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The Nature of Virginis Opposition to
Great Britain

It has long been recogniszed that American pclitical ﬁzéaﬁs%s
- of the Revolutionsry period derived their primciples from British end
- French protegonists of &e lews of regéau and neture, the anslysts
of British law and Conetitution - ziatfamy Locke, Seaﬁeaquiau, Rossean,
&nd f&i&uey* Beyond this very ressonable and gesﬁmi assumption,
hovever, there are these unanswered guestions - how long hed the
eolonists been interested in analyzing thedr position im the British
empire; from vhat period hed there besn sdveocetes of Republiecanismj
what aspects of the government were ettzcked; was there any correlation
between politicsl parties in Englend end i‘;}xe revolutionsry movemsnt
here? By investigating the churscter of the vews in the Virginie
Gazette, reinforced by the separately published writings of leading
Virginisns, an effort haé been made to define these problems within
this royal colony, perbaps the most influentisl in the British empire.

I

Ve may perhaps best anslyse the colonisl Virginien's estimstion
of his politiesl relationship with the govermment of the smpire by
meking first the customery division in time of the years before and
after 1765. This becomes psriticulsriy necessery when the contents of
the Virginie Gazetie are exsmined. The entire character of the news
published changes witk the inangurstion of the new imperisl policy.
Before 1765, Virginians had 1itile interest in British politics if
the newp they resd is sny eriterion, Welpolet's long years aé

prime minister {1721 - 1742} included four years {1736 - 1740) from
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which there sre extent coples of the Gazette, yet in these yesrs

there was no mentdon of his intrigues or even of his existence

&g prime minister, The perfection of the system of corruption

was never discussed. Indeed, between 1736 end 1765, only one

veforence was made, and that obliguely, %o the mounting bribery

in the mgzish politicel scene. In 1738, there was & reprint from
xly Mercury of December 1, 1737, uhich f;ﬁ%&d a

speech of the Duke of &g&i mede after some ™reflections on his
Grace® had been cast by the Lerd Cheneellor. “This fills me with
greatest Astonishment and Surprise, especislly, seeing I have
slways had the greatsst Veneration for his Msjesiy's Person and
aa;riﬁ, and given no cause for Insinuetions. I zppeal this honour-
eble House . . .vhethsy in Justice they can brend me with the Title
of Jobber, or Perty-HMani esm I & buyer of Boroughs, an Election
Briber, or & Tool in say Respect?® 1. Perhaps this leck of
“Journeligtic notice of British internsl politics may be pertially’
aemn%e_%‘i for by the prohibidion agsinst reperting perlismentary
debates in British papers, from vhich the colonisl editors 1ifted
their news. This seems st best only s paertisl explsnation, for
this restriction wes contimmed after 3..?&5, ;?ezt there is later em
sbundance of politicsl comuent.

The %mgship as en element to be reckoned with in colonisl
affairs vas entirely missing in the Vix

inis Gagzette in tﬁiﬁ first
period, There were accounts of the royal family's entertsinments,
of their visits to Henmover, snd their heslth. Apparently the

succession was then &8 now a problem of interest to ail Englishmen.
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Qeeansionally the king wae petitioned by his éﬁbéea;tﬁ in England -
grimerily Yy merchants who wanted sction taken sgeinst the Spanish
depredations. Throughout this perled, the news of Britain's
relations with S;;ajin was extensive and detailed. The famiéss
reletions of the empire, even the mtemﬁan&l inﬁi@ma of ether
countries, were the colonisl newspaper resder's mein fare. &n
izﬁsez;ée i#tarast in the Austro-Turkish wer, axx& the troubles of the
&us&i&a& on thelr western border wap fed, or perhaps crested, by
a1l newspapers.

Perkts Virginis Gasette, end in the 1750%s thst of Williem
Etmt@;‘, did not refleet m::;r ﬁismﬁaﬁa@ﬁw‘wﬁm British rule in
émx‘iea or et home, It i true thet there were no imperisl ?remem
in the broed sense, but the struggle between the roysl govermors
and the eﬁaaiatﬁ %a;s sinila rly ahsént fr@m the:&- pages. Reading
them, one comes to the econclusion that ’i‘%irg;ni%ﬁ:& hed no e@i&iﬁtﬁ
%o meke sgainst their govermment. Such was not, of course, ﬁ&zé cage ~
prior to 1765, thers were particular groups who chafed under British
power, as well as speclal events which hréagm forth genersl coloniel
dissent.

he church wes an institution whose resentment of suthority
exercised from Britein had heg{m b@i’@mi’?ﬁﬁ. Religious organizations
in Virginia fell into two 'ela%aesv -~ the Estsblished Anglicen church
and the dissenting sects. Both had grounds for denying the supremacy
of Eaglamh Virginia Anglicans evinced considersble snd voesl dislike
of the freguently recurring proposition of an imerican epigcopate.
The leity, having gained econtrol aﬂ&w clergy, did not wish to
relinguish it to their Engiish fathers-in-God. 2 Tne veatrysen of



the church supplied msny of the officinls in county courts, the
and the Council where they took & 5%;@3:& sgainst the

Eurgssgea,
Wmar, the mmry, and tim m@mm, In t&e m%ter @i’ eppoint-
qa&ml, with

‘mi; and indy @t;i:m of mmiatam, thars wEB & c:aa? inuous
m v%%ﬁsa winning ﬁm mejor pover by tha righ*& @f anmi, agaga@mt»
mntvﬁ 3 * . In the Ee‘mmﬁiaa out of one hm&mé éng};iemt clergy

emiasé, &7 were 9‘%‘%&&%&8@ ?;o the g&trio% maa, some a@ive}y,
were roy&l&.m, and 39 were on a&imer siéa. 4.

‘ﬁie dissenting sects were the principal B&&ﬁeﬁg&z‘ﬁ a»!‘
contral anzharﬁg. In the Velley of Virginis, the Scotch Irish snd
Germans had teken pggaésamz 1n the sighteenth century. Practicing
democratic religicus government, they besams devoted to civil admin-
is@m‘bi@nﬁy the loesl mejority rather tﬁmﬁ by r‘i’i&@ét’e& ?*‘@WW*
holders and King's friends. The Great Aekening welded them ito
a cohesive. gxm;g, reaz:%y to demand mﬁiress far &wir gﬁemes« 5.
Afﬁsrr the miaiﬁ%zy of cSamsl. .Ea:?&aa i’ Eiamm ﬁmﬁy, dissenters?
Mluﬁm&a the aaaéifiateﬁ for the legisiam wag mzi,eééﬁlﬁ; 6.
mg i:la& ié‘msaz:atiaa they became ssyeeiezily mifems in thai.r
‘ éma far miigi@as toleration and a democratic stete canatimﬁon,
The Bagtig%a produced one of the few relligious leasders vwho wrote of
politicel aa;t%m.; John Leland ms the tmthmr of sn a:amy stating
‘bis belilef i.:z the compact theory of government, azthmgh it was not
published until 1791, 7+ The Methodlsts were the only groups scoused
‘of Tory leanings and this because their E:agiis!a lﬁaﬁer, Vesley, held
that ﬁw _miéxxistﬂ had no politicel powers beyond thoge possessed
by their sncestors on emigrating.S-
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‘The controversy over the episcopete wes aired im the Goseite

by an exchange of letters which were in some cases quite bitter. They

were also, however, concerned in great part with personalities snd

1 resistance mwm%

did not mssume the proporiions of s colon
Evidence of the dissenters' politicsl movement is entirely lacking.
Daring t,&s Fronch end Indisn w&r, gezaiemla@gg@iaimm to the
British government developed.”* The Burgesses protested to Governor
Dinwiddie; for example, ageinst the fee which had been levied for
affixing the ‘éfﬁ’:i@iai seal to lsnd office patents. ™ The ﬁigh% of
the Subject sre so secured by Lew, thet they canmnot be deprived of
‘the leapt Part of their Property, but by their own Consent.® 10.
| If et this ﬁim the coleonisd ea%ﬁé find & reagon for opposing &
tex on & purchese of land, it would not be herd to find sdequate

ounds &g&iﬁs& the texation whileh leter srbitrarily affected

‘Wszy’anés; Compulsory military service wes also 2 bone of contention.
’?irgmmas did not went to go to the eld of other colonists snd. were
even lex in the prosecution of the war within their own colony. Men
who m&ayaﬁ * the blessings of & Britieh constitution, reduced to
its originel Purity,” could ot be depended upon to approve & draft.
It has mslam thet all the arguments used sgeinst the British.
psalzey after the pessage of the Stemp Act were developed during this
eariier instence of colonial %nmim}z‘ In the incomplete files
of the colemy's pewapspers in thiz period, there &W,Th@wﬁmf, m
refet»emeé to such comstitutionsl oppesition to the war. Notices of
desertions were printed but so algo were those of imtercolonisl
meotings of governors held im Alexandria to plan concerted aetion.

The addresses of governors who urged the necessity of '&efenﬁe against



the French messaere were «eozﬁ'«m&}ylﬁafam the public., Such dis-

content 8s existed must have been recoznized es locsl in ahamt.ar

. _and the remsdies necessary as matters of politicsl expediency. In

) . eny. case it wes not directed against the kingship snd due to ite

short duration did mot develop into a fall-flodged diseussion of

political theory. . .
The &mﬁ by Virginia farmers for free &m\es# ‘o western

m wes ,«&mﬁh@ potentisl source for the denisl of the rule of

Erﬁ.tain over the coleny. The situstion &iﬁr-wﬁ baem eritiecel

until 1774, however, by which time the supply esst of the Proclamstion

Line -of 1763 hed been exheusted. The wealthy plunter end the frontiers-

man (probebly also & dissenter) were alike interested i.:za‘ freedom fron

these restrictions. When the Lees orgsnised the Mississippi Lend

Company, Dr. Arthur Lee beeame their principsl ageat in London. 13.

Dr. Lee was one of the Awericens most aware of the cemncetion betweon

Britigh opposition to the king and colomial grievances and most

active in trying to secure the definite support of Wilkes and the

Redicsls. A chenge in the land p&ii;ey of the roysl goverrmeant wves
ﬂ;.'giaxy: supported. The pawersaf %%9 king to control the land came
under serutiny slong with the other powers of the British government.
The bungling Indien policy of the ?irgizsia royal gﬁ?@!‘mﬁ did not

win the aduiretion of Valley sottlers.t4* HNone of these views on land
;m?iiiey were voleed in the Gamette. ?héy are maatiaw ,heré to point
out ﬁm pregence of another discontent, economic in cherester and
directed immediately sgeinst the gmemnt, which could be joined
to the inereasing politicel unrest sfter 1765.
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%’ith mm mekgmmxd of an‘%agmxim to &regt 'ﬁrit&in i pind
we WEY m &a&l more. aﬁaﬁﬁiwﬁy with the: wgm &f’bsr 1765 vhen the
cazm of ﬁ;@;}@ﬁit&@ﬁ was a«z meh bmaéemd, having &8 its basis the
se&m:h ?ar 8 solution to the problem of how ‘to z‘sesﬁam the *W British

:-'nea%im%im*" Esgenti: this wes do the colonist a problem of a1 8-

, mvering which element in the mixed gmrment had mw@ the ewmpﬁisa
:ei’ i’ba hslme m atiempting to corrsot 1’%‘ It received stiention ocn
both sides of the Atientic in strikingly similer msnners. The treditions
of ﬁmhiﬁean&m snd the Glorious Revolution are evident in both. On
ﬁpri}, 28, i??%‘«, John' ?iackmy gamishgé en é&iterial gommwent in his
rposed, *The CRIBIS,

_»,pa;yar wh&eh cogently pgzin%s out the»ir mmz;l pu
.Jﬁm&a@é m other papem are dﬁiiy mb}.iﬁheé it Laaciou, sg&imvb
the bieeé,y eeurt, the M ministry, snd %hs ﬁow periisment w
n course in favor of merica.* 17* Such & stetement could have been
dated may yw a!ta;- 1766 &n& would have hesexz wﬁarma by eny of the
'vzrgzn;,a gwintara‘ ' '

| Tt should bé stressed thet British snd Ameriesn politiesl
%hwﬁs%;mm all edmirers of the ﬁriﬁsh constitution. They had
‘been schocled in the balanced govermment m«zer;meaticm and believed
that it sssured the protection of the rights of the peaple. 1% oIt 1s
t&m ﬁm&{ie{m& of our most haypy mmzwn '%hat the" pmmg&timt

W ‘#&s 6mm, aaé the righw of ﬁm yeagi@, sre so fully asesriein
ﬁ;at no insult can be offered io the one, or encroachment made on the
at&er, ﬁthm:t either ﬁiwaﬁy or iaﬁireauy iaterfer&ag vith scme

wzkmea{lgsé custon or statute.” 17+ This wes sddressed
by m méenm:i.eé American to tﬁe ﬁ?’iﬁtﬁl’, Pmna and Dixon.




Richard Heary Lee wrote m the same year that the three forms of the

constitution were so ®finely blended® that each was prevented from
" extendtng its clsims over the others. ®* Lee especially stressed the
importence of the Lords in meinteining e balance between monsrchy
{ the king } a:nﬁ ﬁmemey { the Comsona) A9. He went on %o say that
the econstitution in l‘?irginig hed no vsueh equilibrium sinee the governor
end coupcil were sppointed by the Crown end the mmhem of the Couneil
‘were the judges of the General Court. -
independent body, and it had to be ealled by the governor, thereby

ly the Burgesses wab &

B vielamgxeﬁ%eaqniau‘ 8 express éiiamtesfa@% He indicated bere
desire to see the constitution im ?irgim;a reformed, & sentiment echosd
by Robert am'ter ﬁ;&&aa who smphasised that the .wisny* had reached
& state of manhood.”l* On smother occrston Nicholas wrote of the
‘bemutiful hermony in the British constitution which is so much edmired
bty.sll and which we endeavor to imitate® and advoocated the separetion
of the speukershlp of the Burgesses snd the ireasury to further
balanced government in Yﬁgihi&uﬁ But Benjemin Grymes argued sgsinst
%ha!se;mmﬁm of the two offices, also to preserve the balence. 23+
Perhaps tzzia indicates that ®balance | of power® like all Republican
terms, wes used by both sides in public qaasﬁm..' Nicholse in his

the public nat to lose sight of the &iffa%émeg between legislative,
exeeutive, and judieisl in government. These itwo gentiemen implied
what ?hginime later recognited as their goal - the estsblishment
of & separate, perfect balanced government in Virginia. This would

" have meant dividing the king's asvereigét,y end that of the country
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into two parts which Britons refused to think possible. Indeed since
‘govereignty did not sctuslly rest in the Enpglish poople, but in the
Crown, &nd simce the balance of the three sections hed long been
aisturbed, it was impossible st the time. This was steted by & writer
to the G lezotte in 1769 who called himself & British Americen. * I do
nol sy that i:hem is not & medium %ewaen a g@aﬁ e@nﬁt&tutim&, snd
simple éaago&i@g but I say the Aaerie;ns mnlﬁ not possess that
medium . 0 o % Offieislly, the colony took the position thst the
principles of the constitution had been established in Virginie end
that their liberties had been protested by it for yesrs. Listing.
what they considered violations, they gsaintmi out that these anti-
constitutionsl powers might prove dangereus to other parts of the
emm if they went unopposed in the colony.?”*
| . ¥hen the arbitrary ects of parlisment mnﬁimﬁ, it wes recog~

nized that the Wt&%ﬁﬁﬁ, &lthough most e
could groﬁum exemssivs tyrenny . 26, From 1768 on, the Gazette
published a multitude of reflections, il ziming st the reestablish-

e %, *ghen viclated

ment ef this constitution snd semetimes stating that American action
would be responsible for its future. The comnection with Grest
Britain was stressed s essentisl to the happiness of both. 2/ The
verious viclations of the constitution gém ecited by Americens snd
British. “°* Steps had always been teken by the offended prople
vhenever messures subversive of the comstitution had been am&ﬁéé, :
-as‘in.ihe reigns of the Stusrt kings. 29. Here we have sm;;ha&im -
vhat mtm ﬁiﬁa&gy&_&;&_ knowledge - the comnection of the egntlcweray
in coloniel Virginia with & similer cm:xi‘lié% in the mwother country.
The theory of balanced government has:%fmm its promulgation

recognized & faet which might seem self-contradictory - that 1t was
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more than meZy that one af tgw elemams e:cxald gam 8 wegmxﬁarmw

of me_ Ia wm ‘thorefore thie conception of government hed

been & weagan uasé @g&iﬂ% the king in 'hhe &iaww ’betweea km and
parnmntﬁl* 'Ini 1643, Philip Hunton published his Treeiime of
&Mgﬁg in ‘whi.ch’ he stated that there wam three gages in which the
other astam oould "lawfully assume the: ?ewa af the Eingdome, the

Kﬁ.ng not jayn&ng; or dieeazmmg.* 32, :m ﬁhe ‘svent that "the Fundamentall

"'Englaaﬁ in ;1636, hma idaaliﬁe& %he R@m repnm@ and W republicsn
aamma%. After :*aadmg mch p&blicatians, Eaglfﬁﬂhmen were foroed
to become either mppamem of & diﬂm rigm king thereby ufﬁzng
Bim a‘lmw the lagw of & mixed government o w, ‘on the other hand,
..r,apnblim wha aimed to create in mn;glgad an idesl mixed m&twﬁ:’"*
These classical republicens of the seventeenth century include
Herrington, Milton,and Stdney.’®*  Fellowing the death of Sidney
1&'1663, myu’blimim disnppeared ag & program actively supported,
The Vhigs io;spiéﬁam ,‘ﬁillim of 61*&3@,, took over W of the .
701&@&:;&;%1’:* 1dens - belanced governmsent cams between the Whig Theory
af the constitution after the Revolution of 1688, They locked with
favor upon & project to reduce the king's power to that of & Venetien
Doge. M’t.er the Wm of the waim'y, in the reigns of George I and II,
mia was aecmplishaﬁ. Thus bagan a mriad wherein mixed government
wu made an Zﬁngliah aemept, awlicama te monerchy snd sdopted even
by the T@riaa. With the exmsitwn of Montesguien, the concept wes
yet more -ifirmly esteblished. The Americsn colomists belioved inm 1ts
perx’*fwtioﬁ and in thelir maﬂm of the British government inm the
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years between 1765 and 1776, they attempted to find out which element
of the three was out of balence. It ig possible that they came to the
ctme conclusions se their predecessors, the classieal r&g&blim -
et the kiagakip mﬂ&ﬂws corrupt the balance. On the other
hand, ﬁbeywwe subjected slso to %ﬁe Tory and Whig philosophies of |
t,he ?igizﬁaea‘& century which premised their maagaiﬁiw of m
govermment with the ides that monarehy might. be balanced - inﬁeeé,
ﬁhat the Bﬁ.%ish monarchy wag the epltome of such & gmemaﬁ.; |
¥hat elem*h in British polities the Virgint

s attacked vill be the

&im of the mﬁ gestion of this gapez to cie%ermim

Ei—.smssians of parliamentary supremscy are 1agien‘am‘ag

‘coloniel political writers. Subordination of the colonies was
usuelly denied by any good colonisl petriot - the only varience was
‘the degree of denisl. Some writers felt thet parliement could Yevy
. externsl but not internal taxes on the colonies. Others maintained
_that there was no such distinction, that the coloniste were entirely
outside the bounds of the British legis}‘ama ¥hatever theiy
particular a@@i;m; thege discusslions re%lveé around the guestion
of taxation without representation, and did not in themgelves involve
2 discussion of the constitution.

' The wore thoughtful essayist went beyond the perticuler
grievanco of texstion to & discussion of the gauses of this sudden
interference in Ausricmn affaire, Among Virginiens, the mejority
blemed the ministry. Between 1769 and 1775, it is possitle to oite
both ﬁritish and znarim references to ’mniateriaz Wssiam
in Kamber, 1?6&, & gentlemsn in London wrote to his fﬁeaﬁ in
?irgm that ® the affair of Boston being totslly mi.uiatermg
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when it comes to be fully debated end 8ll the papers sre before the
ﬁmxae,, itia very possible the Ministry may be overset-for they have
only the Bedford lended intersst for them, end I think they bave not
?ba-'eéai;iééme of the mercantile 'i.ateresﬁ.”: 36. ’i‘ﬁekingm defended
as wanting to pmmte tha happiness af %&e gsagle bat mz'mg Fe-fverte&
from hie task by the '%ames& of his semﬁs.’ 37. If the mg
. glements mm&, thege bed zaemt.s would be i@rc.eé_ out of ‘mwm 4n
extract from the Horth Br iton, Number ﬁﬁﬁ, republished in thse
Ga zette, yaiated out that & 1limited imiﬁce alw&ys apaka '&:8 sentiments
of his aizsisﬁers, who could be held responsible for the sxecutive
bmnah of the government. The king should be neutrel and conciliste
the outbreeks in bia country. The ministers were seerificing the
‘king's intevest to thelr owm. 20°

The Society of the Supporters of the Bill of Rights vas &
London e‘fgaxsimﬁ.m formed to ;;rmte the geuse of Wilkes and the
. Badiaaxs; Upon his repignetion as secretary of this society, Robert
Morris mts that mmch was wanting to meke ﬁheir' opposition to the
miﬁistarg successful. 39. In 'ﬁe;st*ﬁifaam & meeting of the aleatam

was held, with Wilkes -chairman, &t which maﬁ;}.nﬁags were dravn up
for the imposchment of Lord North ® who exerted en undus and corrupt
infinence over the legislstive body.® A petition to the king
0.

reguested him to aid them in redressing their grievences. o In

.ole in 1769 the scope of an ettack on the ministry

was hmaﬁemé to the office itgelf, the earmgti@n of which had raised
the ministers fer sbove their rightful position as servents, The
office should be destroyed forever and the govermmemt of kings, Lords,
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bile Ledger of Jetober 19, 1769 blemed

-and Copmens mtoreﬁf‘}" The F

the digscontent of the nation upon the retirement of Pitt, 42
From these citstione, it is evident thet there were British
acousations published in the Gazette sgeinst the minlstiy, as the
» wmptér of the balance of power. W¥he% is mors, these complaints cume
in several instances from the Radical element in England whom one might
expect to peint & finger at the responsibility of the kingehip.
- There were numsrous Americens in the seme perisaci who schoed the

gentimente of the Britishers. Junius Amrisams wm@e in the Gs
that %&;ﬁ people of Virginie were resisting not tha constitation of

Great Britain, but her "wicked Counsellors, & wesk and despotle -
Mﬁmy,ﬂ, which was taking ﬁazi‘ag- strides twaréa gx-biém pmr.w'
In 3.‘?7&, A ?rie&d to Liberty wate ta Mr. Rind mneia‘bmg the doctrine
that * t;hare is not & wiser m in the Eagl&ﬁh cﬁwtimtim than that
the king can do no wrong.® #4* Therefore it wes the ainisters who were
res;oasibie »fm’ arbitrary mesagures sdvenced vy vsrious artifices whieh
from time immemorisl, st lsast from Chorles II's day, they hed used.
Again in 1774, the minietry wes attacked by British American %% in

the peges of the %gm s Like the Britishers who believed in s
ragtoration of the crown's aafharity to egual that of the other two
‘branches, he seid that the first step teken to end the constitution
had been the loss of the erown's independence, Monavchs were forced

to corruption to gain sny influence and tius the power of the minister
wag increased. Walpole had perfected this mechime so that an ebsolmte
aristoeracy ..exi:ataed in the hands of the fgw whe comtrolled the zeats
in parifement. Pitt wes cited es the msn who could have restored the
independence of the kings. British Americen ended this dietribe
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king m;.st only America could "pregerve

ﬁmai; Britsin from becoming the prey of the most é&spetia aristecracy
that ever yet was evected.®6+ After the occupstion of Beston by the
ps of Gemersl Gags; we might suppose thot Virginiems would have
felt even more strongly egeinst the British. .-?ii;emx published &
letter wddressed to thege troops in Februery 1775, The author stated
that thsmae meng&gaﬁ in vas the most iwportant sinecs the

Glorious Bevolution. Its consequences mast b cither the sepsration

fmﬁmatzﬁm or complete m’mmﬂeﬁc@ to wother eg@m&i@u

- Amsriesns would nover acknowiedge depundance on a&rﬁmxﬁ, dominsted
by & ®venal ﬁ&:&ﬁwﬂaﬁa & wrmptimmgﬁgy; bt orly on the king.
‘The latter might see the day when 'ﬁhmgh Wis mi sterst bungling,

he wead mémzsm Philip IT of Hollend. A7+ In Jume,. 1775, Pinckney

ingerted In his paper, at the request of 3:3.3; mt@mra, an aﬁﬁresﬁ
o the pwgie of Hemrico ﬂw@y, ai@@é F3 ?x‘iwd -3 i;ibarty»
‘E;ez':i&l msag@ama," ‘bat firnly sisted

-~ ;@iﬁt@d im %;he force of ®
 thet the people of Virginia did not went to see the power of the
Crown isicressed, not did they wish o become independent of the
- -mother gmm,@‘ In%meﬁb@r, the sews thought was expressed in
verses |

® 8ince naught slse will &a, onr mms mst confute

" The wmorcilese messures of Hsnsfield end Bute,

> e e
Jnd thot some may think that we :ﬁm&#&éﬁ the throne,
‘His majesty Goorge, and him only we'll owng. . % 4%s
Throughout 3.?7‘5, indeed, Pinckney printed mmmwnts},e commante



egoinst the ministry, its corruption, and srbitrary conduct.
The Jetiers of Richsrd Henry Lee in the peried betweon
April, 1774 and ¥ay, :&?’75 «lso point to the, miai@ry a5 the scepes

mﬁ of Bmerican. ma&m» in writing to Seom g ke Wf&%ﬂ-
t&m opinfon that the wise aznd good in Hritsin m:& pmw %&ei.r

1ing ta retarn the.

‘sapport of Americe in the next slootion hy £
ﬁ*my g&rﬁgﬁﬁ - In June, 1774, ke drew. vp 3 &e‘ﬁ éf mm&ws to

be offered to the Burgesses voleing thedr horrer at the Boston

Port Bill. The fourth one resd, ® Thet & Virtuous
opposition to this Mini /ste /risl Plen of governin
ﬁh%&%li’*%@&w tp preserve even the Shadow of Liberty, and
13 o Duty hich every Freem '
himself, and to his Posterity.® 51* He lster hoped that the

n in Americs oves to his wuzztry, to

resolutions of the Continentsl Comgress would prove the rmin of the
nistericl Enemtes:® 52 In February, 3775, he wrote a letter

to his brother, &amew, in London stating, ® The s&@mwvﬁﬁ;@w-
of the Mﬁmy is a0 ﬁiw}.y“expmsﬁeﬁ; B8 %oa‘if«zaw ae doabt of
thelr fstel és,mmﬁm to Tain both countries . . . w53 Agsin be
ham@ the tmgeepia cigasglandmum Mmsmd%g%?&ﬁwamaez
dimte the miniatm anéé save their

<tﬁase§ﬁmw%caﬁgrawta"

re. from ﬁg&t@m&%&m. Fhen bee received news of ﬁm gmaerﬁptmn

i

of sericens, he wrote Lav

don Qurter au:aaking: the &yiszg ymﬁﬁieea

e
B8

of this *mﬁig&tﬁ &éﬁiﬁ%ﬁmﬁ%@%‘ &m‘t &smisag him that %&m&r

plen was to emp@i‘ms colonies to sutmission before the Associntion,
in %?hiéh' he pluced great feith, h&é tims to work. Se -~ ‘The events
:af Epril 19th in Measachusedte. only. further’ incressed bis “resentment
ageinot this Ssvege Minlstry and their desesteble Agents, * and



el

bis belief that these officers of the erown would be destroyed whenm
the pause of Amerisen rights was wmf"’ﬁ* By spril, 1776, however,
Lee had begon te yefor to the *despotism of the Britich Court.® 36*
za ﬁamher, l‘?‘?ﬁ; & st&tement, &ppe&md ixa ?mekneyﬂa laaé
erticle fmm me whi,eh smasﬁ,mé the %&kingﬁ af m:ny Virginians
with mgaré te the q;ue&tim of mem %o place the. msgmiémw for
their ﬁ&f%‘fmte reﬁ%i@n&hig &'eri?;h %hem%ha? ezmn‘ﬁry,  '¢ ﬁtxé trath
iﬁ, they f the eal@uia%ajmﬁz% upon & ahmga of maw%am prior
o &z:y mamad&tiaa wha%sver s . w 11‘ the fris&és of the camtiﬂ
m'tiaa sre put inm tﬁe miniaﬁzy > %%:e m ric:atm ﬁn probebly reedily
mywe eaai‘idenm in their aﬁsnmew, and rat&zm to thair ai};};&gianw

on the f&atmg they were gmvemmi ;iaa the l&te x*eim ’5?* ‘aéheﬁmz* this

wag mt & vm-y TO8Y wﬁeok, %ﬁzieh alwat any geiitim 243
' ealan&s% would have aﬁ ies&t zarivat&ly fieﬁied, we my psefzi&gs aﬁ@art&iﬁ
- By gmmzng ﬁm mi‘wmms -Ea the mgahiﬁ «zm tbia Bome pﬁ?i@é«
m&ae ef the k:mg was freguent. &mm of :zt, of coaarxa, WS nere
fe;mla a;;i;m which iﬁ wes eammry o prafme or c}.eee m aff‘i@i&l
ﬁmma@g %ﬁ:ﬁ my@ﬁd this, 1% is gmt diffienit m sm & relmtmw
n_p@n ,ﬁw mrtr of the virgixsian 'ﬁe a‘-eny the méitimm. m&gﬁeﬁaﬁ@gﬁ
 Most of ‘éﬁs megri% were fram c@iﬂn&él ﬂm%;z"%a% aﬁ;ﬁéaﬁgb m is
ymbably aa% & sxgnifieﬁm i’met vhen the. zwaeszzw ﬁmawm of ﬁw&%&a&%
news by the ;miater is aensmamﬁ, uaxg; @f thess mf@mae&s to the
king*s ?2@%& émi.e& %&t p&riimnt ha& any aathariﬁy over %he *
e@i@uﬁaa, Fmﬂw %@1&. in 1’7&6 there wag an im aammciag periie~
m@m swemigmy Eﬁ% rew@iamg ﬁm ﬂ@natim%imal right of the
king, to shich the colonles would slweys submit. 58, Prom ﬁa:s:zmgwn



- commentary - # I honour bis prw%m,iew

thers wap a einila
King Goorge the thirdy I despise sycophunts, &nd all kind of servility;
I matanﬂ for en exemption from texes laid on %@a&t% _ ﬂ@mﬁmﬂﬁ?-
m m&l&ﬁmg of the wﬁiz&gv of the Seuns of &i‘b&rw, the ﬂm'thmg

af com
1@&&% 60.  1n Novem
address to the Hon. Francis Feuquier, govermor. They acknowledged the

ery 1766, the House of Ewgwws drew up s

king for ® gmt&eﬁmg the constitutionsl gz*i-vﬂ;s@ts of nis Sabjﬁeeiéaj
even in %ﬁs most distant part of bhis realm. . . and at the same t:ia&

m ‘constent readiness to devote our lives end fertuncs iu

=% o

defenco of his ssered ;;mz‘*san, ‘orown, end diguity sgainst &1l enemies.®
This interesting mzmw y Hhe },mgmge of ‘the i?wlam%ian of
Emepeﬁﬁma WBE . ?@agt.ed in ﬁw resolves af the Norfolk Song a&
’Mbéﬁy { ami ﬁaﬁm&mm in other cases) vhen the ® :ﬁ.wa emf:; fortunes®
of tzm;mbgngih&:m were pledged to maiptéin m,-é’”*“ iIn tbe Londom

- mows: of ;?nzﬁie and ﬁmgis paper of Mexa?kﬁg;* 224 1*?63, “there a@;;gm
& letter from Virginia professing the sovereigniy of the kKing end
recognizing bis constitutional right to bestow lande as e plessed.S?”
Britich dmerican slso supported the Crown's right to the dicposition

of tawrmazy 28 m&l as to the establishment of tem by which coloniste

condd Iive. .‘fha principal point of this statement w & ﬁﬁﬁiﬁi v&f‘

ﬁr&iﬁmﬁm suthority - it does not give & ea’z‘% ‘blenche %o %
ﬁ&@%&%@ﬂh&@ of the king &8 migm W&r,%

© In British Americans lest lotter, he mgam # divorce frm
Q‘mat 3&@@: if the mwmign paid no at‘tm%i:m to w&mi&i alam,.

undoubtedly &8 mach for

In nexy casos mt&ﬁ%ﬁiﬁnﬁ of loyelly were



self.sasurance 88 for the benefit of George IX1. It might be worth-
while to note the most rescticnmry of these if -Gni&? to show tuot these

mﬁw“ﬁwﬁ of homege csme from al)l sides. # I heve never yet heard
4% &eba:teé, vhether we sre not bound. to the King by @1& most gscred
tw@f sllegience . i . ¥ Civis, the author, was supporting the
rmaﬁ “the povder by Governor mm*é’é‘* 35%& ag I koow this
is the omly Gﬁviwsisr.?m statenent in the Virginis Gesette.

?&wse instences of reference to %«%kiﬁgﬁﬁi@&% a reluctence

on the pert of Virgintens to deny his sovereignty, slthough they might

nAal; Rﬁt&ﬂiw every other aspect of the British government. This
does mot meke & great deal of sense nistori celly svecking, Tt was s

obvicus faot that iﬁxﬁa&ﬂn% had for yeers legislated for the %},@ﬁﬁw
and M%aa%emgzmﬁ not been desied. In fa@ the colonists bad even
ey religious

 claimed rights derived from British law - &8, for exsmp
tolerstion. ?ar%hemxma, since 1660 there haﬁ‘w&a & noteble wbserioe
of & close relstionahip between the king and the colonists. It would
appesr; therefors, that printed evidences of loyalty to the wousven

k or by people who deliberately
refuged to lock beyond their hope thet m slternative to disovnd

vere either made with the tongue in ches

the king vould be offered. This &ntwpmmm@am substentinted by

the fact that Thomson Muson,. vho had in Jeffersonts -e#tm&iga_a: very
good mind, ves willing only %o give & sidelomg glance at the necessity
of withdrawing from the engire. ?h&miﬁiﬁsﬁ the possibility thet in

their mzaﬁioﬂ for the Whig theory of belenced government, the
colenists overlooked as long as they reesonsbly could, eny factor which
would indicete thet it would not work. Eventuslly, of course, they

were driven to the idea that & balanced government wes mot possible,



1%

et leest under the exiating concopt of the cvlonies. Their continis
ing felth in.mixzed govoroment is shown by the adoption of vhet was
ve 4n the Constitutlon of e

thought te be & perfect system of bals
- Mwﬁtﬁtaaﬁ
“Open reference to the corruption of the eroyn eppesred

JR ‘ﬁa was & partisen

This 4s ironle in & wey since

Wm%wy dunins.

e&? &mm&lh on ‘the guzation of m:ﬁam tmﬁma, & strong suppor
of monavrohy, and did 1ittle more then reproduce @mﬁ awzzmﬁa on
constitutionel questions. 7 His Pirst letter attéciing the king

ed June 17, 1770,  Hg inferved that the king, when rey

- the intersessions of the people and trempling oun liberiy, should

resty could be used ageinst him, 58"

reslize. that stronger forces than en

Later, Lie. eslled the ministers the ¥ private domestics® of %&amvami@é&

E&ga},@mﬁ_ addreseed to Nensfield, he secused bim of serving the

Jucovite ceuse well by devoidng his life to enlerging the power of the

mm%‘ In 1775, be polnted out that frecdon wes inconsistent with
%h& sabazﬁin&%ien of tuo parts. cf the %ﬁ%"ﬁ%ﬂi&lti@ﬁ& The srow dié uot

wish to be independent of pariiament, tut to rule in perlisment by &
mafority secured thrvough the corruption of the rotien boroughs, The
%&ma” had spoken ageinst. the odious charscter of the Commens in ‘s

specch Tequesting the dissolution of perliament, reprinted im August 1771.
® The inflinenes af. the Crows is. become 8o enormous, that s s #iranger

ulvark mush Be grected for the defence of the «am*&z, Eﬁﬁiém*?z The

resolutions of the Supporters of the Bill of Rights in the esme year

steted, * the corrupt correspondence betwsen the House of Comnion



:‘-Ehe' court is _noterious.® There followed o 1liat of grisvences, one
of ahick referm& to the piight of Americs und one to Ireland, T2+

@ng on h@?&ﬁif of

‘Yﬁew M%ﬁs& f%famm&a to the par@:&mi{

Aearmpﬁim zm@ ‘the control of mﬁmn%, ok ae esrly &8

i m oS ma%a anraigktfamzﬁg bitter w@m% mufé.ﬁ not feil o

' h&w &ixm%& the m&ﬁﬁa af ﬂxg&ﬁm roaders m &' ﬁﬁﬁ@&& atﬁi%a&&

%@mﬁ the king. ’ﬁz.eyw?& probibly a5 a%ww nre twdaa' thet
ﬁmy came i‘m &1l shades of wwﬁsiﬁim po ticiﬁm -né“mﬁ.m;ﬁ :

s wonekstently vo percomsd dietribeps -
i, & Iibersl statesmen of meﬁa& pathios; and the

-

resctionary usknovn, descen

Chathem
Society of the Supporters of ‘the DAl
etion wswiﬂ&% 'wi& ifiiik&m Tho P populazr 'izﬁé&mﬁﬁ %z& gensaticnsd

of Hights, a Bedicsl orgenis-

a?im:xéer &x;: iﬂﬂii@aw by Rindts placement of Eﬁﬁm‘ avticles on page .
one,. wiw one.

*  Tho first Virgiaian to speak ia the Gasette of the %m
influence of the Grown in Cosmops® ves Senex in 1769. He pointed
out that ﬂzis ia%@rmmaw by the king wes the resuld ﬁf‘ st

mhad striest m%:&ﬁt&w #nd therei’@m Iiutle M?&g w&& ecne fm &

maga in that %n&r{fam ﬁ@ﬁ&f couid be expected

alone. The Arthur Lee, who hed 1ived ia ‘&m@m for yoars sod wee
wall mmin%sé wsi:th :&am&i aa‘kiviﬂaﬁ, mﬁa to. 3&1& Ademe in }??3
that E&am was nothing in George fIits velgn t@ prove him SR~
hing mt & mt over hisg gwﬁéw # Tois my &ﬁmﬁ& szg;m it that
the i&%ﬁ american Act of Hevenue, xoved .frazz; the. throne with en ine

sidious view of dividing the Americen opposition.®’”* In December
of the same year; he wrois to mazaa that the East India Compeny's
wealth directed by the orows would pour imtc the *direet chemnel for



car ﬂeﬁtméﬁ@m His ms},y e:en%}aeﬁ:i@n waﬁ thet liber%y &igﬁt sﬁm
fi&m'i@h in mm@ 764 After the passege of the Boston Port Bm
& most scsthing denunciation of the king was published izz Ria& It
wag ia_'&m form of a letter fm-?haeiop to *th-e Ri}!gg b ‘im mia&airy
4 821&11 r&éﬁm, and charge mﬁ your majesty alone the m&%&m of
- messures which promise to disgrace your government, end disturb your
throne - ~ %o you we laekfe:r ;am@%iw; Jou are our sovereign end
ruler, and not our fellow subjects in Parlisment .+ .« We trace
Eﬁe&r grievances/ up to the throne, from whenoe, though they mey mot
' ar:igiaa%e, téwy hgve ultimately issfxa&, nor eemlé they have arfeatsé
us without your aypmbaﬁm,*"?* Publicus recommended to the
Convention iaéu@.xs% 1775, the formation of & @mgimtiem He ;mnm
out that they no longer had any govemeﬁz, thé .mat Burgessces having
&éamﬁeﬁ in 'é*aae-, 8¢ 1 Getober, 1‘?’?3, the ﬁaing tiéa was indicated
4 amt-h&r ;;Iﬁm—spckm ‘Jetter, sddreseed to the imhitmﬁa of
-?@Srginia by- Csto guestioning how long moderation. %ﬁlﬁ be gmasemﬁ. '
- It met !aava been shmf&ily not@?iema to the w%:m}.e world that he
Z the Eing "m the infernal suthor, end hed 11 along. been (theﬁgh
& secret yet) the moct stremuous supporter of &ll these disbolical

measures _;sﬁne&. had been adopted aaa pursued sgainst é‘mﬁm.*??* He
urged the sbandonment of peaceful policy. mmaging of these 1&&% ‘
two qm@ations emmt be missed. It ié‘me» then Itke?ly that they
mﬁmmte& a thought which hed been &t the b&ck of the ?itgi&nim‘
miaéa hefare 1&&9 1774 Imt ﬁ:ielz most were m@ rea&y to Weaa.
?mmb&y W were not winmg o giva voice to sxwh mpahlim
feel:h;gs even on the eve of July ‘4/, 1776,



The members of the Continental Congress realised that the
Declaration of Independence would have to be written es sn atteck
on the k&zxg. ?het;ﬁym’:*ﬁiahe& psuphlet Qiscuesing the ;rig&ta of
the ﬁﬁ;&i@ wltfmimﬁ overthrow the Es:ing %saa &n abonymons: one

¥ ' 28, printed in

Bugast, 1774, in ﬁmimmg.@ . ?&mmr delegates knew this
to be wiitten by Thomas Jeffetson. It hiad been taken %o the
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ meeting of the Virginie Convention.to be suggested ss the )
inaﬁmeﬁma far the' siaiagaws to the Philsdelphie Congress. 1t
wes f&lﬁ ’Ehat :l.*% wae too redicel e de;;&rwre from the matmw

v ﬁismsieﬁa of the ri@zﬁa a.aé priﬁla%& of British subjects to be
need at thst time. Bat sfter its tabling, friends of Jefferson

o __kobk it to Mrs, Rind to be printed. The editors wrote 4n the

gréfm ﬁh&t this psmphlet expressed the n;;iaicm of every fm
&neriean, while refusal to adopt it showed the moderation of the
< Virginie ﬁem@zxti@a.sl‘ The colonist held back fremaw radisel

E int‘srprﬁ%&%i@n of the organizetion of the British empire, just as

(, he di4 Wt publicly express contémpt of the king. Isolated letters

%o %ﬁé"eéi%br in the latter vein had sppeared w ‘this time, but
‘&n offieisl document Still had to be conservative. Jefferson
epoke first of parlisment's oppression of the coloniss before 1765
when 1t passed lavs to carry out Great Britsin's meresntile polley.
{These wre recognized by many as ri@ﬁ%:l adjuncts of the mother
country's commereial powers.) ® But & series of _W@%@ﬁw%} "‘
begun ot & distinguished pericd, and pursued unaltersbly through
'eve’:;y change afmnistem;%‘ m pleinly prove ’&' deliberste end
systematicsl plen of reducing us to siavézy.? 83« pn eppesl vas



then mede to the king as the only mﬁ—i&%@r& pover between the states

éf &e Bﬂ%ish a@im' Hie mejesty should heve mrzis@ﬁ his veto

( gmr over t&:@ two branches of tiase g@varmnﬁ, and gamwmﬁesé the

p&as&ge ﬂf im:s by garlimat wﬁich éenieﬁ the righ%;ﬁ of the colomial

legislaﬁums. 34' zef%rm wag. tryiw t@ m@amﬁ.ﬁe two aegamu
e& gmm&ﬁ - ene in Eﬂgmﬁ, one m ’S?ﬁxgimu in. both of

. ‘This wag not the m&uem

whieh tm: k«‘sﬂ% was- *&m mm%ive povel

wiaﬁi,ai %wxy aﬁ‘ mized gwem&ﬁ in ﬁm Ez-imsh empire. It intro-
éueeé ‘8 mw ides - ﬁmt of the kiﬁg as the @ﬁ}.y briége between two
elmost m@mmiam. unita.. This iaﬁia&keﬁ thet the w&aﬁiﬁta hed
rimm,s &8 ﬁrg&aia ﬁabéwts, ﬁaaamhwa%s im"béewta, m., rather
’@mﬁ &8 Bri%iﬁh mb;mt& aﬁ Yhey had tra&iﬁ&n&ily gl&imé Obviously
*Eiiﬁn ﬂm mr&-ﬁmnt a&mﬁsﬁ wot have ’eesm &egiahting at &1& for the
u@&aaiea and é.ta waa ﬁiﬁ t@ %ﬁs@ mg to ehe@k this ﬂeiaam of powe

by the British legislature. His own euthority to grant lend in the

@i@n&ea} or to ataﬁzs# armed troops &mng them was m}_aﬁt@&ﬁi;
&earga 11 was then aecused of listening za the opinions of indivi-
dmla 'tmi; p&atxng n@ &%&aﬁ@n to the welfare of the country,
ﬁshmfnl a:gznw af a8 gmmr W‘&a& vit&i i;is méa&ty for other
Wm&’%' Kinga ﬁhgm}.é ha taa aem%s of the wp&e 87. *This
ia ﬁw iwmt mrt ia @1@1’: fortune ?ms placed you, holding the
bﬂlamee sf & great; if s. wa}l wﬁ.ﬁe@ empire.” ,38’ Ag"&in, Jeffaraan
a%i& By o ha [ the king_? is no more then the ahi&f officer of
the g&aple, ap@oin?bea by the laws, and circumscribed with definite
powers, to sssist im working the greet mechime of the govermment,

erected for their use, snd consequently subject to their



mmmw:éeﬁmﬁ 89.

*mis coneept of the Eritisit empire ~ in which the colonists
were really .&;éapéﬁdm% tat looked to tﬁaﬁrm &8 to & benevolent
father for protection from the other parts of nis goverment, -~
bears a sarprising r&aem%?i&née to the Commonweslth which Great
Bﬁ‘t&iﬁ wénmany -éﬁmi@paa. , eeriamig ﬁimf,& were then few prow
tagwists of %&i.s iden in England. ?mééla@iﬁh%r assumed the
emﬁeﬁe ’m;»wtanee of the caleaiera in wkif:h es.se they wished to
mmm tizem; or were Wi Iling to m&g&ize the inaxpe&ieasy e£

ve& abamifmiag %amt&an;

.mrlimeatm mﬁwl and themfam 2pp1
ghould be iﬁd&?ﬁaﬁaﬁtm In #m&riga’

. or helt&veﬁ t&mﬁ %ha ebl@nias
there were not mezy in lete 1774 resdy to strip the king end the
empim of o meh pawer. Even the yrefece to the London eelitian

90,

of A ey View, mzmz bar Tribumis, Mmtiﬁe& es Arthur Sﬁa,

ﬁié mt a.aece@t this mﬁieal iﬁtﬁt‘ﬁ?ﬁ‘b’&‘iﬁ.@n. , Lae for onme thing

m vary real&sti@ in Esis &t%&ﬁaﬁe tmrd the ealcz;ia}, wﬁﬁrmray
' ami pmhah}y icaw thst fe»:e Engliaimn mam areéit gswh an isiea‘

ﬁ& mta ﬂmﬁ Im ves aemﬁug the ,;et m ﬁm king in hopes that

' mm—r mﬁm in Government.

hie méeaty maﬁ his ministers :aigh*
‘fhm > hmaver, he mt on is the ma%em daelmtiaa against the
minis‘tm as hav:mg at%acke& his mjasﬁ:@r’ - gmxagﬁ%im, ‘broken down
the wnammmm, and destroyed belnced @Wﬁ - Tnis does
z:at a%xa tw im%icﬁ&te & grasp @f Jeﬁ‘fersan'ﬁ m&m‘ Commonwealih -
idea.

it was not, hwmr, ‘this concept ai‘ the relationship of the

&mg t@ the aﬁgim which pointed so &imeﬂy t¢ revoluiion. This



25~

ves & ﬂiﬁax? which did not even mwgaim the king's aﬁtﬁawﬁ;&zy{
and hence there would be no need to revold egeinat it. It vas iﬁ
~ the Decleration that Jefferson used the more conveptiomel stete~
. meat of the rights snd provileges of a@ subjects of the kimg. o
Bat tﬁm‘e wes in the Suumary View the ﬁég#eatioa that the king bad

an amgatien to aift. his w’aja@tﬁ, & &uw which becsuse of his

effﬁi@e‘be mast ‘gsrfm. One might mmmw ‘have i&f&m& thet 1f
tﬁam:zg f & in this, he had farfei*heﬁ the r&,g@%t to the office
which required it. Bolingbroke's Ides of & Pat 1
to oppose the wm;m«zf Walpolets @@stmﬁim, presented .

gy Writtew

this seme idea. It was sleo to be found in the Virgin _
in more specific terms then Jefi‘ara@n! 8.  Bolingbroke cleimed that

the k&ng ﬁaﬂ éivim mx eily w leang a5 h@ wes worthy of it

‘ginee 1t sprang ﬁm,-mtiaz;gx PEVETEDLE ra;%.ha; then personsl %rﬁt.% *

By definition, the patriot king had to be rmselfiw and therefore

would aam‘bimlk reise the i’:sarriara sgeinst ﬁay- show of erbitrary

‘omly from populerity snd could met be gi’#é:&" him independent. of the
aﬁeﬁﬁ* If he »:sns‘laveé i;he geapze, he had forfeited his ;:Fivﬁage

of g@wmiag m&i i&m pprle mm& th& right w r&w&nﬁwgﬁéf He

government the sutharity of = prince ceme:

sdmitted thst even ?:ha besgt ggwarmw kzaé m then the meéa of
their owm élgatmatiam. They eould Bﬁgrmntaé from dissclution
only by e freguent return to the #first good principles® 97+ This
1&3& of peﬁaaic sheke-ups is the gw&mﬂt boah Jefferson snd
ﬁﬁlingbwke greba%;lg drew from Machiavelli. Bolingbroke felt in
1736 thst the psople had lost the spirit of the comstitubion smd

were accepting from the ministry vhat inm yeers before they would



~26-

%@ .

Ilowed roysl sutherity.
In 1766, mm:z& nd had published s pamph.

have %sean‘ i _v_a;?_ume& by Baiingiamke but which eertainl,y contelned

net have

the germ of ieﬁfgmui e iﬁaas on the natatre of the econnention with
| the mﬁhe&mm‘ éetfwm r&gaxﬁe& it &8 the fira*& work to
‘tém,% 3},&3’;& had failed

a%mk i;ma ;amw.m, 7" tat else recogn
m %iae }.@,st mlgsiﬁ to follow his rma#iag to ite loglesrl
maa&u:g&mmﬁi E;i_a claimed thet the Mhﬁﬁ  pome prevogeiives
which he shonld ,-éﬁgqm%s& vithout the consent of gszelim% and that
%@;ﬁ%&a fm : i.izege t%mt; the colenies tamgh 't:#@gr tharters derived
‘ tiw;i.? emm&saw@ At the same tim, kmmm, he ackmﬂedg@é ﬁm
supramacy of. parlim At oL. In ayit&aﬁ : %:h:;g, se mey :tigﬁi& im-‘er
thst 1 the king failed to look sfter the colonies he might expect
them to sssert %xmima. |

E"V&ﬁ imia&, in his oppesition to the king, éeplomé his
mgsmayta maa er gersam}. konor in a;myg uttering s&mh g;wm
10 mre the sentiments of the m.aiatz'm ‘It was not usual for

the king to be imvolved in persomsl slterestions with his sahjscte;
he ‘should have been beloved.’%%* 1In & Jume, 1771, iseue of the

Gesette Junius euggested thet only & return of the constitution to
ite :ws.gmi px&éﬁﬁ;gsw@& xé%ﬁzw itsmih&riﬁyi. Xf the king
hed any honor, he would bring this &how: i};r dissclving parmmm
If he hed none, timeﬁm’ the emmmmm wight as well be
‘rensunced as the only methed of a‘bi;aining justice for the people.l03:
Buch responsibility of the king for the vzareajamﬁm. of e balanced,
m&?mpﬁ g@mm& had been set forth i,a the deys of the Welpoclee

ok wntrmra?in, mg msny other publieations, the




o

Freeholderts Political Cetechism. This wes reprinted twice in

the Gasetts, once by Rind in 1770, sscondly by Dizon and Hunter
in Pobrusry, 1775. After steting & bellef 1n govermment by the
ﬁ%’ im’ﬁs; and ons and & staunch i@y&lw to Georze 11z

d from George ﬁ”h the cstechism stated thet the king wa

a&é@r & strict a%ig&m@a ot ta smﬁm his sinisters from
gm;-lie Justice. ﬂe was pot above %ha 1&38 sime srzﬁat u&& not
legal mist be srbitrery. 104, 1n 1773, & Zetter wes a&drmd to
%iae mnamat of Yirgz.m, signed ﬂmden; m M@h the Mgama
were sssursd thet ﬁwy had. 8o é@@ﬁ:@;’ %wk t.ha Eriag who w’aiié
forfeit bis offiee in Virginis if he invaded thoir rights. 105
Eesay on t’ag first ?riasip&es

Pinckney gnmm in «ﬁm&, }3??5,
el ened, w&iﬁk 3‘3&%@& %&t *E&w kiﬁg st be in-
mize the

. of %werm&‘k,
yegted ﬁiﬁ} & publie aﬁ&t&aﬁam i;’ he éiﬁmt rec

& éiatmsm of the people, he would have no ;wzﬁ:iaa;i peower. 306,
' "rhe %.m@&re? s&é&r@m@ﬁ & 19%@1* te ﬁm kin‘,g in 3’*&1?; }&stmg the
1iing bim éﬁsgiaa%ia for slloving

grievances sgeinst m and '
hime‘lf to be governed by hﬁ&;&.::?
unless ha‘m *ringly virtues®, axeams ha& in the psst resalted

st@rm &kiagmwlyam :

fm ﬂw %wﬁam of & mmm +ho had mmam bis ministers and
%mzy these

%kam&xe wes a8 gullyy ss thay of ﬁw&x' @ﬁmm ﬁ?.

Bri%:t&h and Amar!
miek L ici;ng im:ﬂ to kis. ge@yle conl
that George ’III ehaﬁm {mﬁ eould 1f he wished) understsnd the
colonists® iuterests amﬁ do something to ;;rwte them.

In ezﬁmﬁng to &iawm vhat espect of the sﬁua& govern-

B Mﬁmaee;s 4n the Ga
. wot t&:ﬁ t@ croate & faeim

@aﬁ Virginians comsidered mspans&éla for the colonisl controversy,



_reason gai—zs%a to the ici::g in spite of the itams thet the mt mﬂerﬁ(y
of rex‘erenm in the Gezetie sangate the minis%:yk In the first

¥ h&ﬁevaﬁ in the balaneed &a@:y of gawrmgﬁ and

3 ther&fam,

place, Vir inia
mams it wma the Britis!a @mﬁmtmm it wouls

have heea lagieai to assume that in a y&rﬁ&ﬁ% baimae, the king would
kavn offaet. m«; almest all colonists felt to ’be the %ymieaz. logis~
i&%iva ;smgm of the Lords snd ﬁm. . “ﬂm e@lagi&tg»m&@zm
ﬁl:ia responsitility of his e ve heve seen sbove. Eis veto power

m the m::y foree whiais could in ﬁm last amlyais aﬁm&g& *ﬂm course
of m&s other then the sime “:a&t of slecting the mﬁmm
fhe m@w;- reform the Britieh liberal m@ and Eaéiaals hed tried
to aew» &lﬁﬂg with the &B&é‘.@&l progrem fcav tﬂm&a}. p&rlimﬁs.
m<*!;‘-ax'y p&rtar afmﬁ the king, hwar, .szee&fa&m @gaseé it., It
ms, famamre, an sctual fact that Mﬁb&w and %rmpﬁon in
elestions ha& jncreased sinee the begimziﬁg of Geerge III'& z:eiga and
‘tﬁh&t the ixiag bimeelf hed taken fmrt 4in the naming af zm e&néiéatéu

in the first general aza@ﬂsa after his coronst

could rm but have seen thet the king would ﬁ@wm;mt & ltberal
" Wﬁm, The ﬁaﬁ;u&l gmgm ami the &afaa%a 1t suffered

”-.139 * The king also controlled

mrs well esamre& by the Vir

de Gagett
!ﬁw m&@%ry which was not one of the m&ma&m& Mg&en%a af t&w
gwem% m attached to ﬁxe sxeeutive tiegaermtf Mem'&ing to

325@3:3%%@, vhoge on mush E;awa were known in

. Vixfg la, '%k;ez king ves the sole magistrate of the natiom, all others
2};@‘ .

acting in saﬁarﬁimﬁen $o Bz ugh this had net been the

case m the reigns of George I end xx, &awga HI aﬁn’zm&e& that
he could exclude ministers whom he d1d not persenally like. Pitt,



& friem& af’ the eeiwﬁas, k&& thus been émaeﬁ ﬁf vag mﬂy sztar
:ﬁm hmglmg ﬁ;‘: %ki.s m@ t&aﬁ g@g@rmm by t&m mmmy

ma fiza},y aa%abiisﬁa& 's&xmkar Esgisnd m:aﬁ m rﬁmﬁ;&m iﬁa 5

ai.zeﬁ ga’vmt.
’ Here mn, »’ﬁéam; a cose of m@m‘l by ﬂm King of ‘&iﬁ@; @'ﬁkar m
1 king %@ m t;m

am@&ea aﬁ‘ gewrmﬁ. Thers was no ,E
cﬁiaais%aa wam ixwe recourse. ﬁlaasiesi rmhﬁm wﬁters m m
pd that Wh&”& WEE &aﬁp@m t@ e &

pmiw& mﬁmy hﬁé recognis
h&i&amé mmw Mié; ’aacom WM W 'téae kingah&g and they h&é,
%hemfm, bsen 1&& to m}nﬂe it fm %;eir ow Iines of tixa iém
mixed g@l&tyw ’i’ims ﬁze mimﬂts ma m wmm &&t to eaaﬁml
-%%wxx* v ymma they wemm heve %@ Iae at of méz £ 3

&amim‘& exmﬁva‘ The semare M‘E&eim af Eai,g mﬁea&tw, wmi@am

,w%;eé in %rgixxia, do not mwm m&hmﬁiéﬁﬁ i;a %he E.igh% ef ﬁhem .
fwtws. o |

© Blthough 1t
a»riﬁaim of ﬁw aigistry, which éi& cenﬁimw e %ha eve aﬁ' m

cennot be seid with eartainty t&aﬁ all azw

‘tim of xmmee, were *ﬁhe outvard mmsaixm of &n in-
mm&m@r ﬁwking, it mmﬁwﬁa&rwm ‘téa&tﬁzism
361, Junius®

true in mcmw measure &fter 1?‘?6. The ‘icii_im* sesnd
' gla&a m&a 1&%‘&&3#, end ﬁw other clear x-aparw e;f Erim&& politics
s&nwe&m way ﬁmmw blowin iaﬁngl&rﬁ ?Xw r@amiagvf
ml@ﬁiﬁl %&:mtim iae&i.agte& po change iﬁ iﬁm &iag% poi&ay, By the
mz af i’?’?&, there mre seathing at%&aks on ms wajestyi o himsau‘
1& the | _h' nis Gasette. Jefferm‘a Sunmary View

mspmihmw of tliﬁ kiﬁg { ﬂhiek kaé %aeen WE&& in ths Gazetis




at. an sarlier date amd tmm other -smr#e&} | vag *ﬁb.e W&n‘b of most
ma;ﬁ.e am though they were not. 80 courageous m speeking about ib.
It m ex;ly mtuwa& ﬁz&t the A&eﬁ.m miaaiata m& feel &
reluctance to lamre %ha B&‘i‘%ish emgim. WQ, um%y, and mpsﬂat
had for 15& ysm bean protested by the. k&% m ﬁmmci&ﬁi@g af
him mtlm to independenve, & hard faet; i‘army@ fese, After
late 1774, however, Virgimiens realized they were well on the road
to repadiation, o path vhich they had beem subconscionsly travelling



-} S
§ 341

me the fmgmng aﬁ.seaxs&im, ?irgiaim mqnaintanea with
the Repmha.iam amarma of i;m sevm%eemh een*&axy and the exposi-
tioa af isma 31'3:5&&}& wnaummcm m the eighteenth eemwy is very

:agpamn%_.v To zlluatm te this :mre apeeiﬁaal}y, one has mly to

ettes, the sale of

lock at writera in thege fields (!‘ii‘@d in the e

their mmicatima in virginm, the uge as typieal Republmm
expmssmﬁs, anci the preige azsé respect aacsréaa t«a anciam and
.aadem aﬁtwka csn despotism everyvhere. - , o

s ', '7:’ X*b has 1@:}3 &aaea mmls&gaﬁ tha*b calaai&&. mmm pelim-—
cmi m-item dmw '&h@ir themriaa ami oﬁmn tiwir praaeaxsw fmﬁ the
mny wkm preeeé&d tm,. A ie‘btmr :l.zz the Q;mm m 1774 ahewa t!m‘b
mnt.empemmau wem aware of this ’%ﬁﬂ- mrséama amum that hs .,
had ﬁaﬁe use e!’ the “Emmsaians whieh rmm fm reading xm&
a‘bsemtmn,* tmt he 4id zmt regarsi ﬁais a,a plagiarim, whwh of

eourse it m mmim""_ M@st ﬁ'eqaantly mf@mﬁ to in the Gas
vere sidnssf, Locke, Hume, %n%aquim.mz“‘ 0f these only
%&&ney was & R@gmbliam, nown to h&v@ advmated 8 ﬂwmamith

fem af gwemwt to rollmz ﬁhwlag II. All the armms necessary
o mzawrt mveaiut.iw emﬁ.d be i’amﬁ m \%Mmy -~ 88 far e:mmpia the .
inalienable right of & man to ehwsa hifa Qwn mlar}w* Si&my’

works were never aaﬁ;d in Virgizxim, perhapa because. having been
executed for *t»maam, m wag ba:wnd the pale and not mprmmé.

‘The other hhme, aightesnth century mmrn end never advoostes
'or overthrwfmg tha erown gemnently end speeifieany, mn were
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aﬁvermw mg the ‘zmm& for sxle by #i1ldan burg printers. From
&?‘jﬁm?é Locke sppesrsd sleven tim Hume wss mmi a:igh% tinmes

5 a was. Lo bz g&ﬁiﬁh@&

betwesn 1771-76. Im A77%y nis zy_of
in Mz‘i@&‘ HMontesauients works were ligte& i‘er sale &igh‘m&n times
the mmimr of entries ﬁigh* heve baaa in

2%
=3

reaverse % the Wyﬁg @f the m@er since my times ia!w sm

Lists &g&g@&mﬁ weok after weck wit& the ti%le@ wlci msitteéi@ 6}3 the

wther hand, gm*haw new ahimta of the PRIl AT m:a %ra mﬁimim

roceived., ‘Sinee Virginiens were 5o woll vm‘saé& in m balance :}ﬁ

o1 fg ,,ewrs‘ 254 e&aeﬁ not goem :

pover _»-%%xaaw of government, Momtese
wmsusl. Is t&r&s emai;im it might be miﬁ that &iﬁﬁey bolieved
Mmeﬁm between legiamm:* and gee;gi% ‘the =ore perfeeﬁ the

gwsrmnwm This wes am:mm & denlal of mixed gavam@ and

me pover of pariiement and. fe}.t mm the cleser the -

. m:mea to ﬁﬁmtmw sgein how ths eighﬁsanth m?»m ¥hig theoriste
hed Yullt up e retionslised c@mf.epﬁ of tha Ez&tish ga%rmﬁ besed -
on esrly semﬁmth m%m? m&i@mim ié&ahisvanz was queated

the balma of gamr theory bsez‘ars ﬁaaﬁeﬁqx&iea} was aﬁv@rmaé fop -
sale, His theory Mt; g&mﬂmta ﬁ:wi& return g&ﬁﬁéiem;f to
r to ‘b@ mxw scems to h&m Iweﬁ

thelr first primfﬁiaa izz
the most ﬁée%;&maﬁ of his ﬁwtrmasa Bﬁimgbmks wap cited & fw
timsn bt Mﬁ w}.ms me ot for 3&1& in ?ir@nm wﬁl 1775,

mx:kaww end Swift were cited and for sale. ’i"hesa mfam@ Lo,
but not for sele, included. %ke, Burnetfs History, Repin's ﬁi‘
*rma;m {probebly Thomas &am*a, mfarm& to kar Q&raim Bobbins

a8 & politieal classic of the sighteenth century), and Mrs, Maceuley.



The works of the following liberals were sold in Virginis but mot quoted
in the M-u Shaftesbury, Milton, Adem _?ergggéa ia_ popularizer of

sﬁwﬁi&eﬁ ia 1771. Many of Burke's apeeehes u;@aﬂ.iamt were "

gymtaﬁ fm tha London news, of course, mt perhsgs it is significant
that eai&am theorists recognized his aasaaﬁi&’i maewaﬁm and his
expediency policy. o

%ers were geverel terms used by swmmntk mm ‘Republicens,
i’n&aea w maszm Hepublicens of all <>ges-m by the ap;;iﬁesitim parties
(vhether mg or Tory} in the aighﬁeea‘%h m&m* i?ﬁiﬁh amamreé regularly
in the ¥irginis Gesette. Reitersted endleasly vas the word "corruption®-
apglieﬁ gmimiiy to the British m&mmry w Eﬁg&i&h aml ea‘maial
writers siike. “Tyrsony” was alsc very aemg. . ?Mn& two words were

: *ths p&sa W ef any dissatise

usged: so sf%ﬂ that they might be eal
fled politiesl writer. “Natursl rights,” the "stuse of power,* the

'*lswsi of m bare and msaa,* ®erbitrary pwer,” ‘miaistarm despotism,"”
the ﬁlariws Revolution and "belsnced gevemeﬁ*&’ were constantly
am;giaya&, ?:hiﬁ '%&Wla@ sapparmé or opposed an ceuses in Britain

or the colonies. These were the magic words vhich would commsnd ihe

‘sttention of their hearers. Of course, wiwy were primarily used im
the .&, _‘t%a ‘w the libersl or radical g:rmxps bems@ these were
aemx@a& t&a& widest iwmnga. ’rzmr frarguént, somewhat us@iaqrimimta,
agpeameawbs them of some significance ut, a‘a the other bhand, there
is no doubt that they belomged rpﬁncipﬁm to bis mejestyts loysd

«aw&siﬁm. The word *independence” or mn a thought implying it was



B
very rare. Working in s frame of loyal opposttion snd in & situstion
so different fr@m ‘that of the amgimma af ‘&m&r tema@w, most
mzmm, &8 hag been mmm out ghove, did m openly express the
ides of rmit aatu lazerg

Britiah amgxm ::egnmema :;n the mte%m century had
&eﬁveﬁ ﬂzeir S.ésas, as tkeir neme 1@1&%, from the aaeienz states
of ﬁreeea &n& mm  Thees they glorified ae the ep:itm @f i%embnm—
iom, camﬁx}.}y aaahrsiing at the sm tim mg had csused thelir down—
falt. It wes %hmugh th:%.a invasi:ig&%i@a ﬁmt many of these phrases
became compon parlence. In the Gagett s Teferences to t&m glory of
.fﬁmeee ami the granﬁsw of Rome were mmercus. In contemporary
_fes of Irslmxé and sland & . .

affaiz-s, the strag
ocoasionally men%&oneﬁ, pertiwlwiy the grievances ef ts’ae f’am:r

ploned by the Redicals in England. Perbaps most
e of Genoum, Fmﬁm snd Corsies. There

vhich had been chanp
‘romenticized was the o

.haé been éetai}.eé aeczma‘&s of the Gorsican revolt sim the gg;m-v
‘mtion of the i’i,ra% awxspnpe? in Virginie i.n 1"?3&. In the late
1’769‘8, ﬁeﬁem Paoli's 8 triuomphe were w;per%e& with mmch approval -
the pioture of the Shréve Corsicens® figating for their liberty vas
popular.cIt seems to have imspired the British es the struggle of
W& éidzn the nineteenth contury.

" ¥irginisns did not have to I.aek go fer afield, k#xewr, to

in England, were the British Redicsle whose ceuse they well under-
stood from its weekly reporting in the Virginis Gesett

find supporters of li¥erty sgainst despotism. Within the empi
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r*l;y*a aa%ivit&es undoubtedly had imease inﬁaems on fheir gtate
of ﬁia&, particularly as the gggg&gg W&}y gri&teé exﬁracta from
the Whig pspez*s which hed the proper attitmia tmr& colonisl affaim‘-
nene af ‘the grint«erﬁ needed to write séiﬁaﬁ;aiﬁ %9 indicate their

Amﬁh&m blas in Bﬁ.tish paﬁ:m@ ﬂw prezmt dey mr,b hmwr,
is mb&b&y mmr ah?..e o distinguish this @n&-@meﬁ c¢haracter of
the news ﬂmx the printerts wn%emyam*ies, ﬁez oniy were events
reportad Wﬁ!}aﬁ:g to the opposition g&z'ty, but there were
rumerous indicstions that the link between ﬁwir setivities in
Britatin and Virginia dielike of paﬂiwn‘h'gr caienial legislistion
was. understood. This recognition is slso evidence thet reform rather
‘than revolution was thought of ‘aa" E 3 mﬁibie, »althéagb gmmga not

& hpmhable,' solution to Virginis problems.

One of the most mewsworthy subjects in Greet Britain for
several years was the vivid political character, John ﬁ'ﬁkea. He
had.fow serioms convictions and his methods of seqaﬁriag fame were
oppesed by liberal Whigs like Pitt end Burke. Pitt's opinion of
¥ilkes vas opperently wermly reciprocated. Im October, 1769, there
‘appesred in the Gagette & "charsoter® of the Earl of Ghatham by
ﬁims,' deseribing him 88 & mercenary who sold Wple for large

_p&aﬁim; vhope speeches were popular beeause of his theatriesl
‘manmer, and who had no principles that did not contribute to his
own advancement.’15  wiikest first recognition vus sehieved by
the fmﬂj_ng in 1762 of the WM wnich originated the
prastice of printing the full nemes of statesmen whom it mentioned.
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fhegemra}. public at first geve him litile support exeept by riot-
ing. From -%&e ‘beginning of George 1IX's relgn, the growing violence

of mobs hed been noticesble even verging #% times on revolution.

Y@mﬁa fenped thiz flewe, meking the most of his disquelification
from ;mrlimnm . This sctiom on the pert of the Comuons has been-

eizax&aterima histar&cﬂly as unconstitational, and it wet strong
opposition st the time. The Middlesex clectisn guestion wee per-
ticularly important since it stimmlated peliticsl opposition onte
side the Comuons. Fﬁﬁiﬁiﬁm to the king were mgaréﬁd a8 the most

effective mesns of apmel. Pertly &s & result of the Wilkes
rousing snd partly due to the unpo
1n the yesrs 1769-1770, opsn popular mestings were hold o attempt

to influence perlisment, Meny smsll political societies were formed

Tabblae

lar nature of the Tory ministy, -

which met at different taverms. In the nﬁty of ~;;$ta,-i these were
united dn the Seciety for the Supporters. of the Bill of Righis, smong
: ‘Eﬁmﬁe grimneas were listed those of Ireland and %lf»’i‘mt;.w for

Americm. 'mess groups were the Rediesl ;

very weak since mgt. liberal Whigs refused
with them sithough they wore forced in » later period to sdvoeste

| to heve anything to do

parlismentery reform beceuse of the Radicels. In the astivities of
rim 9@11&1&1&% - petitions to the king, rmta, popular mesolings,

¢ agitators can be feen all the msthods psed by

wﬁmm socleties, sven mam sessions, A glange st the dates will
show thet the colonists did not mse these techniques colely in iaftation
of Wilkes but they must certeinly heve been emcoursged by reading of
their friends? tacties, especinlly of their advoeacy of American

grievences.
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© ‘Upon Wilkes' return to London from his exile in Furope, the

details of his mmptim WHTO prmted Jx the Virginis Gazette
letier to ﬁxe Liveyy of London reguesting hie mlea’t;m was mﬁnahea
the follewing weck., 117 From this time on, his letters snd speeches

o the Bivery end to the fresholders of Middlesex vere contimuelly
placed befors the coloniel eye. WHSH po yuy the election g#n account
of the votes. was gilven as well es }a:i,a victory sgaaehm' Thon vhen

he wea mmm hizs pest end Lutirell took iiiﬁ {élazc&, be addressed
9.
T

the Z&iw?? agatn,. bitterly eriticising ®this sievish Par men

Some of tizw TAverymen vere, interestiiply m@, eslled "Hons of

w220, g, -;.-",3* defenge before the t“eﬁrt of King¥s. Bmgzk on

ﬁ.bert(y.
the rsﬁu&lﬁ.ﬁ&t&ﬁn af %te

1 bis support and on one ococasion
inated for two nights in

‘fhe m‘é of W@fz

ferﬁﬁ ﬁm mﬁm elty of Loudon to be 1lis

a&l&m&mm of ftzia &h@ian,m"l~ . Ring y@mm& & comment, vhether

his m ﬁr taken fm & British psper it ia mﬁ; «:z‘mar, that the
o the men in power who for eaawm&

-@leﬁ%i@a af mmea wae slarmin
Jetrs peat had been lamgggg to prouots o chengo in the English con-
gtitation 23+ Reprinte of his speeches snd scoounts of other -
a&éw@ %ﬁﬁaﬁ“ wers continued, In Boston, it ves mt@é; the

*rysticel mumber,® fortysfive, sppsered on a1l windows end dogre, 124

‘fhere .am'mm;ma@a@ references to this mumber of the Horth
Eritaa &8 well a8 to seventy~two {2 leter issue eulboved by Wilkes),

whiich Me&u hie tmm&aua wok: populerity.
" The introdiction to the contested ﬁamriﬁdamiﬁ Hiptory

M vas gnblism& in two isswes in Rind. -Therein he cited Milton,



_on English

Sidney, and Lecke as anong the most mtabie _authers
gévefmnt» ; mush politicsl 15,1%&»%? was due B %he eiorions
Ramuw " tat ve my justly regard its contimuance as too
grmriwa, é.ts sewﬁsy a8 111 aatg&lisha& w125 mmugh 1‘7’?3,,
the. paga:m wmma t&mae mehsa ami m i‘sem ineluéiag mm
ié%ws th from %he Kiﬂg‘ﬁ gawh pr&m, Maa mre full of
g&w&&? appe&z. The bets m&ﬁ in Leme;; on the .gm‘!mhiliﬁ? of
reeléction were recorded. 12, ﬁm elaborate gifﬁﬁ‘ vere mede to

' ﬁﬁiﬁs& in f&cﬁ, &aeomx&a of his liviﬁg wn&itﬁm&s in prison would
not smum a grest dea:l of sympathy sinee %aw i‘ﬁem& often brmght
him h&g&- -m&tﬁ‘ spd g:raviés& hin with atﬁer comforta. It wae
rwm& from I‘fivezwe& thet fai*ﬁy;f&va g&nﬁem of Virginie had
sent. Wilkea forty-five hoggheads of '. tﬁmw}m‘ in 1773, ¥ilkep
agein sunounced his méiﬁaey for reelection to the Connons as |
represeéntative c«f ﬁm&m ﬁia long yeers of struggle were
finally ¢limexed in 3.??4 by achievement of the posts of member of
;'mnmt for Hiddlesex and lord meyor of London. After seversl
years of £’a§.at23r demgam eamta, the description of his triumph
| rd Heyorts ﬁay wes printed in the gmﬁﬁ in Merch 1775, 128.
When Lord North requested an address from pariisment to the king
ag&imt America, hiikas m&s & speech in the ﬁmas declaring ﬁm
hﬁa of mtara amﬂ the gzrizwip},aa of the Engii&h consti tation '&e be
129« wis previw pabiished
remrks iwd referred only in p&seing, Af ab aﬂ, ta the &uerim
'pmblen. Kﬁt rahey }w& included e&mﬁa&ﬂ attacks on the ﬁes;aenim,

'mpngﬁmst to. taxa‘?..ten of the eslonies.
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tyrenny, end corruption of the parlisment and the ministry. Between
3."763 &nﬂ 1'!’?2., Wilkes was discusssd and gquoted ia the ¥Vi: '
more than any other aing,ii% wen. His outspoken @gmaiﬁieﬁ 'ise the
g@mrmmt, wge‘mex' with the apgs.m% fact thet he was a@mteﬁ over
shelningly by many Englishmen,’?%" vas wewaﬁiag and ndoubtedly
iamsm_iai mﬁing for meny Virziniens. 7

© Reports of debates in parlisment vere smong the less startling

Atems of nevs reprinted from the Britdsh pepers. . Somstimes these were
éisga:,sa&, in tmmﬁamm with the mtemaw British practice, es

émhwh@s iu the Ra‘binh@éﬁ Eaeiesg or the pagus of éthemﬁ Itemn cobe
eﬁming Englm &Iﬁﬁe were copied a8 well &s the wmmﬁa on &0y ph&ﬂe

of ﬁm co.lmial 9?&91%* Aﬁérama emi ;sati*tim f’mm the
wmghs; especially those referring to t&e ﬁeamtic aé&ini&mtiw or

' mptian 4n the government were ;e@ﬁar s&la@i.me for reprint. The
15%3:&5 of Junins on these sabjects iaa:ve 'f)%h mentiaaeé a}awe ‘th

. were alsa snonymous eomments of the smme neture. One writer clai
that *3&3’?:121& and sordid asﬁzemiag* were more notorious *ﬁm at any.
tims since the Revolution.® 131.  garcasm was 1tberally umed, |
especialiyin a bitter attack on Lord North's proposal. to overcome the
aemﬁty of pmvie&am in England, mm ageinst the infldence of

the Scoteh Wﬂ’ fairly common. The fair-minded owner of one ¥iiainis

Mh&é smmd one of the alatribes and sdded k&a renenbrens

ﬁha usefniness of the Scotech » in the last ver.* Ll%hmm in summery
these items do not appear as forceful as the hlw by bzmr &eﬁer;gﬁén
of the Vilkes wn@mvgr#y, tsken together they served to give the
Virginisn reader a substantiel knovledge of political conditions in
bis mother country. In splte of the emphesie on Radical and Whig



setivities, it was always epparent that & iremendous controversy vas
going on withm the ranks of a&%ﬁ#& Englanders vhich bore resemblence.
t@a ?irgﬁ.ﬁi&;m'ﬁ owe with the British gamrmaas ‘

A1 of this points strongly to the commndty of interests of
msz% ag@mimm in Buglsnd snd Awmorien. That i ms rwogmsa& by
maﬁwgsmieﬁk in both %ﬁﬁ%ﬂ@& is apperent {rvom the Virginis Gezette
and ..Iet;ﬁara af pﬁ?&'ﬁe im%&vi&aal&s %e cauge efmriea ia the
comwn camse of evsy friend to Liberty . . /in/ the King's &as:qmimsjy“
Perbepe hed commnication snd treasportation maﬁ rapid 85 in the
tmmﬁiﬁth century, ibe Eritish povement might hsave ae%}imfs& resl reforst

An i:ame pulitiﬁ& ihe::x, Mamc‘é of sixty-edd yeam 3;&2;933, sad - godern
imperiel argmizs%i{;ﬁ, imzt;eae‘i of mwiﬂtiear é*effﬁram'sz m

_ ¥igw. mﬁght heéve bren the blueprint. eri‘ the new mpim« dince ﬁrﬁ;ﬁ,sh
Eﬁié@i&a%ﬁ in 1t infency it “ae imsa;&;&_ qu;r 1t to make such
ammushmms slone. - Many mem, gm@-*m%, fémaﬂg kinship for
mﬁc&. . Mrs. Macauley bad writtea ti%ﬁ% ghe would 1ike m asganﬁ hop
1zt deye on the banks of %he Oblo. Thie Smeidentslly ::,-nd.qg..@as the
Bx‘iﬁmr‘ﬁ lack of koowledge of. &asr&eam g&agr&yhy - the Ohlo. was

sadnly o place for an slderly British gontlewoman. A1L szf'— ,

Alkes! friends spoke of coming to'the mew world to 1ive.”>* Tuis
sympathy f&i’ the Auwerican canse arose in part at lspst from the &ﬁﬂh&«

- &ble gubiimtwa& of coloniel mww - m;:x baeks to petitions.
3:*. Dickinson's Ferp

3¢ 3:‘ }ggg bad been c&rm:}.&ﬁe& &1l over thé British

empire. The amimée of Arthar Lee wes we:&l known in &nzimet bemuse
gi’ e zm:i&a of iﬂﬁ%&?ﬁ vibich he. i&aﬁ mam umder the zssamema
of Junius Americamue and Moniter's letters. The style of all American



1itieal writers received high pralse from cme Londoner vho sald
it was ot to “be equalled in the Eritich deminions.® 13&’

In 1770, the Supzorters of the Bill of Righte replied to
- gm». of m«m from the South Carvline Apsenbly by affirsing their
42 'y O Qi%émr

censea to ’bﬁ the same. Wi every. ﬁaﬁaﬁwf&iﬁ:m}.- aﬁ
a:%éa of *ﬁzm &ﬁant%&, we wish o be umi:«aﬁ with youy. m &re 48
reaéy to giw ag to reseive %&iwﬁmeﬁ “’hay thea e«:haé& ﬁi:fm Zsimmw*a

dsgirve to zmse ém;wim sien the Mtifﬁz wmhi'mﬁ%@a wig destroved at

ﬁm;ﬁ? *+  The X,i,wry of M&ﬁﬁa 'saa wai:?. versed in the am&ﬁf% ty of

the ts@ Bsuses. Aldarmen Oliver agsured his i&aii@ﬂsmﬁs taat 4F the

E@‘sﬁm of. i:iesg@mm iﬁ%& shocesaful agm:mst émrica_, A% m&ﬁ fexy e
o taed &t home. 138 peports ouse to Philedelpnia thet e cify of

i.mamu ma m iag it cease with e mxfﬁmﬁ 3’3@’ - In petitions and

‘aax end othe London

aﬁc‘im&%# w the mng, the Mehakﬁam of Mid
arm ﬁftm included the grisvanes of Mﬁimx of .&m«me&« & “éimrial

%m% ?ﬁ:.- rom Loudon in Eenmmm 1767, aswrﬁa “the. ‘blie t&&% thin

ms the ‘most aﬂﬁm ers amea the Bevolution in mia,h Bm@aéa lﬁb@rﬁea,

téaa ﬂmﬁmﬁm, end the fats of the colonies was at stake. 140
~ Arthur Lee, while vestdent in Gomdon, 444 » good desl

uy and Americaus sgainst the government. He

the wéawﬁ m%m of Brits:
rawﬁedm Bts brotuer, Richard Honry, in detatl mnd froquently, siy
in i@xxgian& vhich cowld *w&zﬁm& to the intell igexz% aetion of
*ﬁt‘?m%*s;zﬁ;rit -ﬂf mﬁi&t&g@, shat ibis brothers aad thelr petriotic

- situstion

aaaﬂjatsmmm endeavoying to rouse. . . ;&ﬁa‘éi * Liee wes & memiber of

f;r%m of tm Bill of B4
'tim @n ammz oceasions,. It :‘m»m&:ﬁ wondsr that thay showed 8o

ights and, in fach, wrote thelr vesolu-

~



miuck gympatby for the coloniel problem. When the House of Commons .
smroned the aldermen of London to sppear at thelir bar to answer
guestions. conceyning their conduch, the miafw resclived ugeinsth
thie outrege.  The eddrsss was writien bysz ﬁw m* In swriting to
Bigherd Henry, ke m guid. that zw m& mzmaa to Join thss gociely

beesuse of Lte espoussl of 831 pablic a&wm, I:eﬁ mw & rrimﬁ of

Vilkes, whom he gueted on one éemsiens &g heving "spoken
. ﬁmﬁseﬁ’ 3"13* “The Virginien belisved ir;im;@, had he. been upent for

Wﬁmﬁﬁtﬁﬁ By in 1768, he sould heve mede the crmpe of frprica -
thaﬁ ofﬁﬁ.c‘fémwx # for they sre in iruth the some,® Amorican agests
h&@ fﬁe& i.ta thise a;&zmv@mﬁy «—a they were leay, mf&nmw, and not

atde e, 3‘*‘4’ ?Iaas of the Qe
of ’%&m Lo, awtriw eppesy before 1769 - thege may £ll e the |

seltie refarmmﬁ 5o the common éruse

iﬂﬁwm of Erthur Lee. _§i=9, feit menly e weﬁﬁm% of his cenee -
porhups wa}imizgg Shat Hii%ms, wee rather _,a“ 3&@1@% politiesl f&gzzra ,
wi;cme wWOrGa, onge !w hed schieved gmnai&ar aae:}.*zm, W&ﬁm ren 1ittie.
v wrote that he had dined fregyently &t K‘Amg‘a Bonch prizon wvhere
hie w’% “ﬁes&armi petricts of whog I shall be 6&*&&1’&9& if we find
‘one S&dxmy in ﬁwexve eaeetﬁmg *  Thus Lee mwgniﬁaﬁv the inheremt
paaa:.biliﬁigs of the Britiesh Radicslse but aim he futility of hie
siienpt to develop them, In Monitor XT he pictured o discoureging.

. state of sffeire in Bnglend. Lord Shelburne, whose oppositicn wes
grounded on trme grinéﬁgieé‘; ¥&p the only g@lﬁf&eﬁ figare from vhom -
Aumericsns might expoct emytblug. There wep no chence of his éaﬁza&ug
amy pover 245 this geith tn Shelturne slone he sleo expressed in
latiers m Richerd ﬁ@:&;’v Lee. 147 . &fter %;ha ﬁ&mﬁnﬁim in writing,
kis "Memoir,” Lee ocutlined his plan of connecting himself with the



43~
British opposition. He believed thst the srbitrary views of the crown
sffected in the same manmer the colonies end the mother country. He

nced the series of articles ﬁiw Junius Americams:
alar mind. #148+ His brother was

in ﬁrﬁ&r 'm keep them slive in the popul
elented to the Livery. These sctivities @f the E-e% in London imam
Richerd Henry st home. He wrote to Ssm Adems of the jlen of despotism
vhich spplied to both sides of the Atlantie.”*”" . other Virginiens -
tg sctivities by privete W}a and read the

wh@ke&ré of Artha
Viz A Gazette for the very specific eccounts of ﬁi}kea‘ doings, his
aa@p@rt W ﬁzéﬁiasex and the London Livery, mrﬁmﬁm debates-in
shm, of a&l British libersl or Radical political a&ﬁv&ty - Y

mtaim;y ham ;mwﬁ encouragement, A %ﬁhﬁigﬁ%ﬁ_ in Engm asing
Ay eﬁ ‘the game techniques developed locally must aaw mml‘w& in
sttaching more significance to this sgitation then it rightly deserved.
It, forthermors, anﬁwhted}y lessened. the atmnggm&é with which t.ha
ordinsry Virginisn would regard forsefal a;g;;@ssgm'm his king's )
government, The colonists oventually pessed the Ez*itigh Redicals on
their rosd w"mmtiezm Arthur Lee, slong with w thiﬁking

Virginiens, seems to have realized that this would happen.

ge. the nature

Iﬁhaa been the purpese of this pap@rm :
fan opposition to Grest Britein's rule. 4s e mfmas, ,
“before 1765,

noted the dislike of certsin aspects of British domin
but we found that these grievances wers within 2 narrow compesa and
that th&?wmmr climexed by @ theory aﬁ’_~ fa?@?;mim. The neuspapers



reflected nome of these slements of controversy nor did they imdulge

in reporting discord in British domestic politics. Thus is emphas
_the faet thet the colonmiste were content to be within the empirs, to

recelve the many bemofits which such & status brought t
#votd ths vesponsibilities of their posttlom. It is alse a fast,
‘however, ‘that in this geme perioed %rgima %a% developing a
politiesl theory. In s mature sociely in wiieh luisure and its use
‘in the pursult of knowlsdgo became possille, men véad the classtesl
%@%ﬁm of the seventsenth century end their Vidg adeptors of
..tza& ax@m eenm They made scguzintence wim the well-known -

- Fresch mwrs of govermmopb.

- With the imgamﬁﬁm of & pew imperisl M{:y after the
FProach end Indisn wer, there &evela;;e& ebiadent politicul discussion,
both in ‘the notation of events on the London scene and in the essays
ixi ‘the empliro. viz‘gmzam

and ‘petitichs concerning ‘the ‘colonistst plac
then }wgm; to epply to their swn case the ﬁhearﬁ% ‘they had been rming
snd formmlating without specific sim for years. At ‘the basis of their

politicsl theory was the soception of the aﬂﬁs@g&mmt &5 &

Manwé ‘one in whick king, fords, Cemmons eech ‘h&é +he power to overe

rule gh&aﬁh&m in the event that one assumed arbitrery power. The
taxation of the coleonles, the gquartering a@;ﬁ‘"%maga, “the new wnd en~
forced restrictions on Americen trade wers ull consfdered gviderices

i then VRS =

of this tyranny. The logiesl question for the Virglisie
who wEB to be considered responsible for this despotiem Thet it
e in *klw

‘cmﬁ exist mmst be due to the detﬁrm:mt}.m of . t}m
‘British g@vmmam Which of f&w “three brenches m exercising such



B
power snd which was failing in the duty of curbing 1t2
ﬁg; e have geen, the largest number of: refer nces in the
ette wore to the despotiem of the minmtxya Coming from

British asaﬁ Smericsn wm, they would emnble: one to moke & good
csge for the contention thet the colonists frem 1765 o 1776 sow in
the mintstry the responsibility for their plight end iransferved their
batred to the kimg only et the laat minute to make & spectoculer
reeitel in the Decleration of Isdopendence. It i¢ true that Virginie
denuncietions of the king do not sappesr in suy mgmmklﬁ ongber ix

e : ‘tut there wag one as early ae 1769 and scothing oriticisms
§n.1774 snd 1775. The labter guestionmed how zmgmdwaﬁm conld be

zette,

preserved, &= if 1t were & front for the true opinicm &f ¥irginians.
That this was the ¢age wep reltsrated in the preface to Jefferason's -
v advenced exprogsion, which the editors

cledmed o be the opinion of mauny, Jefferson had ?ﬁimé out the |
yregpongibiiity of the king %o prevent the exarmmr £ sny ax&itm:zg
anthority in bis kimgdom. . By so doing @n}g emlrihe maintein t;m.xiﬁkﬁ

1,
Belingbroke, and Junius, vhose writings were kaown asepsrsts editions
and in reprints in the ¥irzinie Gemelie.

to he king.  Such a theory hed besn emﬁmiﬁﬁeﬁ by Hachisvel

. dmonymons mm had uftaa

expressed the ssme viewpoint. Richerd Blwzd in his Insuiry hed imwheﬁ

upon it slthongh he had shied sway from its fall implfcstions. The

Virginians, furthezmm, were sequointed with Blackstonets legsl inter-
pretation thet, the mintetry vas an edjunct of the king, vot of pariiew
ment. = It is wnderstendsble: that the feeling that the king wes the suthor
of British despotism was not oftem put imto vords befors 1776. It wee
much simpler end more orthodox te oriticise the ministry bty whom reforms



o
e@ui& have been made., When it becsme spparent that the ministry end
its atiltude were to remein unchamged, atiention was tmaé m the
king as the inria?snémt branch of the me& government which m‘& curb
the at}mm‘_ This was & logical step, and ;@; does ma seen too wﬁsﬁ
‘*»L_;of Bey thgﬁ it was at the bhack of ?irginms‘ minds during the. mtim .
swing their understanding |

coloniel controversy &s tho lsst resort.
of the concept of belanced govermment which incjuded the classical
Remma&a mtargmtaﬁen of %he M@, 4t counld haxﬂly have besn
9”35@3"*1% A
- mginxm knowledge of the politice of the p@ﬁiﬁm in
Englend 1n the ssms period wes significant in ot it provided mwha
for the ¢riticism and demuncletion of governmental suthority. There
ves & community of interest on both sides of the Atlastic and had there.
been. hetter iﬂaéara and & wider alacm% tﬁa &tmngtﬁem 'bi;e Hadlcels

Englend, some reform f&rmw}a pax*mmt and the a&iniatry might b
heaa achiévad. The ¢olonists could read in the newspapers af the use:
by Mi@&lﬁ of the game %éstmiquex -'zzf’ revolt shich were so effective |
m@amm. Mammmmssee worked hard to meke & united
cause 9? the two,: &.&W& re:liniag tize ixpes&ih&lﬁiy of the tzsk
beeauge of the 1i
tially en ineffectusd political movement ahic%a could accomplish noth-
ing sgeinat the ministry (and this is aﬁg&mﬁ in the Gugotte) must
have fu:i;hmf mamnma the convietion af ﬂrg&aim that the king-
ship was the only source of m&mﬁéf. Since George III bad refused

distions in Ehg‘ia’aﬁ* ,&wemas thet this wes. aaaam

to exercise his power to check the despotism of the oither brapnehes,



b

the sdm%sge of & mixed gavermt haai been &estmyed, Thus, ﬂa
mlmﬁsts raashsé *t.m classicel aemblim émtrm ei' %he mteaath
tyrnwim mm& Bince he

century that it was fmp
refused to protect them against the mx@tw& be must be repudisted,

COLLEGE OF WILLIAM &-M2ky
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v ngmm He Yan me,
' S@fs&l@@‘ #, Cewehr,

isaae £. iiazmll,

Vir gm Gezetts, ?&hmry lf! 1’73%3 P& 2, ¢ol. 1. 411
raferanaeﬁ ‘he ﬁev&gmgsr& are tca ‘E«he ?ix inia &ggeﬁte, which

(Duram, 1930}, e
Yen ‘i’yne, '?‘?g'

thma 'I’_m};ga’ -gmﬁ%- m@,,‘

Ibid., 75

Ibid., 84.
Zbid., 9%.

?m@y‘ @1’1& 23; 1??53 &0 3* Mt 2‘

This vas, of course, & fallacious atti%ﬁéﬁ in ﬂmu Britain

- did not bave & perfect mixed govermment, snd it ma}.& Bot

heve hem the savior of colonmial rights.
Miﬁ 'ﬂﬂé gim’ Jtﬁy 11, 1766, P'ﬁ 1? Gﬂit 1,

aﬁi}% i‘emnﬁ in almost the m& words inan *Rrxtrect from A
used by HMr. Diskingon, euthor of Farmer's letier
ia?ﬁnm;y éﬁimry 19, 1775, p. 3, col. 2.

Ia Iaea’s use of terms can be sesn the originsl clessical
Republicen concept of balanced govermment {Aristocvary,.
Monarchy, Demoerscy) eonverted to the British-American
concept (lagislaﬂva, executive, judicial). The gsme
phraseclogy wes used in Letter V of the British American

5 £.1 Bind, June 30, 1774, p. 1, col, 1. Here, however, it

wvag farther noted that corruption haﬁ aet in and the
#yitals of the comstitution® were -
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gms C. §all&gh ﬁéo, R8T
{Raw f@z’k’ 3.913.}, lgff -

?Miﬁ ‘and mxan, ﬁé;ﬂamer 5», 3,%6, Pe 2, m&, 3.* ,
?m;ze and Bi’mn, Im 27, 3."&55, g. iy mﬁ. ﬁiw

m‘é@, ﬁﬂ%ﬁm 1@, 1765’. ﬁhx 3, eol. 1: )
‘Rind, April 20, 1769, P :%., sol. 1.

2 1?5393 P l,; eol. 3.:

X%i:iw ﬁsmmzy 1z, 3.‘?@?, P :i,, col. 1.

23 v_z“ ; ﬁfﬁ in m; «&mi 14} 1’?&3, 94& 1; 9'51& l}
i ¢ ﬂ-ﬁ; i in Bﬂad, ﬁ&;’ ﬂé&y w&?@; Pu 13 2ote e

Atticus, ‘Ho. 1, ‘Ibieh; Petition of Frecholders of Middlesex

‘County so King, in Riud, dngast 17, 1769, p. 2, ©o%. 1.3
- Petition of Bivery of London in Km, in Rinéi, ﬁeg}wmr 21,

mgpzmt;, 3&?&9, e Xy ::;;3.,. 2.

ﬁm; Eﬂm 3&, 1”3} 9' 2’ gﬁle 1@

Zera Sa Fink, The Qlassicel Hep

blicens (Evanston, 1945), 10.
I?;;id., 24 '

: Q;i_gi;. Thie :invasion of the rights of one estats was often
eited by Amervicuns 2¢ the geuge ¢f %ﬁ&»» daay@%im of the
, m*thm* countey ai‘*ﬁer 1?é§ .

Ivsd., 27.

Bes below, pp 31-35, for evidence e.E t&zeir influence in ¥irginia.

M; ?@mﬂ 23; 3«7&9’ ?; 33 eol. }-c ' .
e and Pixon, July 13, 3.?69, pedy eols 3s
xber 14, 1769, p. 2, col. 1. The North Brit

Rind; Septe : ‘
fmmﬁe& in 1762 by Wilkes; was ome of the chiel organs of the -
opposition 4o the gowermment. The London Hadieals here
touched on the idea of the king &g sbove the embroilments of
politics, but feiled to point out specifically that he vas

ebl;‘;gau 71 grmm; the tyrsnnical exertion of sutbority of
one group over amother. Jefferson later Ehd thiz. Here, the
ninistry vas held rtsﬁpﬁssi’b}.@




Rind, Japuery 17, 3;??,‘1, P 1, eol. 1«

iﬁnﬁ, ii’ebmary T ZL’“”&, pe 1, eeﬁ.,. L.

Purdie and mxan, Eeeemmr #53; 1769, P E, col. 1. This came
ides 1is axgmmd sgain in a2 extraet from the Politice

Begister of ﬁwm‘fmr, }??’?E, in & mi, ;hamers‘ 3.3, 3.‘??_,,
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