and Meaning of Ritual: The British Monarch and the ‘Invention of Tra-
dition’ c. 1820–1977” (in the Invention of Tradition, ed. Eric Hobsbawn and Terence Ranger,
101–64) to conceptualize the shift from royal to state visits, which became the norm later in
the twentieth century. Cannadine’s argument that invented tradition proliferated as real power
shrank is problematic for the reign of Edward VII, however. In foreign politics, Edward VII
played a far more active and effective role than his mother had done, acting as ambassador for
his country. But this spike in real power went hand in hand with an increase in pomp and
display orchestrated by a monarch whose knowledge of protocol was encyclopedic. The influ-
ence of Edward VII abroad depended in large measure upon the family links forged by the
royal marriages arranged by Queen Victoria over several generations, and Edwardian royal
diplomacy needs to be set in the context of the pre-1914 dynastic realm, an area that Glencross
fails to explore. Nor does he engage with the leading work on this topic, Roderick McLean’s
Royalty and Diplomacy in Europe 1890–1914 (2001).

There are a few errors. Edward VII was not “steeped in [Walter] Bagehot and [A. V.] Dicey
from his earliest days” (3). No evidence exists to show that he read Bagehot (unlike George V,
who took careful notes of The English Constitution), and Dicey was a closed book to him. Glen-
cross states that Sidney Lee in his biography of Edward VII claimed, on the basis of interviews
with politicians, that the king’s interventions in foreign policy were of little worth. Actually,
this claim was made by Lee in an article he wrote for the 1911Dictionary of National Biography.
So infuriated were the royal advisers that they forced Lee to recant and virtually ordered him to
write the official life. (Volume 2, on the reign, which was mainly written by Lee’s secretary
S. F. Markham, prints many useful documents and is much cited by Glencross.) Contrary to
what Glencross says here, Edward insisted on raising the question of persecution of the
Jews at a meeting with Pyotr Stolypin, the Russian prime minister, at Reval.

Glencross is surely right, however, to claim that Edward created a context in which the per-
sonality of the monarch counted less than the symbolism of the presence of the sovereign on
formal occasions, thus providing a framework in which subsequent monarchs with little inter-
est in diplomacy could operate effectively.

Jane Ridley, University of Buckingham

DREW D. GRAY.Crime, Policing and Punishment in England, 1660–1914. London: Bloomsbury
Academic, 2016. Pp. 393. $122.00 (cloth).
doi: 10.1017/jbr.2017.41

Apart from anything else, reading Crime, Policing and Punishment in England, 1660–1914,
Drew Gray’s ambitious general history of crime and criminal justice, brings home that
field’s massive growth in recent decades. In particular, the proliferation of new interests and
methods since the 1990s has brought to crime history a sprawling set of diverse research
agendas on social conflict, state building, civilizing processes, media influence, gender roles,
and various “expert” discourses. Given the expansion not only of the meaning of “crime
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