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The purposs of this study is to investigate the use of histaric
censation in the American histories of Georgs Bancroft and Richard Hildreth,
The suthers® respective histories of the United States were used as the
basis of the paper,

Thix investigation involved primsrily an internal study of George
Bancroftls and Richard Hildreth's histordes of the United States, The
model for historic explanations that is used in the paper 12 Ernest Negel's
in The Structwres of Sciance.

A compordson of these two historians! methods and their sonclusions
suggests that their explanations of causation varded widely because of
thair opposing views on the nature of historiographys

This dnvestigation suggests thabt it is possidla to welte an explanatory
history that will retain its validity.




HISTORIC CAUSATION IN THE HISTORIES OF THE UNITED STATES
OF GEORGE BANCROFT AND RICHARD HILIRETH



INTRODUCTION

It is my purpose in this paper to Investipate and explicate the use of
“causality” in the hietories of t‘hsj United States by Richard Hildreth and
George Bancroft, These two men form an ‘intarestmg contraste They lived
in the same era, both were New Englanders who atbended Phillips Exeter end
Harvard about a decade apart. George Baneroft began collecting the material
for the first volume. of his history in 1832, Betwsen 163k and 1675 the
ten volumes of the history were published, in twenty five editions,
Hildreth's first three volumes were published between June ami October of
1849« He had worked on them for about twelve years, The last thres volumes
were published in 1851 and 1852, So although Mdmt&s began to write after
Bancroft had published several volumes, their mtmea woere written in
about the same periods Yet with all these similarities, their views of
philosophy, politics, and historiography are completely divergente They
were representative of an era of historiography still largely unawere of
the analyticel problems inwlm in historical mammh and wﬁfbﬁng that
have been raised in recent years by .such men as Beard, Becker, Robinoom,
Gottechallk, and cthers, |

Bancroft belleved that the evente of history must be carefully
authenticated but that they must be used in historical writing to mgm,
sntertain, enlighten, and set examples for men. He followed in the tradition
of the Puritan historians who saw in every event the hand of God, but with
Baneroft this providential view was tamed and tempered by German Romanticism,
Tronscendentalism, and Jacksonian democracy. God was no longer nysterious

2



and terrible, working in strange ways, understood only to Himself, For
Bancroft, God had chosen as his wshicle America, which was to become a
model to the world of Liberty and Progress.

Although ultimately God must direct the events in the universe,
Baneroft placed his immediante hope in the comon men. - He was easily able
to combine this faith in the reésonableness of the common man with the
most blatant use of demagoguery in his politicsl careere - In fact, his
friends claimed m?c it was hard to tell when his history was intended
at an cbjective nccounting for the progress of America and when it was
a "wote far Jaciwmq_“l In sum, his historical writing was a grand moral
battles the hand of God was in the background, but progress of the
common man in America was the agency and focus.

Hildreth, on tm other hang, cmﬁeivea of a science of mans "y
principle 1s, to apply to ths philosophy of man®s nature the sams inductive
method which has proved so succesaful in advancing what is ¢zlled natural
philosophy,® that is, sciences’ His approach to histerical writing
foreshadowed what haa_ ccma to be called scientific historys His style
was direct and p].as.r;,, s object was not %o preach a particular faith
but to achieve o‘bjmﬁ‘vity in his History by using an inductive approach
to his evidence, By an inductive method he meant thst all available
historical evidence would be studied meticulously and then he would draw
explanations and conclusionez from this evidence. Fis object was to place
historiography beyond ths reach of persopal prejudice and make it into one

mj“";_g‘gmwv Schneider, A History of American Philosophy (Ne Ye, 1963),

Rs.aharﬁ Hildreth to Caroline Weston, Jane 8, 1841, 1S, Anti-Slavery
Weston Papers, Boston Public Iibrary. Quoted in Domald E. Emerson,
"Hildreth, Draper, and Scilentific History," Historiography and Urbandzation,
(ﬂzmaimwa, 191 ) 139,



branch of the "philosophy. of man's nature.”

Although these two men had completely divergent ideas about history,
both view polnte can be seen as typlcal of the early ninsteenth centurye
The two aspects of their era which hélpdb@ explain their points of view
are: 1) the meaning of "seience” at that tims, and 2) the relationship
of the individual to governwent in the emerzing capitalist econony of
Amerdica,

(Tt is difficult to generalise about these two complex aspects of
thought a8 they were viewed at a cerbain pericd in history, However, a
bried outline of what I understand was the gemeral position on science
and politics in the early ninsteenth century in America will clerify
Baneroft'e and Bildreth's underlying positions since their points of
view are (to a certain degres) depsndent upon these contemporary idsas.
Since Bancroft and Hildreth did not write or tihdnk in an intellectual
vaouum, it is pecessary to investigate briefly this climate of thought,
This outline of early ninstesnthecentury concepta about science and
politics servee as the broad framework for their thinking, and an under=
stending of the conclusions presented in this paper is contingent upon
an understanding of this broad framewcrk,

A quickening of scientific inquiry and discovery ereated an optinistic
atmosphere in the later seventeenth and eighteenth centuries which held
the promise of finding undversal laws by empirical observation that would
apply to both the universe and man. This represented a partial rejectiom
vile, enly a de%rrm to the salvation of man, With the partial rejecticm
of this viéw and the embracing of the concept of man 2s & legitinate area
gor solentific, empirical inquiry =esomething to be studled and explained
by natural lawsesthie smphagis wes turned from heaven to mabter and man



himself, By t&m mm aigghmm and WI&’ nineteenth centuries, howsver,
theta mgﬁricﬁsts ngpm& by nen who mma to conserve ammal
values because thay !’al'!: that the engﬁ.ricm: mémd mn to merely an
e:p!m.nabie, mmmle andmal, A&%hwgh My a&aa mmevw that man
could ba studied as a matural phencmenon, they www to preasrve & mx&
for ﬂ%mmrwm smmammmwamamm
&mplﬁxzatimg of 6@1&03 f.n tiw a&rl:v ninﬁ%mh Mw. Seiemce had
mdiemy c:tmngaﬁ m'& vm of himsslf and his MWQ a:tm:ﬁ medieval
tines, ’fha cme%im was: is 1t possible to mm on to any of the |
yrsemcapt&ma ai:mzt. tha mﬂqw value of men or mm m relegate himself
te a mere a@&iaas e:peuk ina aalf-regaﬁmim miw'm? I was a conflict
within ﬁhe ranks s:af empiz%ista thet was zang ;:an awhsg Baneroft's
and mimath‘n ora ams :m pmfmmdzy mm tmw vim of ecience ana
m.ﬁ B :
mmsn wen 8 Bm%ham% txbmmam m %mtaﬁmsm was
mmueﬁbatim of. one Mp in the &ewlw af %‘M wmﬁr&a&l aﬁw of
man, The mmm&-mm ratural pm.asm denied an earlier idea
: -mmwwmmmmm of mabter and

moticn. *I‘hey aaamad thsx; nan wag miqm m h’i# sensitivity, Their
notbo wag, Frm Polyp w Prince all is Pain and I’Emwc ¥ This principle
that man s guided by the pain-pleasure principle is the basis of that
‘kind of wtilitarian mmmwmmm Rmhwd mawt.hm an ardent
followers

| But, mﬁmwmmtﬂﬁinthaﬂim vtmaammfw soientific
study were tha W of romantic atditude, The mm.m danded that

;faaﬂh*idga Riley, From Myth to Reagon (N« Y., 1926), puseim.



theéy reduced everything to nonespiritusl values by a‘am that it wes

far more wanﬁerm and mitmg to stuéy man as an abaarvable emity than
it was merely to apecmlate on his place in an unpa-mn, mabmmble
heaven, This furnished a creed for glorifying naturs: men like Rousseau
‘ultinately sew perfection in nature and, thus, in the natural man, These
pre-Darwinian romanticists iﬁm sble to view man /a.a the mm:aa% conplex
and faseinating creature in a complex and wadr&ua_ tmi;c\erseg Nature,
from this view point, was kindly snd bountiful to man,

Baneroft added to;this romantic notion the German romantic idea
that embedded in each nation is an "idea" or "spirit? whs.ch directs its
&emlamnenm He spoke of the common mindeemeaning a collective mind,

a “ranscen&anﬁal m:mcept aef&oaar t.a Engol ‘bhan Emeram.s Baneroft wae &
student in German after rﬁwﬂ.ﬂng bin degree from Harverd, He glsaned
from his experiences there a very generalized, rm‘t«m faith in the common
mane This was not & carefully thought out philosophical cancept; this
common man and the collective mind appear in his worke as hypostatizationse
With Baxmrg:b; Rougseau's perfect Natural Man evolmd into & perfact Common
Man: the "idea" of Anerica was to direct its development and the comiom
man acts out the "ides." So Bancroft zlao wu%& he had & sclentific
basis for writing history, He had discovered the "i.de&" of America and
would mézﬂely wri.te it da#zx. He followed the schalaﬂy pwactiﬁes of going
to original source matsgial for his History ao hia Mtingen mnf@saw,
Heeren, had emgh_aai_s;ad. but he felt he was sclentific be_eam m hed

6Schmider, Philosophy, 105
Sea, Letter from Heeren to Bancroft, quoted b, M. A D, Howe, The
Life and Letbers of George Bancroft (N. Y., 1908), I, 269+210,



discovered the pattern or plan, "idea" or “"spirit) of Amsrica and was
wsing ‘:i:i:, to explain histaricsl am’&m?

Thus, the other side of a view of careful, empirical, scientific
&nqtﬁrymnb&mtabeavmﬁ¢mmhmthewagmmwmm
nations and a glorificstion of thoms George Bancroft's view of sciensce
wag just the counterpart of Richard Hildreth's view,

Jacksonian politics ami econcmic prineiples were embraced by various
men of varying backgrounds im part because they embodied the vague hopes
and the amorphous feers of an era of extreme change, Not only had man's
view of his place in the universe changed completely but the rise of
nodern ceptalism and the evolving change from an agrarian to an industrial
society seemed to threaten the very moral basis of the "0ld Republic.”
The process of rapid industrisal change could not be reversed, but a wide
range of men ¢lung to the strength of Jackson ag protection against a
new, often exciting but incomprehensible worlde Egually, the Jacksonlan
"persuasion® was rejected by a diverse group of men who viewed it as
dangerous for a variety of different reasons. Richard Hildreth rejected
Jackson, not, as hag been suggested, bscause of vague attachments to earlg
childhood loyalties but because he saw Jackson as a dangerous demsgoguce
He rojected Jackson's econcmic policies as well, but it was the dictatore
demagogue appealing to halfeeducated maeses that Hildreth fearedesnot the
idea of demoerascy itself,

Exos

&Bavid De Van Tassel, Regording Americal’s Past (Chicago, 1960), 111-118.
Alfred H, Eelly, "Richard Hildreth," T arcus We Jernegan
%WWQ Willdam T, ﬁcﬁéﬁ, ;dm%%a, 1937),
L]

?
Dengld B, Ererson, Richard Hildreth (Baltimore, 19L6), L7-5l.



‘Bancroft; on the other hand, pictured Jackson as the lisssiah of
the common man and a major contribufer to the unfolding of the "idea®
of Americz. As in their sclentific views, so in the political realm
Hi&.&rat.h and Eamroft represent two sides of the same coins It is atill
- plausible to judge Jackeon elther as e demagogue or as a legitimate
. defender of the common man against entrenched "privilege.” Both Bancroft
and Hildreth during the Jacksonian era pictured him in these two different
‘yet closely connscted, ways, Through out this study I have tried to
~ keep in mind not only the divergent aine and sccomplishments of Bancroft
end Hildreth in wrditing their histories; but alse thelr similsr starting
point in early nineteenthegentury thought.

To study snd analyze "causation" as it operates in Bancroftt's end
Hildreth's historiep it is necessary to outline what I mean by "historic
causation” end the model that I will use to explain and eriticize their
workss In vecent years histordans and philosophers have raised guestions
about what is involved in historical explanation and what problens are
involved in determining causes of historicel evente. I have taken as my
model throughout this paper the study of historic inquiry by Ernest Nagel
in his book The Structure of Science,

In *m.és " p#miﬁhé‘mr&. “é#@aﬁ:mz“ is used a3 meaning the causal
dependence between eventss The cause of an evant (or historic causation)
is a developmental concepte Historical explanations of causation thus seek
to discover o necessary relationship between sequentislly ordered events,
The events thermuelves may become causes of other eventsa and it is their
relationship that the historian attempts to explain when he talke of causation.
I have taken it for granted in moot ceses that these historiens have the
events in their histories in proper sequence and that the evidense they



present is factually corract.

A1} scientific explanations depend on general lawse Nagel and
. others distinguish botueen different types of general lawse A brief
review of these distinotions is mmt- to this papers First,; there
are g priori laws or mstaphysical lawss These are laws which no amount
of proof can either prove or disproves They bave no claim on this world
- and thus they caonot be supported by empirioal data, They are speculative
in the sense that they try to assertt If o certain g priori law is true
then wbat conditions would follow from its scceptance? - For example,

"God is sllepowerful and knowledgable and thus causes sll events” is an

2 priord laweeif thic law io taken for granted then other propositions

can be deduced from this lsw, However, there is no empirical proof either
for or against tho existence of an all-powerful God that causes all eventes

.Becond, there is the typa of laws called empiricals These are:
dez*ﬁ.ved from observation of natural phenomenas They sre arrived at by an
inductive method and, therefore, are not absclute or unlversal and are
subject to changes The physiecsl laws of matter and motion are exemples
of thie type of law, : '

Third, thers is a gemeralization which 18 a substype of empirical
lew, calléd empirical generalization. These generalisations ave deducible
from facts, but are mere sketches of observed phencrnenss. They are not
laws becouse they explain only s specific ocowrence and do not have
universal forme "I'm hungry so I will eat® is an example of an amp:i.fiaal
generaligation,

Yagel arguss convineingly that there 4s no logical difference between
the structure of historical explanations and scientific explanations,
Historians, uwnlike sclentists "aim to assert warranted gingular statements
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sbout the ccewrrerice and the inter-relatioms of specific actions and

other partieular cccurrences” while the sclentist attempts to make both
singuler and general statemsnts, Higtorians, in other words, while
depending on general laws of human behavicr in their explanaticns, do

not aim at ostablishing these lsws. 5till, historical explanations of
particular events do not differ from the structure of similar sclemtific
esplanations, Nagel points out that the logical structure of historical
axplanations exhibits a probabilietic rather thon deductive form, I

¥e sayt we have a reason under & clroumstance for which an individusl
always deas a certain action, therefore, having the reasom and circunstance
the individual does this action, this would be a deductive argiment,
However, historical explanations bave at best inductive rather than a
deductive forme They assert only that given s reason under a circumstance
most men or 8 certain percentage of men do a certain action, therefore,

it is probable that the actor did the action because of the given reasons

Hagel outlines three possible types of historicsl ewxplanations, Ae
he points out, there may be many more varieties of historical explanations,
but as these are common ones and since they are impartant for this paper I
shall briefly oubline theme .

The first type (which I will designate as reascneexplanation) is an
action invelving an individual which lacks temporel spread, In other worda,
the historien does not write as Af a sequontisl ceries of events spread
over time are important for the argument. There may have been events
leading up to the particular event thal 15 being explained, but for the
duration of the argument, time is atopped and the historisn gives the causes
for an action without raference to time or to sequential happenings. This |
type of explanation alms at giving a resson or ressons why an individual
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(or group of individuals) decided %o act in a certain way wnder certain

. ‘circumstances. ' For eumemple, if I said that a person committed a crime

becaune of deep feelings of hostility toward bis father this would give
& pospible cause of his action without reference to a particular event
in a sequential order, Whal is neecessary to this type of explanation.
i that the character of the actor is invoked; that his circumstances are
revealed and that the various cholces of actions are elicited and the
necessary evidence is given for hie particular choice of action.

The second type of argurent is one that involves explaining the

‘getions of an individual or individuals in terms of “temporarily extended

circumstances,” In this type of explanation the causal dspendence between
events is not always explicitly stated but the selection for "sequential
mention® infers that the events are cauvsally dependent, This type of
explanation usually tekes the form of a narration. For eéxample, two
people were taking & walk and found a valusble cbjecte Since they did
not know to whom the object belonged, thoy engsged in a viclent argument
over which of them was to cleim it. Without expllcitly steting so, this
srgument supposes that we sec the causal dependence between 1) a walk
2) two people boing together 3) the finding of a valusble object b) a
fight, It aesumes that 'm;:lidit; within the sequence of events are the
ressons for,. the oceuses of the action to be explaineds  The whole exe
plangtion involves mentiondng a series of events, and is analysable into
& gserdles of probabilistiec explanations that happened more or lass
sequentiallys, It is what is called gesetic in farm, meaning developmentals
I will designate thia type of explanation, genetic explanation.

Finally, there is the type of explanation that attempte to explain
an aggregation of events constitubed oub of the actions of many men. This



type of explanation is made up of etrands of ‘subordinate accownts and
forms a pattern that 16 probabilistic and genstic but is composed of
a number of strands of genetit accounts, For examplé, a certain war, ‘
began at & particular tiie,, and, when analjzed, heé causes of the war
are canposed of 6ocial farces, econcmics, intellsctwral idées, national
goals, governmental atructure, etcs intaracting for stated reasons.
Shortly before the particular time the war started the histarian finds
that these forces, were $n a state of equilibriim. Now the histarién
mst show why the aummt‘df forces changed. ' He usually does this by
sxplaining that an ismediate (or precipitating) event or events ocourred
at that tine prodused sone effech which upset the equilibriums, To
explain the war the historian smet also give an account of the development
of each of the socisl forces. Though this account may involve giving
underlying and imisdiate causes for the forces named such causor are
eventually aunalyzable into gtrands of probabiliptic, genetic explanations.
This will be designated, aggregate sxplanaticn

411 of the sbove explanations depend on giving sowe of the necessary
o indispensable causes for events but never the sufficient conditions.
In other words, explanations of particular ocourrences (in both science
and histoary) are auly accepted with certain reservaticme, The promises
in historicel explanaticns avé incomplete when compared to valid deductive
reascning and it 46 in this sense that thay are called "probabilistice”
Also 1t showld bs noted again that genermmmig of gome kind appear in
the premises of all three types of explanationse

_ Ernest Nagel, "Problems in the Logic of Mistorical Inquiry, "The
Structures of Sclenos (e Ye, 1961), passims



One fear atm istorians express over & complete acceptance of
a vi.w of mtwy as social science is that then their arguments must
aim to be free of value ,:}udymﬁa They claim that only factual
,fmw&a ave m in ﬁéﬁmtwa exélémtim and these ave judgments
or ﬂa'b:lmm of the woh&bility of carrectness of hyp#hmw, not of
tmix* W%WW&M%{:&M&. In other words, a Judgment
of fact is mﬁ amieh dopends eantirely upon empirical demonstration for
its proof while a valus judgment is an opinfon sbout the pragmatic worth
of an ides or ocouwrrence to & society or individual. However, if it can
bo shown that, to the contrary, valus J
the view of what is meant by "selentific explanation" msy be changeds

Tn recent writings on this subject the word "objective' is often
used synanymously with Pvaluesneutrality” and the problems discussed
fron Beayrd and Becker to the pressnt day revolve around the difficulties
of eliminating bias, prejudice and poilnt of view frem an objective historys
In a recent psper Richord Rudner has given a convincing argument to the
gffect that sclentists qua sclentists make valune judgments. Ha argues
thaet on pragmatie growmds selentists must decide how much evidence is
necessary to warrant acceptance of & hypobhesis. Since the amount of
nacessary mm is not a fixed quantity, the amount of necessary
evidence considered to be encugh will depend oo many pragmatic considerae
tions, For example, the acceptence of a hypothesis may depend on the
emount, of evidence availeble (or in history the comparstive paueity of
evidencs) and the consequence of accepting a false hypothesis, Jsmes Leach,

adgments ave made in the selences

Richard Rudnsr, *The ﬂaﬁmtia‘b Qua acimm'b ¥akes Valus Judgmento,?
Philogophy of Science, XX (1953), 2-8.



supporting Rudner's earlier argument, says that "the acceptability of
probabilistic hypotheses neceseitetce appraiesl according to those
pragmatic criteria and hence swrrending the valusepeutrality tha‘sies;”m
Additionally he erguss bhat in history the requiremonto of acceptable
svidence may be loogened considerzbly because often the data are meager,
there sbound plausible competing hypothoses, and the lmmediate consequences
of géeapting' a falee hypothesis are rarely {:Mial%;% . Although this is

- morely.a ewmetion of their ideas, this paper will take for granted their
s:.e;&iclua:‘;»% that scientists do make value Judgments as oclentists, In sum,
velue jJudgments enter all scientific explanations at the mement of accepting
& particular hypothesis. 1hat is considered the necessary evidence for

its acceptance is o pragmtic, value-charged decieion, In history aa well,
velue judgments must enter at the moment of deciding that a particular
hypothesis about an historicel subject is accepteble and that there is the .
‘necessary evidence to warrant its ecceptance.. However, although it may

b demonstreted in the futurs thet value judgments must entor at other
pointe in the explanabion, for the purposes of this paper it will be aseumed

that this s the only place thst value Judgments should enter historical
erplanstionsy. .

Having rocepted Nagel's thesis that historical explanatimms digplay
the sime structure #8 scientific explanations and having eurrendered the
valueeneutrality thesie, what them is involved is on objective aceounting
of history and historical explenation? I will relato this question to the
use of histerlc causation in the works of Baneroft end Hildreth.

Leach, Jms Jdop "Historieal Ebcplamtim and Valumhautrmw.
Eaggy in pmmﬂim of the author, 2,

M‘! 16,



Obviously Bancroft and Hildreth have two opposing views on-the
writing af : hiai;@y,_: Baneroft claimo to bave -;lisawemd 8 pm or desimn
ebedded in history and is revesling it, What is thie plan or idea of

Amerfca? What are the implications involved in writing o history that
explicates a central desipn? Is it pﬁaﬁi’&iﬁ\fﬁr Banoroft to give warranted
erplenations within this frame work? mm’bt are the finsl results of
writing a bistory from hie point of view? How does this method effect
his use of histeric causation?

. Hildreth sst out to write s pelentific history by using an induetive
approach to his gvﬁﬁma@ - ¥What does he foel is involved in the m':!.tﬁxxg :
of a selentific history? Does he cansistmw apply his industive method?
Does he take cbjectivity gg: maan twv&}iﬁxsaﬁim of point of view? How
successful 1s he in applying hic sclentific method? Are his explanatiens
warranbed? How doos his method effect his uve of historic eausation?
These ere the major questions which I will deal with in thie paper.



| CHAPTER I
CAUSATION IN GEORGE BANCROPT'S HISTORY OF THE UNITED STATES

George Bancroft's life and works appear to be in polar opposition
to Richard Hildreth's, While Hildreth's life was tragic in many wayoee
his historical end philescphical warks were for the most part ignared,
he was never financially successful, his sttempts at winning political
office vere a failurs, his health was poor,e-Bancroft!s life would be
the envy of any man. Bancroft was a child prodigy, adnired and loved
as a student at W&, his marriages wers both socislly and financially
aﬂvant.agamm, hie mm-m were very gmmlar, his political activities
fruitful and h:m health truly ammng. Baneroft wae an exuberant
Domocyat in the heyday of Jacksonian Demoeracy snd reaped rewards of &

‘civil servics, & Cabinet gmmm and ambassadorisl appeintuents for
he faithful &MQa to the cause.

Bancrof't can be seen 85 a dmnagague, an agportmiat,\ even something
of a snobe-gmploying every mesns to get ahesd in the political gamees
even using his History to please Democratic party sentiments, However,
he can also be legitimately pictured as a sincere defender of the conmon
man and a convinced patriot whe praised his beloved country in his
History. To see him ezclusively in either way would be incorrect for
Bancroft, encompassed both of these contrary positions. He Hstory

1

See, M. A. DeWolfe Hows, The Idfe and I.etﬁere af g erog
g ?: 15083, " Russed. 3, i’ayaa, George Panicroft, m"?hﬁg Robol
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roveals these two facets of ite author, In fact, Baneroft i3 an
excellent symbol of Jacksonianiem itself-=its oppertunist, demogogic,
self-seaking aspects versus its vision of a respomsible citisenry
controlling and supervising tiheir om government for the genmeral good,
Baneroft was not & profound thinker o éhﬂmapherg | His early
student maz's in Germany changed him mm 8 sarim, mdmrmxg,
New m:g:!md thec}.agical scholar into a hﬁta of a dandy, ‘socdally graceful
&nd quite werld}.y, Oni his return New &aglam! geemed dm, backward
and plously serious, Within a few years he had rebelled against the
pessimistic Puritanism of his home state of Massachusetts and embraced
Jacksonian democracy which he procceded to believs mariﬁcally and
oyrtimiﬁ’b:l.x:ally for the rest of his iife, But Bamreﬂ was also samewhat
of an mtwrat‘ in his tam.l As ambasaaéam to Englanﬁ during Polk's
ammation hae at ﬁrst acm&d the English ﬁith nationalistic fervor
butﬁhan‘beganw&akemam of the trappings Gfdiplmtie life in
England with relish, He dressed in ﬁlagmtt, court clothes aud bought &

specially }mﬁ;‘m, fam;v carrisge comtrasting the plain ons of his predacessor

Edward Dverett, who felt that the mpmmtamve of a Rmmz should
dress and ride in aimpliuiw.s

For Ewﬁrofh, our Revclummry war was the mmmatﬁm of man's
highest aﬁhﬁm’mﬁﬂ to be mwa by othez’ cmtrm in the years to
come, Thus, as ambassador to Prussis from 1867-187) he interpreted
Bismarck as a Cerman George Washington who would unlte the Oerman states
in the name of Damcrécy.& Blemarck charmed Bancroft into this naive

-
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view of him by flatbering Bancroft with attentions and playing on hia

love ot intrigue and powsr, Bancroft did nob see the trus motives involved,
“nor 14 he realize that he hinself did not really care for the masses

on alm contact, Bancrof$ gecretly mﬁm &ba privileges of power and
wealth while st the same time he glorified jt.m mapoea, and 8o he was
hoodwinked by the claver Bismarcke - “

This innocent narcissistie faith in humenity was based on Baneroftts
romantic thesis that men was basically gmf and rational, and that he was
‘made mby God, Fw %x;cmf‘t, Awerica aiwwmi bytha example of her
viaébw over the tyrauny of Ehgzanﬂ an& Im' mwing of dammmtfie rights
¢n her populacs the pwaibmma for aalﬂ-gmrwm% inherent in 21l mene
m is the ab?iﬁms and simplistic wesscge Qf’ his bistories, Hs fesls no
nacessity to apologize for ttrles cla:w, az; I'm never qmtiﬁng izﬁaﬁ his
message will be barne out by the facto, EB ’baliwed in a universel Mstorys
that he could use the story of Averica'’s past, ‘ba show the d.i.reati:m of man's
future development, The basis o Banoroftis universal higtory was his
Gerven romentic mtim that in m m«m is Qﬁt’ﬁaﬂ‘i&d a Mmme “iﬂaa*’
of the rsa‘bim'a dmrelmm 5 mmmft. was cmmmd that the "id&a”
of Americs end ulﬁimtely of all states was an wa&uﬁﬁm i}mﬁ cmphm
demoeracy, Thus in Gmy he haralded Bﬁ.&mamk ag the ﬁmr a@w m a
drama that would be p‘.‘w.yad along lines aﬁ:ﬁ.&az« ta americm ﬁavelomt.

Why, thmagh, was the mw of mrica tha cmditim of amlubim
toward “ﬁmwmcy“ mﬁ Bangrnfﬁ pge_paund@d?,‘ The very popularity of Bancroft's

Van Tassel, Regord
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‘ 6 , o
History gives a clue to this, The various volumes of the Histary were

written over a farty ysar psriod, bub Banoroft published the first volumes
in the 1830%s, The concspt of Manifest Dastiny appeared at this times
Banoroft served pot anly the Jacksondan cmuss bub also veflected in his
History a belief in Manifest neam.7 His Higtory, in other wards,
reflects the rise of romentic nstionalism, Sines this attitude was the
cimmon one his m‘hpapuhrﬂ;y was lnmly. A1} of Bancroft's mfs |
mmtemmwmpopwm of the day under a thin vencer of
writing a "poiontific® history, He was an ardent Jacksonian, he believed
in the progress of ﬁ&mnmm man, he believad in the Manifest Destiny
of Amerite, he had a pomantic faith in a cenirsl "idea" for every country;
80 it seemed clear to him that the "idea® of America had already revealed
iteel? and that other nations would follow a similar design. Bancroft
rationalized and mads respactable what meost Americans already thought about
their own country, - | :
Bacause Bamram was sppreciating the romantic demooratice faith, his
literory style was exuberant sud colarfuls Because hs subdivided all
Amgrican history under such categories ast Progress, Limty, m.vﬁm Will
and the Triwmph of Common Man over Privilege, he had few arganisatimmal
problems, He took up topics bhat intevested him ons &t & time and, although

Throughout the section on Benmeroft I have not used Banorofy'a
VAuthors Last Revision® for this was aot representabive of his history
&8 most people read it in theé nineteenth centurys It did nob sell
wells, IU was the mony editions of the earlier volumes of the history
that were popular, Where the lagt revision is substantially differsnt -
I g;am indicated this.

In places it appears that Bancroft's Hetory is more a vote for
Polk than n "wote for Jackson," o



20

nis was a‘eﬁ«mimm ‘spproach, he usually completed eath %opm
befare moving to another, Occasiomally he had scme difficulty in
maivﬁng yr@blm of &ol%tim, increased by his Yendency to d:&gmaa
on subjects m which he was ;mr%mﬂmly interested, such as wlmm I
when he inalu&ed & shert hﬁ.‘s‘bm of tsla.my, and volune v whﬂn he wrote
twelve pages of German mstwy. '

Baneroft is at his best when he is dealing with an event of vivid
and intense acticn, For example, his chapber on Pantisc's war s exciting,
yot. Mszksjtha varﬁwa literary flourishes he is prone to use. Here his
genabic explammm 18 warranted as the causes of m:rbs within the asction
of the battle ere complex but they are also obvious, But i€ this is
Bancroft's best use of historic causation, Bancroft is writing mere
Mpopular® historye Pontlac's war or any particular battle is in general
of only antiquarisn :mtm:at.? »

Most often Bancreft based all his causal relstions upon a struggle
‘between domocrecy and tyvannye Ho chose evidence to suit this purpese
or twisted the evidence to bear out his formula., No matter what the
event., t’&a e&wé of the event must show the cosmon man ‘m the am of
damwme?, struggiing tmard mwm The camon man iatﬁa hero and
- always in %harighﬁ* . Because Bancrwbm fitting the events of hiﬁtwy

gam of these ﬁigzwsim' he eliminates in hi& final rovision.

-Rishard mmm, Hstor the United Sﬁt’e& of Amvmg -
Rev, ad, {xa Ym, 3 ’ *ﬁ%i Wﬁ”ﬁhﬁn i ’

said, "History,. m&eeé, a8 she grows zam ghtened and hunane,
wonld gladly turn gway altogether from such wretohed sesmes of hate
and carnage /of war/, and she duells upon them only inm proportian
to thelr m tical s consequences, and thaix' connection wi%h civil
afﬁ"éﬁx ﬂg
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into a preconceived e:sm&l structure one aa:; mﬁw& wﬂ:&h a hﬁ.gh degree
of accuracy what he will say about the aanaea aﬁ W‘bﬁy Far Bancroft
this fmmﬁa is deducible from mmmwm l&m& and m Mdmce must
boar oub *&hem metaphysical, absolute Iawso ch am:ple; m gives an
acammt of the western Regulators rebellicn in North Gamlina in 1’??1,
but instead of polnting out that 1t was an mmms, dispubeua bmakdm
in the new mr&mmt in American mﬁty-ﬁamrm pé.atm the western
| Regu}atm as sizmla, rustic folk who m mbem.ing agaﬁn;;‘t pwivnage
~which had its origin in Ehglami in & sysm of patrﬁnaga %e cause
of the vebellion must be blamed on the tyx'amimz mmm'a ui' the
’ amwo-m this case mg}.and When he dwwim Ea«:m'a rsbumm,
Hathanial Becon is pletured as having hma "wma*md in a pesx-ieﬁ whan
; every active mind had been awskened o a cmcimsa of p«::puhr rights
and popular Wer,--he had not yj.@ma t&aa 1ove of Wm to the
mmmm of royalty." He "m:'ried to m banks of t}:a Jm River n
.m liberal principles which ks had gathered m Emlish nax;m*iemsg
“ﬁi’he Grand Rebellion in Virginia,® as Banoroft tﬁ*bm Bacents robellion,
is between liberty, represented by Bacm, and tyraxmy, mmaented by
Berkeley. E&m the events are placed in sequence bub t,ha csmea of m
rebellion m the cowardice and arrogance of *&he Rm&i&m. For Baxtcmi‘t,
the rebelliionts umdorlying cause was "A chm bemn prerogative and

popular opinicn, between that pert.of the wealth of the country which was

George Bancroft, Hist of tmit&d Statea i‘rm i;hs Discovery
of the Comtingnty aznaﬁmﬁ% T8, I, T30, S50

Ibide, IT, 217218,



allied with royeliem, end the great mass of the numbers and wealth of
the country, resting on popular power, W the 0ld rionarchical
systen and the Anerdcen popular gysteme® Thus tyranny versus libsrty
iB & bszic metaphysical law in his history and he uses his ovidence to
point out this metaphysical iam
Banoroftts historical research was thorough and arduous, he spent

yoars ecllecting lattera and manuscripts from the arch&ves ‘of Burope
and Amerdca, h:i.a nbz'm was extengive, 1t is astmiahmg that with
mmm%ains of mwm ot hie ﬁiapwaal ha ;:cmm so smepingly expmulate
his formulag when the hewas are in the m‘m m xxsually atataa the facts
- put his c:mclas&m avoid them Tms in the case af.‘ the Pequcd war he
statas the faets of the Indlanst mmmm in gruesome demz, ‘but
concludes, ¥The vigor and courage displayed by the ssttlers on the
Connecticut, in this first Indlan War in New Dngland, struck m«wn
into the savages, and secured & long succession of years of peace,” " He
describes the herrars of ‘the Salem witcheraft trials, but when the trials
had run their course he concludes: ,

The c¢ommon mind of Massachussetts was more wise., It

never wavered in its faith; nore ready to receive

every tale from the invieible world, than to gaze on

the wiverse without acknowledging an Infinite

Intelligenca, But, employing a gentle skepticism,

elininating errary; rejecting superstition as tending

to cowardice and subwission, cherishing religion as

the source of courage and the fountam of freedon,

the cormon mind in New Eng ed henceforward
. to separate belief and reason,”

MQ" II, 21&;
13 |

MQ" I’ !.{mq
1k
Ibidq,p III’ 98,
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Baneroft stated the facts of the trial but bis conclusions gloss over
the weaknesses of Mtaniem which were their cavse., The puritans are
counted among Banoroftts heroes, Ierlicr he had featured them an
"harbingers of a revolution o » «"; "their claim to the liberty of
waphesmngwaa m&lwtammméamndofthe liberty of the
press.” Thus their behavior at the trials must be rationalized, He
does this in the above quoted paragraph by & subtie wemm that they
were zm-rigd away. bﬁr gzeal but that it ﬁaafa 8 tampwy M&y that is
now pernanently corrected. In the case of the muéd‘ war, Bancroft has
‘rationalized tho savage behavior of the settlers by inferring that this
magsacre was the ca%e; éi* years cﬁ’ pRace b&mmme Indians and the
settlers, Thus mmft, usss mistoric eaﬁpstim and explanation of
events as & propagsnda ﬁeviéaa Tt is the 'caﬁse of 'évem and the
am@-immé he draws from é‘wzrhs that are mostoften forced to bear out
his mtaphyamal laws, The common man, or hero, wust be in f.hz right
(m@ﬁghtmmmmame eflibﬁz‘ty)andutha@vemﬂm not show
off tﬁa Wmﬁ in s proper light then 'th@ cause is a:.im'ad or the
emelusim rat:mnaiims thaﬁx behavior.

Bancroft would gee no sontradiction between his carefully researched
facte and the formula thet he foices them to besr oute In volwme III he
axplicitly states the duty of the histcz'iam | | |

The mm'al warlé is mrayad by general lam They
extend not over inanimate nature only, but over
man and nations, over the policy of rulers and
the opinion of masses. Event succeeds event

sccording to their influence: amidst the Jars of
,paﬂsz.m and interests, amidst wars and alliances,

Tbide, VI, 28k
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‘comnerce and cmm::w. they tm the gwiding
principle of civilization, which marshals .
. incongruous incidents into their just places,
. and arranges oheckered gyoups in clear and

‘harmenious orders Yet let not human srrogance

aagume to lmow intuitively, without observation,

the tendency of the ages. Research must be

wwesried, and must be conducted with indifference;

as the studmt of natural history, in examining

even the hublest flower, seeke instruments that

may unfold ite wonderful structure, without color

and without distortion, For the historic inquirer

to sverve from exact dbservabtion, would be 58

absurd as for the astronomer to break his teleﬁggpaa,

and emyute the path of a planet by conjecture,
Hore Bancroft clearly states his position thet a priori, metaphysical
laws govern the universe. "The moral warld is swayed by general laws,”
For Bansroft these are dlecoverable but absolute and timeless laws, and
although he admonishes man with the empirical nscessity of finding these
laws through cbservation, they are within nis graeg). . Onecannot vead his
mistory withoubt developing the impression that he has already discovered
the laws to this "clear and harmonious orders” These metaphysical lews
are both simple and all encuupassings each nation ha& & central plen or
"’idaa"; all nations if they follow the eomm:m m of man toward demoeyacy
and liberty will discover this plan and it v:!.ll 'fmf‘a:té; the United States
is superior to other nations hacmma she had the wit '&.a fallw $his
inelination first so her m:ampl@ ahmzld be fmm by ather' natiops, But
the problém with Bancrofi's use of csusation is not finelly that his theories
are carrect or incarrect. It is that the causes. of events are altered o
£1t the formula, In other wards, his writing 48 popularized history nob
w&wﬂy because of selaction, iacmu*b information; or literary sw}s

a’lthcngh some of thess factors enter into his grobkm. ‘The trouble is

Ibide, III, 396,
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m&mmmmmmamhwmmmmmeww
meﬁﬁm,emmﬁ‘m%. wmmmwmm

{ﬁmemmmmmmmm,ma%aa@wmﬁf
san, mymsmwﬂﬁmmm,M@wawfm
mmwmwmmwm Wﬂ),mmrmmm
WMMMW&M mmmmtmnammmm
wmcmwmwmmuwwm.mmwmmmw
vitistes bis argumentss In fach, he often goss through @ torbucus PROGUSS
of excusing or Pitting the evidense into him metaphysical lawns

To ¢larify what is pesnt by altering canses to £it avmﬁa wﬁm
lswe are saved, I shall do a close analysis of owe whm emt:&mez Eanwm*a
Historye, The Antincnian conbroversy in felrly phort and £m*&mt¢ly m
16 a coupareble séction in Hildreth widch I shall tels up laters By
fallowing oach step in Bancroft's argument At beconss olear how he manages
4o £it Bis carefully rescsrched facts into e schome that suppsrts bis
mmmg, ammmaam&mw.

Wﬂmmmmmmwmmmm&&zm
paragraph deploting the religicus zeal of the coloniete. ,
(x) %WM%%&WWM&MWWM&%&?MQ&M&%
mmtmmmMMymemmwmﬁ“ smmmma
new paragraph to give the backgroud of the immediate problemss (IXI) ® wi»’:sa
e arproganes of apiritual pride, the vagerices of wndisciplined Wﬁma
and the sxtravagwnoss to whleh the intellectusl power may bo led in its
pursuit of wltimate principles « o two distinet parties Wmmﬁ!ﬁ-”
Paragreph I descriles & situaticn where a split over wspsoified m‘&i@m
ideas would occasion Mtter controverasys Feragraph II says thero are two
rartios and that they oppove each other becawss of religious reazons,
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Now he devotes two parapraphs to a general deseription of the two
groupst Oroup A is d:}.gt.ingtﬁaad by beings 1) "the original setilers,”
2) "framers of the civil government,” 3) "intent on the foundation and
preservation of the commonwealth,® L) desirous of "patrictiem, union and
common heart," and 5) reproached by group B for following a ‘covenant of
of works," Now it seems that the distinguishing features of group A have,
from this description, little dii-wtly to do with religious arguments.
However, Bancroft infers by number 5 that they are attacked on these grounds
and he sets up group B a5 religious dissenters: OGroup B is composed of
1) new arrivals who 2) came to America "for freedom of religious opinion,”
3) are mt interssted in the institutions of Massachusetts, L) sustained
with fanaticiem the authority of private Judgment, The structure of conflict,
from Bancrofits evidence, ls a situation schomatized as follows:

Group A Group B

Primary interest preservation Primary interest religion
of the eolony of lMassachusetts '

Baneroft now brings on Amnne Hubchinsen gs the leader of Group B and
describes more specifically who composes this group: Annes "A woman of
such admirable understanding and profitable and sober carriage, that her
enemies could never speak of her without acknowledging her eloguence and
her abllity." This is not a description of a fanatic but of an upripght
and intellectual womane Her followers (group B) ares 1) John Wheelwright
2) Henry Vane(Governor) 3) the majority of the people of Boston, and L)
scholars, men of learning, members of the magistraey and the general court,
Within Boncroft?s text this listing does not seem to follow in all cases
from his general description of group Bo For example, were the majority

of Boston citimenry newcomers? Had they come for religious freedom? Did



they include scholars, members of the court, etcs? Vane and Wheelwright
were newcomers but :ﬂa' would not seem that the majority of Bostonians °
would bes Bancroft has added here a geogrephic division (withiout acknowe
ledging it) and the reader is left to wonders Was it perhaps the city '
dwellers (with a higher parcem»aga of newcomers) against the countryside
and smaller towns +that really formed the two groups? Or was the msjority
of Boston for Anne because of her own characteristics of leadership?

After aetng up 'his‘ two groups Bancroft goes on to relate two events .

that followed in a genatie argument whick can be outlined as follows:

1. "Nearly all the clergy, megb Cotton, in whose
_ house Vane was an inmste, clustered together in
gefanaa of their influencé and in appositim to

ana. :

2, . "whealwﬁght who, in a faat-day'a sermon, had
strenuously maintained the truth of his apuaiona.

”5 7 had never been confuted,"
ms cmwd by the general emwt.“

3. VAt the ensuing choice of magistrates, the religiow
Givisiona controlled the elmtiow.

3a "friends of Wheelwright h&ﬁ threatemd t-o
‘appeal to England;®

3b "but in the colony it was accounted perjury
md twaam to apeak off appeala; tn the king."

La . "The contest appeared, therefore, to the poople,
" not as the struggle for intellectual freedom :
.against the authority of the clergy, but as a
contest for the liberties of Mossachuseitts against
ﬁhis power of the English gmrmx:emm

Se egnmms? Winthrop and his friends, the fathers
: founders of the colony, recovered the entire
mnagem of the gmremmn‘b.

Gs "But the dispute infused its spﬁ.rit w&m mry%hing "

27
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ba "% interfeved wi%h the lavy of m-mms for
tha Pequod wars " ‘

6b "It influsnced the respact shoun o the

ﬁg&&mtes, the distribition of town m”

'”Tommﬁhamminfwﬁmm
»,wmuammahu/ﬁkeaummgws
*Wﬁmwm@mwinmm

The dangers which were a&mﬂtmmw mama

£rom the Episcopal part in ths mother country, gave
mmmmmwmmmmmc; ”',

was almost & proclapation of independence,”
A8 an act of malerwm it found in Vane an

- immhhwm%

1.

2

48,

, f’ganﬂam enbarked for azg,lm‘ wme he
: ploaded in mmm for the MWMa
of Catholics and Dissenters.”

"The friends of Wheelwright could nob brwk the

censwre of thelr leader,?

"They Jjustified thelr indignant remengtrations
by ‘l:»ha Wsﬁ of fanaticism,”

| " 12a Thoy "avowed their determination to fcl:&w

the impulses e:t’ emaimm
‘i‘ma governpent feared, or prebended to fear, a

-Mtwmwwmmwe..g“

“Amezmmama of New England was therefore
assembled, to. accomplish tm dix’mﬂlt tauk of
settling t»he m famhq.

/Kt the synod/numercis o;ﬂmm ware hamiml?

vaguenens of language, so often the

Onaeney

. parent ﬂi‘ i‘sms.m eentroversy, performed the office

16,

. 1?» E

18,
19

-wmmw,

"It was hardly. pmsibla to find any grounds of

- gifference between the flaxwible cmtm and his equally

wmame' - , .
"The gmal poacs. mﬁ‘the co&.wbeing thus mmm

,“‘l‘hatt tﬁm af the clergy was complete.”

“The civil magistrates yrmm {0 pace sentonce on
tha more resolute offenderas.”
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20¢ "Wheelwright, Amne Hutchinson, and Aspinwall,
were exiled from the territory.®

2ls W nts uimd m deliver
. u;wi? m'al?‘ ’ . Mm

Within this Ww argmem Baneroft bas tsm problams to resolve
if nis exﬁlmtim ia t«s follow hiﬁ ma‘&axﬁza*mi.eal laws. The Antinomians
acoording to Baneroftis laws, Waﬁm ong mp in the svolution of
mmctm freedom in Amerdcan damwréey and are counted among his
herces, On the other hand, the comuon Puritans are also herces in Bancroftl's
schemo, Within the Antinomian controversy, he must confront the problen
that two sete of herces are in oppositicn, that the comon people of
Massachuseete are voing against intelleotuad freedon (in the form of ths
mmmm). 8ines his wetapiwsm m aamak be alterced both sets
ofhwmmt smhwbemdem@wmtmmm Baveroft resolves
mmmmmasmm :afhis wgm&nalgreapa. As schematiged
originally these two grm:;sa wore involved in a mriwa ammﬁ% of interest.
Presunsbly each group included not only their leaders as m_ztmm by
Bancroft, but e group of fmg'mm whn chose sides becaude ﬂwy balioved
that either ﬁ&a&m&xﬁm‘w was more ﬂwwbam or tha‘!; religion was nove
important, ‘b}%m thm m:x. be Eamrmf‘b'# vﬁ&aﬁm and hm will he resolve
a confliet between two m:: af heroes?

Emﬁ&aeﬁanyagrmafmamarw Eancrm.. Be now says that
the leaders of group A “clustered t.mhw in defense of their influsnce’e=
in other words Muwmfmtmzmm&rs Wgrmpawemm
interested in mmmag their personal pm rather than hw&ng an honest

N —
bide, T, 366-39L,



dlsagreenent with group B, Benoreft raticnalized the behavier of his
herces, the common :seap}.e of group 4, b‘y anu'blm' itxﬁ'arema: in events
3, 3a, S'b, h«e sa.ld %higt kmmwmm made the nﬁmaka of apyealing to
Whndfarﬁwwb mmhmmﬁmmmmwaw
controversy (to be ams.ma in the coming electiecn) and implied that the
ammmmwamamﬁmm%mwmmm Group B,
which now rmesam "intellectual fwadana "
_ ?mammmmwmmrmmﬁmmwmm

First, following Bancroft's originel division of the two groups, there
was an honest confliet of interest bub then Baneroft changed this confliot
of interest without reasons or siplanations to a **ézrugg:m for intellastual
froedom against the autharity of the clergys” Then he implied by 3, 3a,
3b, that the amorphous commen pecple (group A) would have voted for
intellectual froedem 4f their leaders had not tricked them into voting

In 68, 6b, Bancroft again implied a real conflict-that the dispute

caused real problems for the young cclonys Then in 7-8 be again discownted
this conflicts In 7 he seemed to wso the qualifying word Pesteoped” 0
infer that the damger was not really & serious one yet he bad just pointed
out in 6, 6a, 6b, how serious it wes. Again in 8 bo implied that a large
group (preaunably his common people) went along with the slien act (7)

Though Eanm*m eites as his gource rwttﬂ.atm‘b 40 appeal to
%mmagammrmw&s&wmm.nxmm;wmw

this threat before the election, In Spinte snd S Emery Battis
says that threatensd to & to the “and actuslly

didmkamaypealhmbubb@ththﬂs&imﬁ.mba d after the
elsction, (See, Emery Battis, S ’ e B '

1962), 154 and 18L.) Since this ; > Bano
argtmm I guspect that he may have mpn;am hﬁ.a Mﬂm% at thias
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because it was given an "air of magnanimous defiance from Dngland,”

Agein his choice of languwige is important: Yan alr of defiance” implies
that the act was not reslly in defience of Hngland but thab it was made

to semuso by the leaders o that group A would go along with ite A
was sgain duped by ite leaders. Again event 13 clearly sets up the leaders
of group 4 ss wanting scuething different fvem thelr follovers, Now it

15 the governmant (or leaders of group A) that fears s "disturbance of

the p\fﬂiﬁ peuce," Bancroft may Wmll ztaw been correct in supposing
that this m true but, etarting m&m 1 through 13, be subtly inforred
that these mﬁ_&m pﬁf,@m@ A 1) were primarily mwmaw& in persomal
povsr, 2) that their Zdllovers were duped loto supporting theml, 8, and
13, and 3) that grmzy A was mamng agamsﬁ ite true interests in
supperting e leaders and in not supports
ro;msmt intellactual fresdom (ovent h)..

Again eonclusion 18 is nob warranted ’b:?' events 15<17, In 15-;3?
Baneraft says pesce was restored to She colony yeb 18 seens to imply thab
it was only gmng'am leaders that btenafited, 19-21 merely explain what
happened to the Antincmians. Only in 10 does Banoroft present any evidence
that would sube%xsb&aﬁa m conclusion in 4 that group B deaived
Hntallectual freedom,? Nor doas tha inference in L that the majority of
the eelmma in group 4 were mo voting mmu "intallectusl
freedom”  follow f:msz his w:imx division of m coloniots along the
linaa of & aerim amﬂi&:ﬁ of mmm. - ,

In his explaaat&m of t,he mmgn cmwway Bamrm haa Ysaved"
both groups of “wmf* who were in conflict with sach other, In
camsistency with his ovn metaphysical lavs of Mistary be plebures the
Antinomisns a8 & vital link in the progress of man and the evolution of

g group B who now have come to




inatvidual liberty in Amaricss Ab the came time he has already pictured
the Puritans, in general, as a protetype of democratic eitizenry,
espacialiy the comuon freemen of Massachusetts, Here they are in
amﬂmw mw&mﬁmwmﬁmmﬁm%mmmm
really on the same side-=that of liberty., The couses of these gventa
must show the reasons for conflict between two sete of herces. Therefore,
Bancroft subtly changed the original reasons for the sontroversy, As
the argument m:’.ags the ceuses of cmmflict are no fmagw batween a
grau;& azm w;mma Mnarﬂy to mm the mﬁ:ﬂy of Maammmts and a
Wtﬁa&z considers their religious mmmmmmtmm
presarvation of mmwms ‘beginning with b the amﬂm is batween
intellectual I.ﬁ:m'ty and tiw “autharﬁ.ty of m QW " Batmrbﬁ implm
that m leaders of group A sre more mam in pm t.ixm m ai'bm
preserving the colamr of !iaamammtw cr m&i@iﬁm althmxgﬁ h@ gima no
evidence for such a ﬁwikim‘ In %his way he seves the amm peaple
of group A fm* the slds 0!‘ ”?.&barty“ xah's.la atill having m-ou:% B ﬁtand for
mwmm freedom, " By his am avidama the Antinomians were causing
Na} z:mhl&m w&‘&m the wl@ However, he nust “ﬁavm” m groups
Amﬁmmyﬁmmmgmar m%mﬁm #ide, mdwmlwaﬁm
th&tgrm&mw&mignwa&, mmmmtmmmswgrma
‘and bear the burden of blams that "mmmma:i. fmdom” wm rejectad,
This. gection ia tmmml n:r Banerofits appx*mah to mamti.m; The
causes of events fulfill the functicn of ﬂ%:mg *t«iw avmm into Bamoroft's
schema, smemm&nm giwupthnachmah&mttﬁaﬁm%mm
causes to £it the effects which 'pc.:ﬂ;md:h:t his mta};wﬂical 1&1@3;
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Ho coacludes his secticn on the Antinomian crisis as follove:

Sa mm the Antincstan mm in Mussachusetts.
- The prineiples of Amme Hutehinsen were a natural
consequence of the progress of the reformation,.

She had inbibed them Lo Europss end it is a
singular fact, though easy of sxplanation, tha‘b,
M%mwwm%h%am arralgned &t
Boston, Descartes, lilke heraslf a refuges from
his country, like harself a prophetic harbioger
of the spirit of the coming age, estsblished
philosophic Jdberty on the method of free re-
’M'af the mnd 16 tmm% hceat,

autherity
to itselfs Descartes did not promulgate, widay
the philosophic farm of fres reflection, the seme
fruth which Arme Hubchinsom, with fonsticism of
impassioned convietion, avowed undar '&ha fam of
foward revelations.i9

When Bancroft's genctle argument is fully outlined his evidemes to
suppert Arme 85 a harbinger of intellectual freedom is less than conclusives
Except for the small bit of information Ym*é subsequent activities
in Fngland, (10) Baneroft gives no avidence that group B was even interested
in religious freedom, wuch less in intellsctual freedome ALY that is
cxplicity stated 4s that they "sustained with intemse fanaticiam the
paranount authority of wiwﬁa Judgmentt=ein other words they e:a;ﬂmaizad
the "Covenant of Gr&e&” over that of "workse" To conclude that Anne Hutchinson
was a r&gﬁm ammmar% of Descartes is eemmla' mmwarranted from the
svidence t&aﬁ Bamwi‘% m msentaa zn fesm, Bamraft haa exgaicﬁ:bw
pmted mﬁ m«a the ﬁimim wae a aerim one with many reparcasaﬁma
that had mmxing ta wﬁ&h “thaologys

t s olear to me that Baneroft used causation to £it evidence into
hie schewe ef,mmaaz historye Banoroft's scheme is based oo a system

Ib:td. s I, 391, In his final revision Bancroft eliminates this
ecmpariscn of Anne Hutchinson to Descartes,



- of wtsaplvaiﬁal lawn that ave unchanging and wh&ngcab}.aq Ko empirical
>hal mmm Our corplaint ageinst his formuls is

two folde Mg tha%%%maw his empirical data as if it will bear

out his mtapmm laws, Second, when it am not bear them out he

alters the evidenice oo that it will. Thus, Bancroft gives explanations

enly ineidentallys. his major cbject in writing his History of the United

%&ﬁnmﬁmﬁmh&smmﬁwm ‘What Bancroft has done

i siwply nob histerical m%ngg I nay be am‘thing else: a speculative

;:tﬁmsmt sttempt to develop gamml laws that control all history, a

anda o mme democratic thought, or & questicnshle pisce

of ;&‘M&im¢



CHAPTER II
CAUSATION IN RICHARD HILIRETH'S HISTORY OF THE UNITED STATES

Richard Hildreth (1807~186%5) wss misunderstood and, for the most
part, ignored in his own time, His six-volume history of America did
enjoy & brief vogus in the second half of the nineteenth cenbury during
the heyday of "aclentific”™ history writing 'bxrtgi'ts reputation has eince
suffered a decline, His contemporaries bought and read George Bancroftls
history of America in mfarenm to Hildreth's, mxb only because its
style was livelier tmt because Bancroft's attitudes toward American history
wera generallymore compatible with their m.,. Relther were Hildreth's
philcaophical’ ideas popular, upon which the history as well as his other
writing resteds Richard Hildreth was a convinced utilitarian of Benthamist
sort, At & time when New England was in a ferment over the controversy
between such émmﬁive Mtar&ane‘ as ‘Mem Norton and the radicel new
'phs.mopny of Tranacenaautmm, Hildreth went his owm way, disagreeing
with both‘ He embreced a stand on mowala that was bound to antagonize
wovimia.lly pioua New &agland Hildre‘t«h*s proto=pragmatic system of
| morality was i’mmde:s _on the cémseauancea of hmn actions without reference

to abstract, absolute realms.

1
A See, “AFLazger to An&rgw;n Norton tg %raclaa as the Foundation of
Religious Faith," Frinte : Mar ingle, An American Utilitarians
Richsrd Hildreth (N, Y., 1548), 129-152, ’ '

For Hildreth's philecsophical ideas see, Ibide
35
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mh is Wmmtamw of a group of wen who felh aliepated from
thelx c:mm; mwmmmmm, in the first hslf ammammn
centwg Herman Melville, Amhroae Bierce, Theodere Parker and Orestes
Brownson &1l d:!,aassoeﬁ.abed themselves from t&m changes that were occuring
at thcm time anﬁ loockad 1; the “premssﬁ.ma&a“ of Jacksonian democracy
with peea&nm:m It is mkam ﬂimif&cmb that Hildreth followed in their
tredition by mcming sm«hat @f an amtriata. By tha ezm.:. Ww ara
| he was ai.ek an& punuileaa. His vife ap:;ealad smatly to I.imo:{n for a
pwt for him on 'bha grounds of his abalitimt em&eavws. : Lincoln awarded
bimaamllcmalarpwtat%ﬁmtemm&edinﬁalyﬁnm&& ﬁem
buried in the Americsn cemetery ab Flwance, elose to the grave of
Theodore Parker. His death, far from ‘b!m mm‘&ry I’m J.Wéd, yet frem which
he was allenated by his advanced philosophy was typlcal of his coursgecus,
frustrated 1ife. | - |

Hio contemporaries found his History of the United States dry and dull
and complained that it lacked a ”plzilwn;}hy."t In em&mea, after Hildrsth
published the last three volumes of tha History in 1852, he also published
a treatise aallad Theory of Palit.ics3m which he mi.d, "the author speclally
coamends this trmma to the attention of such oritics as have complained
that mmﬁmm&m@m no philosophy in dte" ) Hildreth
¢id have & pr4losephioal basis for his historys He believed thst the histary
of the Unimd States and its malutim toward éemmraﬁy bore out his
p}ﬁlnsapm@al wmeiplw "'hs.s pm.’x.eanpw ¥as baaad m a pleame«pam

' i’a
He waﬁe this trestise bofore he wcvbe hia History of % ad
States but it had never been published, !&g

Richard Hildreth, Theury of Politics (N. Y., 1853), Advertisenent.
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caleulus: humans sesk that which brings plaaam and avold that which
causes pain, Fbr Mdraih, a democracy causes the Mwﬁ pain a8 it
nﬂnﬁmea the pain of :S.ni’erim’ity by allowing the largest nurber of
participants in government, Although citizens must obey their represente
atives, the pain of oboying is lessened by the reciprocal necessity of
the representatives having to keep their cwn ambitions within bounds in
order to be mmmd. In the democracy of the United States of his

day he found three "disturbing foroes which prevented its working as

an ideal democracy., First, English common law as the basis of American
jurisprudence allewed legislation to be undermined by cowrt decisions,
thereby defeating the intemtion of lawsy second, the prevalence of 'mystical
ideas” (relizicus d@g:mtiﬁm, superstition, etc.), he felt, prevented

fme inguiry into aertam amcm aubjeew ‘beyond a podially aecsp%abla
points Third, thes existence of t:hatfbel slovery enwuraged iy apirit of
caste" which was in direat emﬁradictim with demoeratic ideasag Hildrath
gbrongly &dmc&te& the nenasaiﬁy of & pmmrm ﬁma‘i gevmmwb far he
felt that if the gwsx’mnanb were ungble, ‘&hrough m}mma, to cerry out
its program for the happimaa a;f the greatest nw‘ber it would not satisfy
ths paap;e and would faﬁ.a Thm, he agreed mth Familton in the Federalist
insistence on a strong executive and with the Whiggish American System,
slthough hs stréngly opposed many of the Whﬁg Party's recommer datdons and

63351&. > 26’&”2&5 8
Ibig .3 2 g}m
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Hamiltonian aemmieaa

Not only ctid Hi‘.'.Wh adhere to mmwmm, m h& wge an aet:wa
erusader for certain reforms, = He ¥as a gtrong suppcmar of; the temperamg |
esrussde, wrote the i‘irs‘t Amsyican antieslavery novel (published sixteen |
yeare before Inels Tom's Cabin) and was an aatﬁ.m sbolitleniste Even
during the years that ha warked dmgamly cn his M be did nob
neglect thess crusades, His m:&-.siam mal was partly bmﬁ
philosophical principles, but ap well en a firet hand experience with ‘the
institution aa & resident of Florida from 183436, It was than that he
wrote Desgatiém gg &wg, a treatise on slavery, ax#l Ihe Slaves or m

e

7 -
For an mallent nmmaatim of Rﬁdrath's ;:olitir:al thcughts seer
Hildreth, Hetory, IV, pages 291297, For example, ho cbjecta to
Jeffersonts poﬁiioal ideas mainly because, “Jeﬁarsm's attention

saems to have been almost exclusively directed toward abuses of power,
Hemce his politicsl philosophy was almost entirely nagativee-its sum
totsl sseming to be the reduction of the exercise of authority within
the narrowest possible limits, even at the risk of depriving govwmm
of its ability for good as well as for evil « o » "; On Adams: Avith

the ides of hereditary ranks/"Adams seems entirely to have overiocked

one moat importent comsideration, If the iove of superiority and
dgistinetion leads to the institution of ranks and orders, that very

same sentiment diffusing iteclf through the mass of the people, produces
impatience of the supericrity of dhers, and s disinclination to submit

to that inferiarity which the existence of vanks and crders implies."

On Hamilton: CHoving but 1ittle cenfidence either in the virtue or

the judgment of the mass of wenkind, he thought the asdministrabion of
affairs mogt safe in the hands of & select few o o + He had the sagacity
to perceive, whal subsequant experience has abumdantly confirmed, that
the Union had rather to dread resistance of the states to federal power
than executive wsurpationi but he was certainly mistaken in eupposing
that a president and senate for 1life or good behavior, . « » strength,
under all elective systems must depend on public confidence, and public
confidence 8 best tested and secured by frequent appeale to the

popular vote,"” During the Revolutiomary War, Hamilton had "become

- very strongly impressed with the imposaibility of duly providing for

the public good + ¢ » except by a government invested with ample powars
and possessing means for putting those powers into vigorous exercise o « »
To give due strength to a government, it Wap necessary in his opdndcn; « «
to attach the most wealthy and influentddl of the commuiity to it

by the ties of personsl and pecuniary adva 3 » « » Homilton was
inclined, +.+ « t0 asoribe to motives of pammiaxy and pergonal intorest
a amha‘b greater influsnce over the courase of events than they actually
PoOsSsess.
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8
of Archy Moors, his anti-slavery novel.

When Hildreth turned to the writing of his history he was determined
to approsch his eubject in the same way that he had approsched the sbudy
of mm-;by "inductive ressoning,” Befove investigating his failurs o
suscess in applying this method to his writing of hietory there are some
vbvious complaints that must be brought against Hildveths History of the
United States for they tend to disguise nore important aspects of the History,

Although Hildreth's obtber writing was often lively and frequently
impassioned, he felt compelled by his idea of setting dowm objective facts
to choose a preciss, generally dry iiterary style for his History, Hildreth
selected »n veguely chronclogical organizetion for his work. It appears
that history, for Hildreth, was made up of "slices of time®™ snd that the
enumeration of the events that took place within these segmemts wes the
historian's taske This approach is particularly disconcerting in his chapters
of the colonial peried, OSines this part of American history does nob bresk
up conveniently into peat Presidentisl periods end all the colonies developed
in different ways and ot different times, it is very difficult to handle,
Hildreth constantly dropsthe development of one coleny to shift to another,
Sometimes an entire chapter is devoted to each oolony with some attempt at
fruitful organization, but at other times sccounts of evemts are reduced
to short parsgraphe with the warious colonies treated together, The colonial
section lacks any over all organdzation. To the contrary; his chronological
approach seems to have a 1ife of its own in the History, Hildreth may start

For bicgraphical infarmation ses, Danald B, Emerson, Richard Hildreth
{Baltimore, 1946). ’ . son, Richard Hiléreth
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mwm«;qmmgmmw&ubabﬁntmmmﬁaﬁm&m, but
he fesls ¢W m mgm facts mmm to m central tm
-mm happen w am m» the mm as‘mm.g ﬁe m Beens Wa 'bmt;
mmmm&athmwuwmmmhwwthwmw
famwmw &walamw ‘I‘hua, WWMMW%W&&&
events with 0o attempt m topleal wganimﬁim '

The amm auaﬁxaga are Mimmm of fﬁldmm'n wgmat&ml
mma Wm@ Wmﬂamxs&ywi%mwmeaﬁ mmng up
their amtmhm Thie awmma; which cocurs again emd agam, was
mmwmmwm@mwmtwmmwmww
historys In a note foud ameng his papers he analyse “the last two sentences
of ﬁammft 'a aﬂm w’a’.m. In ws.mmﬁng these gm@mm Hﬂ:-‘dmth says
of B&mrm'a wwkt %?w mjm here is wm w%h& :zhapw bymm
aw&tﬂnggrm, mdmfammmwmmammmn
Hildreth's complaint with Banorofits canclusicns is vmm WWMW,
however, Hildreth's failure to make evaluations abt the end of chapters
$00 often ancunts Lo the leaving owt of any swsmtion of events. Not only

) o ‘

For axample ssm mm-am, iz, :w?-xﬁe. Ka takes up ,
New York affairs, which he had Wﬁ% explain forty pages earlier. Ho
tow mentions & lstter from William IIT to the governor of ﬁw?ark a8 if
it had been wmentioned earlider, howaver, ha had never taken it up befors.
Also see, III, LiL-L1S, whars he gives important information aboub France
bub he meanders from me tople to gnother, Also see, I, 515«520 where
£wmamwwmmmmmmmmmm
x:maﬁ.ummnwatmz:%gmmmam ,

| Faw axample, see, Hildreth, Histery. E, Chapter VIII, he discusses
" the settlement of Maryland but his last paragraph deals with the firet
Virginia "stop law," III, Chapter XLIII, this chapter marks the end of
the Revolutiomary War but one hardly realigzes that the war is over, IV,
mmm after discussing "funding” ba ends the chapter om the
B ation of the Galmb:la Rivere.

Besracn, Hildroth, Appsndix I, 166,




dum@mmmmwmmmmmmﬂmmm |
afnm and 3&31; a8 abmxptlyg B‘m::ina :m eu@m&m to dzw amlmiona
wwsmupemm, but inateadtamapupmhm chrmelowandto
be consistent with bis idea of giving disinberestod facts, ho often drops
mﬂcp&a&rﬁth@mlatm‘@@glat« it, whaﬁramataz&e mlypartwuy
completed, This vagus, ﬁham&mmmkwfmmmwaw*
inconsistencys Often explanations sre offered, for the reader willing to
d&gmm @d&m&aem,hmammwwamsmwyw
else lacking in gm%mtyg " : S

Even though Hildreth's ovganizstion 18 poor and his otyle sometimes
m, this doss not dastmy the w}m&ty ast his ma of histardc causation,
We my ammlain i;hat it 1s Mﬁﬁu'it aia ﬁm im éig m the explenations,
but %bﬂ.ﬁ does m& mke t&m mmsaﬁw ﬂrmza. O the contrary, as an
”mm Hildreth m&ci;aam mmy of the ymh?am and questicas thst arve
being reised aboub the wrﬂ.ting o!* nistory t@éa?. It 18 for this reasen
‘i:ha‘h he is of amawm s.nm to mdm mma. Banerof¥ 48 an
mmﬁagmmmaammm amc*t:a of his oun eras HKildreth,
'mmommmmmmﬁm mm, :ts‘bhe aarliastmm%&aampla
M’ an mm ﬁha a%aamm w mw & @bﬁmiw history fmn ‘hs.s faotu.

Hildmth ami’rm the notion m‘ "nhjmmity” in historical expl
'm & stabed pmt. ofmmah, wwa explained wm, £oliows f:rm
an wly mmh cmtm view of m nafm'e ei’ m:ienﬁe ‘and palitiaa and
meth's philesaphical pwﬁmm o thm« mﬁterm - He melkes Judmms as
tswhati&valmmemmvﬁsmbmmabhﬁamdmm me;dnimaand
his ideas about the amm.x'i,aal Im of human behaviore .zi'ar exanple, Iﬂldrm
sesumes & strong government is & necossity for o demcoracy. Ho assumes that




a democracy i a good form of government, - Theae, and obher basic
assymptions, are a part of his historical inguiry, In Bancroft's History,
we found en urwillingnesc to give up bis metephysical laws when evente
did not £t his ddea of them, Instead, Bsneroft changed the causes for
these cvente 80 thet the cvents would atill £it into his wniversal laws.
Bancroft felt that hie general laws explained a1l developmental ¢ '
developed a schene of universal history wmﬁmm be borns out by
his factos m&h is objective not mmm ‘he dm ﬁ(ﬂn have ideas on
uan mvm, not mz&zma he does mot appesl 10 gener al lews, and not
bacause he d@aﬂ nﬁ% ma valus Julgoenic 1o the amuﬁ.y acceptad ethlcal
sense, but because he ém not mrmn alther fm or causation to bear
them out, , Haz- does he :mek far a pattern to describe m future developmental
changa Bamd what he feels t6 be already discoversd. amp&rical imp of
hwmn behavior, .»m reason that Bonercft is predictable on each subject
ig that he daﬁw all mtm f£rom certain mimm‘l lawne Hildreth
appliaa an irzdustiva m%hoﬁ ‘o historical explm‘bims he attempts to
rolate mmeﬁ and actors that aet upon thebe causes and then to show how
they are namm cmmmi; or else he wnea a causal comnection by
means of what we nev eall a ’wahahmé argzmt.. H& can show this
ennueetiazz only if' be assumes types of hwman asctions bub mlike Banorofh
he 4 not asswne tha?a these types of aetions uill £it m@ a mvmal
| éesign. L
mﬁth mmaeiauaw eomnfroats this :gwblem of vﬁ;amﬁmmy in his
lash three volumes, The first thres volunés sre about the periods of
exploration and colonization and contsin few instances to ohallenge Hildrethis
objectivity, Hldreth adwits in the introdurticn to the second merdss thats

s
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Thaemf‘mmatefmmamwwngnm
mainly concentrated upon a few lmsading and
~eonspiouous charscters, whose personal quaiiﬁm
and particular views come to exercise a not in-
. gonslderable influence over the progress of
affeirs and whose opinions and actioms are dwelb
upon at lengthe-must noturally give to some portions
of the present work somewhat mora of an emotional
character than was cmsistent with ¢ he multiplicity
and rapid succession of svents in the former volumes,
and the reduced scale upon which almost em*ythﬁng
had in eomsequence to be exhibited .
‘says thet it will et41l be his cbjects To rosents
through a pure medium of impartial truth and Justice,
the ovents and charscter of the times of which I
write, undistorted by prejudice, unecclored by
séntimant, neither tricked out in gaudy tinsel of a
maretriciouws rhetoric, nor stretched nor shortened
4o guit the purposes of any partial pelitical
th&qum

Hildreth mwmm the Federal period would threaten his cbjective
approach because of his strong opinions of current histery and politics.
Howevar, Hildreth was somewhalt confused abeyt the meaning of objective
itys He has an admitted point of view, yot much of the time be restricted
his history to an attempt at merely stating facts, Vhen he way ehronieling
events their explanations depended upon mrﬁ.c.al generalizations and
thus were sketches of the past, Ab mm»wm he extendsd the idea of
cbjectivity to include the pressnting of & hypothesis and defending it
with historical evidence, These parts of his history are the most
anlightoning for he still did not abandon his empirical data but in thess
explanations he used empirical laws and that alloved him to go bayond a
simple chréﬁialing‘»af the past. These last three volumes have a lively
quality which is lasking in the first three. They are better arganized,
a8 the Federal period lenmds 1tself to & campletely chronological apwmh..

o

iﬁl&!’&'ﬁh, H’Iﬁtggx » W, Vﬁiﬂ?ﬂiﬁo



Hildreth consistently gives the opposing viewpolnts in the Federalist-
enti-Federalist disagreements, .For exzmple, in discussing the proposed
Bi11 of Righte he saym:

The Federaliets, anxious to accoumplish certain

great objectaesto consolidate the Uniom, to

uphold the public eradit, to aid and encourage

the national commerce, navigatiom, and marmufactures,
. to prevent paper issues, and to enforce the :
“obligations of contractSe-were chiefly intent upon
‘seourdng a government capable of a&;&mpliuhing

those cbjects) and they appeared, therefore, at

the present moment, as the speclal advocates of

power and authority, The anti-Federalists, o

the other hsnd, slarmed at the idea of natiopal.
taxes, fwm lest the interests of agriculture

might be sacrificed to the protection of commerce
‘and manufacturess not over=saxiocus for the payment

of debts either private or public, and more concarned

for the interests of debtors than of creditors;
.looked with alarm upon the extens %ge pwera mted

in the. mtiml gwmmant. PP

m he m:m‘ham bis :S.dea of abjamivity and ha alac gwaa an m:ight.
into the pmibla xmderlymg cause af tha diaagrwmt over thea adopmm
qr the Bm, of Rightas He am tha‘t;

Ne qmmm of fundamental m'smiple as ’Ew the
theory of governmert was really in debate between
_the Federalists and snti-Federalists, and the
- different views they took of the new Congtitution
- grew much nmope oubt of differences of position and
of local and personsl interest, than cut of any
differences of opinion as to what ought to be the
ends and functions of gmemmm or ‘the methods of
its sdministration.ih

Yet, Himmth doss uat heazwhe ta ws atrcmg cpizzitma on the
varfmus mem anci pmmalit:i.eﬁ s.xmalm. For w:mle, he m':!.ﬁefs hhat

i3
_I,g_g., v, :.19-120
m" v, 139,
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"?'Thoi:gh a great advmte for toleration amd Uberslity in matters of
religion, in politics Jefferson was a‘nmﬁm,mgm.vls But having
gane on to explain why he has expressed this strong opinion he saye
that Jefferson’s entipethy toward Hamllton grew partly "out of mere
personal jealousy, partly based on imgined déngexfs to %mxéibsrtri&
of the country--who can tell in what precise proporticns?”  He attempted
to maintaln an dbjectivity in presenting his arguments; he gave the
Ms wdmma mﬁmm them and giving the causes of actions he
sttenpbed to give the various poosibilities; wilike Bancroft he does
not change the causes to £it a group of ﬁe&ap&wsical kws.

These }differe:;ca‘s beaome clearer when wa compare like sections
- of Hildreth's. m to those already covered of Baucroft's, For
example, where Bancroft saw Bacon®s rebelliom as a purely democratie
movenment, Hildreth relates necessary facts and allows the reader to
drav his oun conclusions. Quite cleverly Hildreth pulls this confusing
"rebellion® together st the begimning of his discussion of it by
pointing ou that there had lomg been discontent in Virginia and that
nothing, however, ms'ﬁw&ing, except an occasion and a leader, to
throw the whole comwnity mto s flame. An occasion m soon found
in an Indian war; & leader presented himself in Nathaniel Bae.fm..“u
Turoughout the section he brings out both the faults of Governor Berkeley
~and of Bacon and his followers, - For example, after pointing out the
rather careful plans Berkeley made for t&a protection of the colony

16&&" I?, 29?"'298v

i?f...‘.?..iﬁu IV, 298-299,
%ﬂt I# 5380



against the Indian raida N Himwth Bayas

In the presanb excited state of the public miws, 4
this scheme of defense was not satisfactory. The
governor was accused of leaning toward the Indians;
the forts were denounced as a useless burden; snd
offensive operations were loudly demanded » + «
Bacon, to whom the governor had refused a comnission
t0 beat up for volumtesrs agsinst the Indlans, was
particulerly forward, He gave out that, on news of
any furthér depredations, he should march against the
Indiang, commission or no commission, An atback
upon his own plantation, near the falla of James
River, afforded him aﬁaedy vccagion to cmy his
threats into effect.+

At no point does he magnify Bacon into the protector of popular righte
and hérai:d of popular liberty that he is in Baneroft's description, In
fact, he says that although Bacon "had taken the most prominent part in
the late commotions, k&mm, from him, as Baccn's Rebellion, but,as often
happens in such casea, wthara less forward had exerted psrhaps a greater
influence." . v So Hildreth doea not necesgarily aee Bacon as the primary
actar of the rebsllion. | Kildreth eonclndéd this section on the rebellion
with ehangea izu lawa--bam what he considers improvements and note=brought
about in part from ths rebellion and the subsequent royal investigations
in V:lrg’h:ia. With a touch ot wry wit he added "The Indian war, the
immediate cause of all the late disturbances, seems to have subsided so
soon asg expeditions againat the Ind:lana vere dropped.® %0

mxlike Bancraf't‘., mdreth'a position on Bacon's Reben:lon is not
pmaietable@ Hldreth pute in the event, their causese=-both underlying

and immediste--but his conclusions follow from empirical laws. He does

15 —
Ibide, I, 533.
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not have autamatic hareea or villaine to uphalﬁ-bath Bacon and Berkeleyt's
actions are repm*t.ed and neﬁ.har turns mxt a hers ar a vi},lam,

Again in his dsammim ef the H’art,h Garulina Regzﬂ&tm-swme
showing tmt zhe gam‘ waaterners had legitimate gri.avamas»-he at no
tinme saya that it is a disagreement between Colonial. patricts and despotic
Englishmen, In faoct, he shows it to be 8 claah of interests and voints
out that the Regulator&r besame staunch Royaliats when Josich Martin,
subsequent gcvernrz;r, éul‘ﬁivatad their good will and rodressed some of
the wrongs done to theresa foct that Bamroft fails to meﬂtianezl

I now turn to & close analysia of the mﬁimmian controversy to
determine how Hildreth uses historic cawatien axzd compare his use of it
to Bancroftls, Hﬂdreth, like Baneroft, begins his description of the
Antinomian crisis w.th a general mragrayh about the religious nature of

the controveirsy, Bub Me Bancroftts hadmg paragraph only sets a

vaguely emhianal stage where a controversy could occm', Hildreth explicitly

states that the 'cmtrm%ersy was over the difficulty of reconciling “the
doctrine of the amsiéi personal enlightanmm of each believer with that
strict unlty of faith and discipline csteemed in Massachusetts no less
essential than at", Rome." He gsé& on to state that this difficulty had
already caused local controversies but now "threatened to divide the whole
colony into two b:i,ﬁm end hostile religious factions."

Now Hildreth deseribes the two opposing factions: Group A is composed

L7

of the "heads and fathers of the church” who are the Yestablished authorities

of a new theccracy” and they now "pursued, without nerey or remoree, as

Ibide, II, 570,
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heretics and schismatics, the very persons by whom thm late positiom

was QOC.%W b Gwnp B is eemymed of punerous mmm who meght

-pew idess frﬂm England 'i'hms ha de:acrib» Anne Huhab;msm ag their
leader: aha ia " wezm of tam, reaéy aloqmce- and gread aelf-reliance;
an acute disputant, hut,, like most of the leading cnlmisﬁ;a, very much
under the influence of religious enthusiasm, nob mmim&; as often happens,
with & little vanity and great love of pmer,_ He continues this
deseription of Ame by saying that she began "to hold meetings $n Borton,
at which, mdér the pretense of mpea‘bmg sermm, ahe aac&n began to
criticlaze tlmm, aspuming m instruct the sisters af tha Ohu:s:'ch in the

‘most z*eemdme dwbr:tnea of thaolegy “Szze m'haimd s 000 .‘just.ifieat.iw
by faith alnne" but Kﬁdreth pointe out t&mb th:w is an &@M‘m faith
given to the ‘el_m‘b, Ke also pointa mxb tha‘b tzm dnctrim “the fa.thm

of '}iasa&ehuéeﬁtﬁ vere very foruard o a.dmit, " But Amme gaas on to ask
Pahat was the va'lu.a; _what the necessity of uﬁe,, of that formal snd pro=
tracted worehip, that é&at}em of 1ife so ascetic and austere to which

those fathers ascribed so much importanee?" This question "was the basis
of what was dencunced in Néw England as Antinanianism,” "This dootrine
struck « o o a woSt deadly blow at the eclf-eetecm and the influence of
the present leaders” (Group A), Their austere lives did nob show they
were members of th& elect yet they also hald to this dmtﬁne of 3%%&5&@&%&&1
by faith alone. mmm, they answered by saying "all such sssurances
mua‘k be false amﬁ eieeepmve e s » unless. acmmpanied by Mxmrd evidences
of sanctity in life and emwrsatim and they denied the pratanded parsonal

22
unton with the Holy Ghaat; a8 1o better than blasphemy,®

Tbide, I, 2h2~2khs



Now Hildreth apacmé& Annets leading followers: TVane, "the young
governar, & man of kindred spirit, who delighted in enthusiastic
oubtleties," Wheslvright, "her brother-in~law, a minister lately arrived,
and much in favor with the Boston Church,’ the mrwntﬂ,al ‘Gb‘htmé;ﬂw
"lesned to her opinions,® and a majority of the Church of Boston,

Like Bancroft, Hildreth in his first three paragrephs has set up the
grounds of the controversy and the msjor actors, But Hildreth though less
proliz is more precise,  Hildreth stated the doctrinal disagreement in one
sentence; he also points put thet there are two powerful groups vying for
power in the agimymthma already established and the newcomers (A and B
respectively)e - He also sets tho emotiomal stage for such an argument
but with a precisicn which Bancroft must avoid %o save his herces from
criticism, Hildreth is alsc mere precise aboub Anne's charascter and
although he doss not dlecount her religious forver still he sees in her
“venity and love of power." Hildreth devobes a long peragraph to Amme and
potures hor s the prime mover in the dispute.  Although for Bancroft she
is & heroine of religlous liberty, he avolds saying very much about here
Hildrsth while describing group 4 a8 having "lost that position which gave

L9

it 1te chief glory to the Puritan nams’ + o « that of "opposition and reform®

and ac being Yestablished autharitiea of a new theocracy® still does not
imply thet nembers of group B, thersfore, are heroes, Hs clearly states
that group B merely emphaslzed o belief held by both gmups-—"ﬁad'a free
grace to the elect,” Hs even gives a possible rationalization to Group &

g T
D Ibid.’ 1’ 2!&&!
2L

‘Battis demonstrates in Saints and Sectaries that the core group
supporting Anne was not made up of a majarity of nowconera.



for their subsequent harsh treatment of group B when he says: "In the
moeuth of Iuther that same question had availed to overthrow the ancient
and gorgeous fabric of papal supsrstition and Roman ceremomial, could

the new, frail, illcompacted system of New Hngland Congregationalism
expect to stand against /The doctrine of Justification by faith altmg?ﬂzs
Hildreth at no time implies that Group B wishes "religious freedom,”

but instead he implies that relizious enthusissm combined with desire to
keep or attain power and mdemhﬁ.p in the colony were at the bottom of
the controversy, Therefore, Hildreth, while critical of group A &8 leaders
of & ™heocracy," sees group B a8 only desiring a shift in enmphasis in
religious doctrine in which they a1l believed. Ame is shown as being as
fanatical as Group A, and he demomnstratss that the shift in doctrine would
have serious politieal implicatioms,

The main body of Hildreth's argument i3 a carefully developed genetic
explanatione It appreximates the genetic explanation of the introduction.
It will be recalled that by stating the occasions acted upon by the actars
a developmental causal chain is the method of explanation. The object is
to give enough of the necessary evidence to explicate how it is possible
+0 arrive at the final outcome from the origingl situation, Within the
chain of occasions the causal connsction between ovents is not always
explicitly stated, The occasions themselves should imply the causes and
enough necessary evidence should be given to support these imﬁlmmm‘.
Thus, they depend on what I earlier described as an empirical generaligaticn.

Hildreth, Hstory, I, 2L3.
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COLLEGE OF WILLIAM & MARY,

Having given us the gmwal situstion and ths character or m m,jar
actors Hildreth prormada w:&'oh his genetic argument. which cm be mxt.lﬁmd
as followss

le A violent aplit:mm colony. on religious
' grounds., .

2s Amne tells most of the church members and
ministers that they are "under & covenant
of workss® this includes most of the old

3, Wheelwright maintains this"nvidious .
- comparison” in a sermon.

Lhe This gives offense and m@mmm is called
m on a eharga of sedition,

Se He is found quilty despite several petitions
in his favor bul sentence is pwtptmed

6o Group A resolves to hold a%at&ma oub of
Emtm away from Anne's influence,

Te Flections are held and Winthrop is elected

‘ but Vane and Coddington are choaen deputiss
from Boston after the elections for governor
so the Antinomizns are not completely subdued.

8. Now group A calls for a synod to settle the
thw}.ag‘im:& questions brought up by Mrs. Hutchinzone

O kﬁany ‘tgmct.a are written on both eildes.

10, sae&na f;hat group A was winning Cotton “prapareﬁ
b0 yield."

11, “Reaaived to prevent any sccessions to their
ta from abroad, thetrimp!wntm
‘tha elections/ enacted the Alien Law."

12, There 15 an owtery agaiest this so Winthrop
writes a treatise in its defense.

13. Vane replies to this defense.

1. But soon Vane leaves for Bngland to fact o a
broader staga.”

15, (now, trus to his cne development Hildreth turns
to the Pequod war--in gsix pages he continucs with
the Antinomian crisis)



®.

.

The war ends and now they need o deal with

‘heretics so the leaders call a synod, .
. The synod is composed of clders (some just

arvived) and lay m@gats& from all the

. churches,

18,

19

20,

a1,

S22,

23

2,

25,
ot and the elders are satiofied bub not Wheeluright.

26,
27

284

2%

Befare the gynod was ma & list of Qighty-wg
"falee and herstical opinions," nine “uwhole=
gome .expressions,® and &im *‘wmm&m of
Scriptm: w

“The gighty-m opluions were condemmed st
NCe » » » CVER DY Mﬂwigkﬁ. _

"Seome of the Boston delogates objected to the

production before the synod of such & list of
error avowed by nobody, and axpm the coleny

. to unecessary repreachs '

mey insiataﬁ too strongly o this and "wm‘a
silenced by threats of mgmm:al mem.

‘I‘hemf«:res “sm ef t!mm 1&?& the sss@amy "

.Thtm 3 t«ha ground waa cleared, there remafm@d

only five points of dispute between Cotton and

,mmlmmmmmem,mmmwma

aldam on the athem
ﬁma m “mducaé ta tm L
‘i‘heae tm‘ea are sﬁmed 80 ambé.gmmly that c:ot.tm

Also am ;mm af m&mﬁm are awmma. w

”%fhaems.gm and kis, My pamism& ;m m
mm-sg“

" ?hia gymzs “@m& no more snﬁmaf‘ul than othors

before and since, in bringﬂng about mﬁt»y e:f‘
epinim.

’"cmvimaa ‘that tm ‘Ho oppnsﬁ.w pa.rmﬂu could not

contain in the same bnﬁy without apparent havard
©f ruin to the whole,* the General Court « ¢
resolved upon dac&aim steps.” ‘

”Aszﬁmali, elected to the court as & deputy from

- Boston, was deprived of his seat, diefranchised, and

banished because he had drafted the Boston pstition
presented at the previous court in Whaalwrigm'a
favor«« o very moderate and yrespeotful dmmg



31, "His colleague, who justified the petition, though
'-'mmummmmmamm" :

32,  The men of Boston inolined to re-slect those.
‘ '-empallad deputiees but Cotton fé&saumm

33. "Pwo new ﬁeput»m were r:hwen, hnt m of
- these was rejected beczuse he too had signed
the omm«mm pebit:img so the vacand seat

3he %&Mghﬁ having refused to Yeave Boabon,
or 4o give up his public ‘exercisinga’ was
disfranchised md bandshed.”

35, "He appealed to the king Arthout resulf/,”

36. "Mre. Bubchinson was also banisheds but, becauge
~ . 3% was winter she was placed in euawdys

37 Underhill was banished, all signers of the
- petition (except those who submitted) and all
asctive supporters of Asne had to twn ia their
W& .

. 3&. The amm: g;aased laws agsinst those that dofane
their proceedings.

39. They sent to England an account of the erisis so
"Godly friends™ would not “discouraged from removal."

LO, Anne withstood strenucus efforta for her conversion
made by the elders during custody.

kle. She fell into new "errorg.”
%2, "Had up before the Boston Church » ¢ « Bhe was
;zﬁarly confuted,® . o o Jand/admonished by
me®

k3., At a eubsequent church meeting she was amammﬁ.aataﬁ-—
after many argumernts,

Lhs After this her epirits revived aud "she gloried in
her sufferings.”

Lte On m from the gwemar she leaves m jariaamtim.

e She is almost accused of witeh craft becauso of her
‘monater?® hirth,

47 New two strong laws wers passced ageinst dlegsenters
that wore soun rapealed,



‘4B, ‘tAs the final triumph of the arthiodax party,
S Cotbon, et o public fast, 'did confess and
- bewsil his om ahd the Churchés security and
oredulity whereupan. 8o mny dangerm awam
~had gcﬁ;m upte”

h?a c@ttan revovered, thmby,' h:ts "former gglemﬂw
‘ ltbrawhmrt the country of New mgland 1

xn this ganet:l.c axglamtim, 2 and 3 suggwb an mﬁmﬁm of why

L mppem--m the orthodex clergy wmald bﬁgm to fear group B¢ 5, the
‘strength of gmu;a B (mumber petitions), but shews that group A still
votains enough War to find a wewber of group B gxﬁ.ﬂ.ﬁy of sedition, 6,
that grmp A rotains enough power to have the slections in a place
preferential to themselvess 7, 11, 3k, 25, 30, 3L, each strengthens the
positian of group 4. Whils 12, 13, 20, 22, 26, show that group B has &
etrong follouing thraughout the controvereys Howsver, growp A, by having
and keamng emhm ::f tém mechanism of gwermant, slmly erodes the
pmrefgrm Be | 9*-_-38 explain how group A went sbout eliminsting the
lmsaders of graup B by banishment and new laws. Finally, Hildreth jmplies
that bacause of 41 even Anns's own mtmla xallma sbandon her (L2)
and she :wawa W co&my. Cotton rwmﬁ ynbmmy and this is the "f£inal
triungh of t:w othodax party” (4B). Within this genetic oxplanation
iﬁlﬁreth ahm hcﬁ *&c:h nf the smaller triumphs of the m"thaﬁm' ware
possibles 6 mx*tkf ﬁ:plaim 75 172} halp exyiain how 25 could ocowr and
32 explains 39. mmcmmtamwmzmm@msma
w&:x.eatim is tha.t the leaser members of grwp B aithbr left the coleny
or recanteds This ezmeﬁm&m would follow z‘rmu mlcimth'a emphasis on
Amme's laaéersbi.p abili‘bitsa and a:tm from the power tﬁ.aphmé by the orthodax

m%iﬁ,n Xa 3}&3"25’80 ,
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partye !m.ﬂmbh mkeﬁ ':lfid élaar t.;hat althmxgh gremp A is fearful of
losing political cmtral of t!m calany (6), it never does so mﬁ 19
able eventually to s hamh measures Lo e.:t.immte grmp B (3.1, 3,
33, 3L, 36, 37, 38) even though there is opposition to many of their
methads (7, 9, 12, 233, 32)e By following Hlldreth's argument closely
it is posazidle to arrive at ﬁhaﬁm:&mim of the,emgléﬁa‘ triunpgh of
the orthodox perty from the originel positicn of two strong and opposing
parties, |

tnliks Bancroft, Hildreth does not ouggest that the opposition
dwindled eway after the synod, Hildreth shows precisely what happened
%o the leaders and meny of the followers of group B and builds sn cxcellent
case for the triumph of the erthodosy over strong opposition. Bancroft
did not do this very %earlm He only ¢laimed that vagusly stated preseures
plus success at t,he elections scoounted for the trixmph of gmup As Yet,
this is a weak mlamtim for he stated numerous conflicte between the
groups after the clection that indicate a otill Warm group B, ihmm‘bh,
by staying with his w&g&mldaammmafthagrmmbymmghia
genetic form of mplanaﬁm, has made his cese for the triumph of the
orthodwxy & strong. nme

!%mmmﬁ.almtheargmmiawmwmmmﬁmaﬁhﬂﬁm
12 PI:I.!;!: Banerm ﬂw mﬁ.&ma to arrive at his amelusim ‘bhat Anne was
harbinger of religious freedon was untenable. Within ﬁildmtsh'a explanation,
per oe, we cen arrive at his conclusion by the ¢hain of events that he
mmm. m:s mlanamm of the Antinomian camrovamy is mﬁ.ﬁ because
‘the evidence presented is substantdateds

Typically Hildreth does not ame thia section but passes an to
the conorete results of the Anmmm‘ ‘exiloewhere they went, etc.



Because of his nmm af objw‘b:ivity his explamt&m was not primerily
aimed at dsterm.ning who was right or wrang am-:mg the controversy but
at why and how itv acamm and what the mulw of it were.

‘i‘hm Mth mgntad the nmt-mvarsy wecﬁ.aely he is open in
this Ia%argm afmmﬁm&mtamﬂﬂmai&mafwimmwa
mm:.er, In tbis last part he gives us Just & factual sketch using
empirieal generaﬁmtiw. He again %akea ‘the positim that objectivity
neans a waa;ammm of only the factusl events, So, while his genetic
argusent 1:’3 mmted it is si;etehzi in places and &mas to no defindite
conclusion baaai?uéé ‘he was using ﬂmpimcal gemraliﬁatim for his
explemtion snd not attempting to support a definite hypothesis.

Tt is enough to show that Bancroft's use of mistoric causation takes
an a priori form and is used to bear out s scheme of wniversal history,
Thus, what he saya on each ‘t-epd.c is rwadictablm The Antinomian cmtrmsy
as an example of & genetic explanation and the other mmples that were
given are a consistent view of his approach, However, in mvestigatymg
Hildreth's use of causation 1t is not enough to point out that he comveys
the canses of the Antinemisn controversy in a warranted way. It is
expected that Hildreth, by placing facte in order, could handle well an
incident of alﬁm &xmatiaﬁ, requiring fairly simpjls' genetic mpiahatim;z?
In genotie mlmt&m %@, series of events are inferred causes which

é? ‘ - ; ; i oo
For exmplaﬁ of Gmatie Explanatimm aee, Eildreth, Hstor I,
LSalibuntartiors; I, 145e1lLiB=«Dutch; I, :!.9?-19&-—%3 ces Winthmp
as governory I, 362=363-«Ogothorpe; IT, L59=46l; Braddock's failurej

III, 190=192«=Howe and fallure to m:m.x v Philadelphia; IIX, 35lwe=
laFayette’s success with troops; IV, 283286«=St. Clairts defeat by
Indians; IV, 617=521e=Jafferson and Washington; V, 594i=626«=Burrs
activities out west; VI, Li20-«Hanson and Boston riete.; VI, 521525,
Jackson at New Orleans,



explain the relatimahﬁ.p between the first and 1aai> ocoasion which, if

taken alome, woul& not. explain esch othere Thaa, we c:mld autic:!.pata

that, if ﬁimm mewly set auﬁ to pub am fam:»u al:me ;i.n ehrmaxogwal
order he could mm t.hia type of argmen‘-h ﬁelle But what of the types

'of causation d&sﬁ.gm'bad as reasone-sxplanation and aggrega‘ba axplamtim?

In the former 'zp;svpa tha his‘bwim writea his explanation gs if it has no
tenporal spread and in the latter he must draw together and balance the
threads caf mts or s&pamte gcnatia m‘gmaam»s tro exp&.am why collsc%im
‘avenfba hazrpm&eﬂ ot & particular time and he also must axplain 'hhe mderlying
causes and ‘ﬁhe immeéiam cauaasa It is 1@31%‘&3 to ﬁebermne if &imreth
used th&sa kﬁnda of argmenta with:&n the cowbmct of his natians of the
nature of thriagrapmr. ,

Reasm-explammm he used often--perhaps amseimly. He afben

talked ahmxs; tha ac%.iona of actors based on what he thougm +o be tixa:}r
character o :sm:iwa in aem gituations, For examwpls, in explainﬁ.ng
why Gates {during the Reva:lutj,omry war) was more successful than Schwmr
(vhom he anmfrsaﬂe& a8 commander of the Northern Department) in commanding
-and ergmmng the trmps, H:mirabh exgﬂains tha circumstences smmmd&ng
the actor: *’fGates’ army was inereasing every day. The Battle of Behmms?
Heights was mméed through the country as a great vic:‘&mry, anﬁ the harvest
‘being now over, the militia marched in from all sides to emplata the Vw‘ar-
‘throw of the invaders,” Fe explalns the character of the actors "ates
was neithar more abla ner more trastworthy than Schwlar; bu%. the soldlers
belimd h:tm sog ami zeai, alaerity, and Gbedience had mwwada& to dsubta,
dtstrust and inauhwdﬁmtima 20 The empirical generalisation in this f

2 -
&' Mw;,vin,z 2&&

57



58

explanation could bo ctated in this way: vhen an ey ia strengthensd
by new troops and, at least, believes their new commander o be more
trustworthy and able than their former one, they will behave batter,
Mldreth ign@reﬁ tampara}, ocourrences here to explain the success of
Cates in achieving control of his troops. Within the canbext of the
evidence bis argument and generalization are warranted, Here he did
not hesitate to &r:m chronolegy or the process of just listing facts
to indulge in an explanstion that s not genebic, As he did this oftem,
I coneclude that alﬁhou@ hﬂ organized his materisal in a rather ¢1my;
(&hrmalagim; .fggh;m his aim was nob to present mere chromologically
ariented facts,

By investipgating his method of dealing with a callective event it
becomes even clearer that he did not have 2 simplistic view of historical
explanation as being & process of merely presenting facts in temporal
order, In a chapter in his last volume he deals with "the character
and origin of the war® of 1812, In the firat paragraph he presented
ks hypothesis or thesis comeerning the wart

Lo i ek 8 ko sestenh Mk SieEutmtanso
which can not be ayeideds Tho cheise may oomtines

lie, me it did at the commencement of the Revolutiomary
‘wrugg'z&;, batween submisaion to an invading force and

- For examples of reason-explanstions, see, Hildreth, History, I,
78=79, Gilbert; I, 180, Charles I and the charter; II, 211, Thomas
Smith; II, 289, Nicholson as governor of S. Cu; III, 19k, LaFayette;
ITI, L2l-li22, offer to Washingtons IV, L2, Sam Adamss IV, 31k,
Jaffarsong IV, 6L5-646, Washington and neutrality; V, 328-330, Adams®
migeion to Francey V, 310, Patrick Hemryy VI, 629, Clay and Monroe.



i 'mmmm a‘h a1l hazards. Fer a pwely defmim
© eontest, deficlent as the covntry was in wmilitary
preparations, it had, in the spirit of a free people,
ampls means to thwart the haughtiest eand strongest
snvader, But the present war was of & very different
character, It was an offensive way, voluntarily
undertaken on the part of the Unlted States to compel
‘Oreat Britein, by the invasion and conquest of hex
Canadisn berritories, to respect ow mmtm rights 30
' Hildreth wished not only to atiempt to show the causes or “origins®
%hevmmbhamteétoargm that the war was alse perilous and
UNNecessarye .

In the preceding chapters he had already given a barrage of evlidence
indicating that France was ag gullty as Britain in disrupting ouwr maritine
rights and he had elready traced some of the underlying forces tbab wars
causes of the war. Now he begins this section by giving ressons for his
statement that the war was periloust 1) %ffmasivdmtim, as a
matter of poliey « « « can never be justified, when rashly entered upon
without forethought, means, cr preparvation." The offensive strategy
Hildreth feels was dangercus for a militsrily weak country. 2) "Unaninity
on the part of the people, and especially om the part of those states
whence men and woney must principally came, might have excused, in some
degree, the precipitancy and want of preparation with which the war had
bean declared « .mmmnmtym entimlywmting He meys
that the weai&ent and many of hia advisers and ‘bhﬁ "active, busy and
energetic aee‘oﬁ.o&a”; of the population were not entiral:r in favor of deciaring
war, -

Then wdr'at.z; presented a transition paragraph that reveals a cone
nection between the perilous nature of the war and the cmigins of the war.

Ibide, VI, 313,
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He explained tha'b the ;m'.ucy of both the old Repuhliem am! the Pederalists
had baen “a‘.t:lwha mmanty and peac@. But while "Washington and the
Federalists hed regarded s the best means of securing those cbjects
such & state of military and naval preparation as might inspire a degree
of respect aee Jefﬁamtm and the Glct Republicans ha.d ab.jeuted ‘to any
sueh milivary em mm‘l egm»mmmm a6 dangerous to 1iberty: almwi:.
a8 wa& as. war, and tanding to_%ha indsaﬁn:}:ba eontinuance csf the
notional debb » 4 v ¢ ‘J&i‘fmm proposed to rely “first on an importumate
diplomatic clamx-furmmghw ¢ v e andifthat fm.:i.aé, mamm
to cormercial raa‘hriatimﬂ” Bxxt he dmplies i:hat withaut; the back:ing uf
rilitary strength these measures of the Rspubuaana would not be treated
with respect; therafm*e, wmwpam&naas in & gense was a cawe of the ware
The reason that the eam@ry HES mﬁwpamd for aggresaive war wes
the faet that the Jetferaunian policy had wen mx%. Now Hildreth went. on
to aay that, whichever "scheme of pa).icy" mfwm, ghe very idea of
preperving peace implied the necessity of sone concessionse=of the yielding,
ot least for the moment, something of the utmost cxtent of strict right,”
He said that !a!aahﬂ.ngtm by migning Jay'a E‘maty and Adams by ratifying the
amwezmim mth Bonaparte had both done ww. But h& pointed out ‘that
thouzh a;offarsm had yielded to French demanés, : | -
nis deep rooted dislike of Great Britain [Fads/the idea
of any similar concessions to her utterly abhorremt to
‘him., Hence his vahement opposition to the ratification
of Jay's treatys Hence his obstinate presistence in
- refusing the highly conoiliatary offers of Grenville on
the question of impressment, and his rejection of Monros's
treaty without ever having submitted it to the Senste.
- Hence that system of commercial restrictions commenocing
with the nonsimportation Aet of 1605, of which the grand
object, however France might have besn included under

g;mgﬂﬁf the subsequent acts, to compel Qmat Brdtain ¢o
) 5 0
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Then Hildreth said that though Jefferson did not intend war, "Yet that
such a stickling for the extreme right, such an irritation constantly
kept up, must lead inevitably to war . » o" This is the first under-
1ying cause that Hildreth presented. To Hildreth, Jefferson®s policies
put the country in a perilously weak position militarily while :invitiag
conflict by an unwillingnese to compromise with Britain,

Hildreth then went on to another underlying cause of the war: ”Eut,
however peaceful might have been the intentions of Jefferson and the
other Republican leaders, there had all along existed a considerable
faction, bent, from the beginning, on war with Oreat Britain," They
had fbeen kopt under control by‘ Jefferson but "under M&disan'g feeble
and vacillating rule, and amid the excitement produced by new collisions,
this faction had served as & nucleus, about which the now triumphant
war party had suddenly crystallized,”

This original war party was composed of two elements: domestic and
imported, Hildreth described the imparted element as emall but important
as 'bhs;sr were mostly printers and editorg--exiled from Gmt Britain for
political reasons and "thus converted into mouthepleces of the Demwratia
party, they obtained and exercised an influence out of all proportion
either to their numbers or their talent."” The domestic element, until
recently insignificant "had received accessions from various quarters.”
1) Those concerned with the budding domestic manufactures--mostly
Republicans--were for the war as a means of shutting off British come
petition. 2) Universal war spirit (the European ﬁars) of twenty years
duration had its effect: a) "On the sea-coast the spirit of enterprise
found vent in exciting mercantile adventure." b) "In the Scuth and West,

thousands of young men, ambitious of distinetion and eager for action,



but left in idleness by the institution of slavery, as they read doy
by day of battle after battle in Europe, had begun to sigh for words,
epaulets and military glory." o

Hildreth novdemonstrated how these elements combined to help the
war to gaf.n eontrol of the cabinet: “The war feeling thus invigorsted
and diffuseds the old Republican policy discredited by apparent failurej
the prosident known to be a man who could be molded; what wonder that
the large numbar of young. snd ardent new members sgseubled in the
Twelfth Congress, bent on substituting headlong energy for wise caution . « »
Considered merely se politicsl maneuver, this storming of the cabinet
vas mgmi with skill, firmness, admirable courage, and was ercuned
with remarksble success.”

Hldreth spent the next three pages giving the various points of
view on the war and he showed why he £j§1‘b that most of the immediate
excuses far going to war were groundless: 1) France had not stopped her
deprecintions agsinst American shipping although she allegedly repealed
har orders; 2) "the British orders in Council operated to exclude us only
from trade with France . « » Holland and Northern Ttaly" . . « only cane
to eix and one-half million dollars of our exports; 3) British vessels
hoverdng off our coasts demanded a system of coast and harbor defence,
not hostilities; L) "The alleged agency of the British in stimlating
Indian hostilities « « « remgined s mere unproved suspiclion,” end 5) a
war on land would not help impressed seamen, In these pages Hildreth
listed the immediste causes of the war but he also gave evidence that the
war was perilous and umnecessary. He then went on to give the warious

3
sides of the question in more detail.

131 s
Ibidc, ?}:; 313‘323'



Hithin the amm of his own 3udgtmt.a abouﬁ the unecessary and
perilous quality of ﬁhe War of 1812 Hildreth has clearly bawaght. M'za
various threads of genatie explanations toga‘bm and ahm how ths war
came sbout at that particular time, ma mdw&ymg g'emmmmtim he
made was that if & war epirit end party have long mm,mtwm
control of the machinery of the govermment through & wesk president and
there are irritetioms with which they can stir up the populous through
cantrol of an irportant segnent of the press, then war can be expscteds
This argunent exhibits a probabilistic form, 4t cannot be deduccd from
the evidence given but Hildreth's evidence warrants the conclusion that
although these were the causes of the war, am the war m both un-
necessary and 'pwilmm;sz lost modern m%wim agroe with Hildreth's
estinate about. the War of 1812, Within the argwnent what is crucial is
the form that the explanation tekes: it is o valid attept to present
gvidence from & specific point of m, in ﬁh& form of an inductive and
probabilistie ergunent, giving enough of the necessary evidence to suppart
bis conclusions. The moment of value judgment entered when he accepted
or rejected his hypotheeis as what is considered emough evidence 1s a
pragnatic judgment.

For examples of aggregate exp:!mmmm, 800, ﬁﬁ.ﬂwt
49, decline of Spanish intersst in colonisationy I, 7?«?6 “'Eagl"‘%’
maritime adventures, I, L78-482, causes of King Philips Wary IX, 1L5-167,
Salem witcheraft trials; II, 374-378, third intercolonial warp III,
25-29, Boston tea m:f; III, 163-167, losses at the begging of tha
Revolutionary Warj IV, 206-21L, asswmptiong V, 369-L08, presidential
slection of 1800; VI, 296'»3%, declaration of war.



In conclusion, mmm often does more %han et “stata facte®
for there is ample evidence that hs haadlﬁs 331 thme types of explanatians
well (used in this paper as models of three pmible types of historicsl
cxplanations), Objsctivity is not always synouymous far Hildreth with
nevely relating facts and depending on empiriesl generalisations, He is
objective in the sense that he appeals to empirical evidence to explain
his hypotheses end historicsl avents. |



| CHAPTER IIT
" GONCLUSION

A careful analysis of Bancroft's wse of historic csusation reveals
that his srguients ususlly fail o explain historical ovemts. Apart
fron g suspicion that he may not have handled his evidence with complete
honesty, taken as the evidence appears in bis history his explanaticms
still turn oub to be mere propaganda, Por szample, it wes logically
imposaible to arrive at the conclusion that Anne was a !;ar%singar of
religious liberty from the evidence that Bancroft gave. It was equally
impossible to infer that group A wap cocuposed of the "common people” who
were merely duped by their leadsrs into voting against their own interests--
iiberty. 4s we saw throughout, his insistence on cerbain metaphysical
laws directing history forced him to misuse consistently histordie causation.
Since he would not glve up the formida, be consciously or unconsciously
moided his arguments to bear oub his metaphysical 3@5. The populavity
of his histary was at least partly attributeble to ths faot that he pre-
sented & view of America conpatible with what many Americans belicved or
wished to belisve about the history cud destiny of their cowmntry, Futher-
more, ha wrote with s flowery grace that appealed o many wom His
pﬁpulariﬁm hmmz*, iﬂs tm be mgmtw fw ﬁaawge mrm h&lped hso
ysrpa‘hmw many of tm pa%riﬁhie d:atmm in Ammm hﬁ.atmy which
oaly recently hwa been mma ami, perhapsé st41l linger on in grade
school texts and in the minds of much of the general publie,

It 18 ny ¢ that Bancroft's History is completely invalid as
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a piece of explanatory historical writing, His History can now anly be
of interest as représentative of certain attitudes, prejudices, and
patrictic idesls of his oun ers. If modern bistorians can still consider
Bancroft o valid historian they must give ﬁy} W ﬁm to the possibility
that history can ba a mg ob;zmm Wb&m of the past in any
sense, Fob Banaroft, with vast ammta of primry Bourcs mtmials at
his dispesal, still distorted causation, If this 1s historical ez~
planation, then history's function 16 nok to anlighen mankind about the
past bub only to reinforce preconceived ideas sboub the role of & comntry
or people in the present or, perhaps, to direct the future through
indoctrination. If this is not the function of history, it is vital to
be sble to show that indeed t&xe evidence of history am:; ba wed to explain
the past. What is crucial about Baneroft's History is that, even with
authentio prinary sources snd careful rescarch, he did not explain the
past but merely supported his on waamwiv&d notions.,

t«mat, did Bamrm feel, is the ma@o am% adm of historical writing?
It is wy 3%@:@% that Bam:rm was caught betwean o "g@ie:x%ﬁn*’ view of
history and an oldey traditiom of history as mtmtma:ﬁ, up-1ifting,
exerplary litersture. |

As T have shown, the new idess in historical reseerch that Bencroft
mmmmmammmmmmmm in his search
for and inspection of primry source materisl. This was the ero which
Van Tassel labels "documanial wfwish activity by histarians to copy,
edit, and preserve svery scrap of Mﬂm about the past. Bancroft jolned
in this rush to collect source meteriel with relish sod his extensive library




was & real contribubicn to future historians.
"Bocumania,” and the using of primary sources is not ome aspect of
& new way to write history. Slightly earlier, Jared Sparks hed edited
and preserved historical docunents with seal but when he edited and wrote
he had fm mimi mrb an explanatory hisst.m bmz & mmatwa that would
up-1ift the ammm @aap:f.e of mm and smm am«m as m:n— guide,
Hs eaid it 18 “mmmm and abaura® ﬁw mzm to w;tta about
those w have dong mnm worth vemenberding. i&m, Bparks selected
*bhe:t.im wmﬁm% mwaw m&aatfwhamw}u ‘
WMW@M%M%M&W Mwim &hmxb the whele
of &mm mtwm m mm ia mb w from %ha% of sparkm . By
combining Eammw rmmm‘bm umm of %ha M.dea” txf Amuarics ﬁ.‘i‘&l Sparke!
coneept azt *bm W& af m'bary as an immﬁtiml mam one ewivw
at & olearer. m&araﬁwd&ng of Baner .':3 &&m Far he oo wrm history
uoﬁfw%hapmmbfwwmmmm&maw}mmmmﬁm
generations,
mmwmwﬁamwplwingtmﬁwm if’wimdﬁ.dnm enscicusly
Mtthmexmmm nim. Inh:l.s inhr«nﬁucmm%hm
,m Baneroft Bayss
Xamimwemadmmmm‘ky%mwmﬁh&
we of the grandewr snd vastness afmauhdeat
- erica/ and am ready to charge myeelf with
pw lon for venturing on so bold en enterprise,
I can find for myself no excuse but in the sincerity
with which I have sought to collisot truth from .
trust-worthy documents snd testimony. I have desired
- to give to the work the intarest of authentioity.

‘I have applied as I have proceseded, the principlos
of historicsl skepticisn, snd not allowing myself

k)
Jared me:a *'am o1 American E&mm of mma%wa and The
Arbs. zx, no. 3 {I%ars:h, 1839), 183,



to grmr mw compardng witnesses, or ﬁmﬁm
..codes of laws, I have endeavored to.
originality 4o my narrvative, by dw&wﬁng it from
e ovents.vhat ara dasorted ), (eI

WMMWWMmMMamWWMtW¢ Ae X
m&a&mmm%&afaﬁh@ma nazmmaﬂmmmwm
maamss ﬁwﬁ, Wa he used primary am& mmmae; and second,
WWS%MWWWW&MRW%WW&#MWW
truth of how Amevice mwmmw aﬁﬁmﬁd Wﬁﬂpﬁnrtm future,
His ides of & “scientific” bistory s eomparable to the Marxian idea of
historys an a&l-»mmﬁsing, absolute amem t.ha% explam all &avalm
mmahme mwmwfmwmlwmmﬁwmaﬁm
ara m s:xmmm af‘ aﬁme m@wu thag' am depmﬁ on m%aphvaical
lawn wmh hava xme:&aim mmmﬂmﬁmmm ara thus untostable.
Bonoroft aﬁa&vﬁymm ﬁmﬁ he would give to his work "tba ixxbma‘b of
ammm@y? amd apply “ths principles of hia&mgal akagti&im& Pre-
sumsbly by this latter statement, he meant that he would taks ibo acooumt
the oharacter and amng cﬁr his primary eource rmaterdial, iia oven
suggested that his arduous | aral
a@mmpbing aamm&mmwmaswm#m amm of the United
stam‘ ‘!a‘t-, Baw:m was tmm b&ﬁnﬂaﬁ hy tm xah&larﬁh&p ma
amapting %ha valmmy of his m work. W!satz :m pﬂ:bmﬂ. Wt- m.gm.fﬁmm
ismmmmmmmm@mmmm. Becameormmaa
o the nature of history (as quoted oo rages 23 and 2;;} he wos comtted
to an aboclute famila which his scholsrebip would be forced to bear outs

Waw&mmi‘wm

Bancroft, Hstary, VI, Y




Thercfore, while Bancroft would deny Sparks® position in theory, in
actunlity he writes similsr historye BRancroft did not start oub to
distort history for utility's seke as Sparks dide Because he was
completely canvﬁ.need that his metaphysical laws of progress of the
common man and liberty as the driving force in America direct and
explein American history, he had the same view of history as an ine

- etructional media, a propagenda device, as did Sparkse zmmangh
Bancroft ma undoubtedly sincere when he sald that he would be untiring
in his quest far truth the framework within which he wrote his History
did 'nat“ pei«sgit the flexibility necessary to the writing of ‘a_n explanatory
bistarye.

Rildreth, csn the other hand, an early historian who ﬁ'ﬁ.e& to give
explanstions for past events, Iildreth purposefully set out to avoid
the $par§:a-§Banorert model and to seek & truly scientific method of
wﬁt:tng historye He was not always certain, however, what was involved
in writing a scientific history,

In the first three volumes of his History it eppears that he usually
'ﬁkougk; of historical explanations as being merely the presentation of
factual materiel which needed mo extensive explanation, Hs chronicling
often ﬁegended on what I have labeled in Fart Ias ‘emical generalizations,
Therefare, in the long sections where this appears to be his method, nis
history was a mere _aketch of the past with little mplmtary forca, It
15 probable that Hildreth was reacting erronecusly to the idea of history
s an imitable exauple for men to follow and, aleo, in a desire to schieve
cbaaat;vity in the sense of avoiding any personsl comments or hypothases.

This chronicling method he did not use consistently, When he gave
explanations he did not sbandon his empirical method but expanded it to
use empirical lsws., This is 2 crucial diffmnca between Bancroft and
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‘Bildreth, * By using empirical laws in his explenations he could change
and adapt then to the new eltustions that he dlacovered in writing his

" history, Thus, instead of molding his materisl he could-attempt broad
explanations of the past within a flexible frameework., When m recalls
that he wrote at the apex of Bancroft's popularity when mts,mmm
hiatariaa wers what most people considered lagitimw, it is even more
incradible that he had the foresight and courage to ventura such an
mwimtal mt}:ed.

If the reader is often startled ab the "ﬁbjwbi.vity,“ the "modem’x“
quality of his explvmti_ms s he should not be. In fact, it is my cone
tention that historians will have to reexanine vhat is Imamm by "revisionist®
iﬁa‘bory, Iﬁ&dreth'a explanations may be thine-he may have a very concise
explmtion for an event that has been studied in depth by later historianges
but his explanstions are never emply, For exanple, h:&a wzplamtim of
the Antinomian controversy is not unlike that one given- by Emery Battis
in his long and carefully researched volume on this &ﬁbjgcﬁ. This is not
to say that Battis does not say more on the eubject that 'm_ of interest |
or that he does not introduce mew facts (eege, ‘that the core Antinomians
were not m&ﬂy neweoiners)e  Instead, I believe that by following the
lmown evidenca and giving a genetic explanaticn using empirical laws or
vgen&mlizatim,y Hildreth avoided the pa‘bri&ié &Q@ﬁe&' of Bancroft and
at the same time wrote a concise and logical exylam%im of the controversy
which still is, in the mein, an acceptable cne.

Of more interest are his explanations of the causes of the War of 1812,
Here he stated & positive thesis which he wished to prove in addition to
the causes of the war: that the war wes perdilous and unnecessarys Both



, o . I
the csuses of the war that he states and this thesle are not dated,

His stata& causes are essentislly those given today and most modern
historians also agree that the war was perilous because of America's
mm'eparmaé.s Some historians feel that the war was probably
unnecessary as wmﬁ Hildreth seems to be umique in combining the
two ptﬂmé; one of the ressons he gives for the war being unnecessary
was our unpreparedness, In other words, he fesls that in our own best
interests we should have made sure we did not go into an offensive war
bwauae wa vere éeﬁxpletely wprepareds  Again, obviously what can be
acvewad iu &8 faw p@ges 4is not strictly comparable to whole volumes
written on the War of 1812, hut., 4in general outline, Hildreth's arguments
are not d:msim}.ar ta recent studies in dapth, -

When fﬁidreth abandened his chronieling and used enmpirical laws to
explain hiaterical wen’ea he often tried to form A hypmshesis and give a
warranted argumexxta for its mceptancm Sometimes Hildreth's seal ae a
reformer and abolitionist comes out despite his best intentions to be
objective. An example of this appears in his explanations for the causes

Hldreth peoms unaware Lthat the "Orders in Council? had been
revoked (at least conditicnally) before the declaratiun of ware
Adgiticmlly ke does not emphasize the land hunger of the westerners,

See, Francis F. Beirne, The War of 1812 (N, Y., 1949), 6976,
Gearge' Danger?isld, The Ara of Good Fealiag (N, T., 1952}, 15-92.

Ses, William T, Utter, "The Coming of the War, e%@%
Sme Asgecta of the War of 1812, Philip P, Masen,

*®
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of the War of 1812, He attributes the South's desire for war 4o the
idleness of the slave ouners and their desivé for milftary hanorss
 Although this 18 & possible mmm‘xﬁ 15 & weak and snpari‘iei:al
‘onee I bave the feeling that Hildrath was just atabbing ab siavery
in gevoral by disparaging slaveholders and then rmaatm again to a
factual ascount of the causes of tm wars Hmva since this :i.a not,
an intregal part of his explanation it does not bake away from its
validitye In other words, though this type of comment iz a value
judgment, 1t 18 not a crucial pert of his explanstion. Neither, the
validity of his explanation of the ceuses of the War of 1812 nor his
hypothesis a’béaft ite perilous and unnecessary nature hinge upom the
acceptance or ra,jec‘t.im of his reason for the Scuthis daairing warse

Bildreth wag well m;m in ;;otmmmtic circles as & cententim
man with an awrbio Zi.itemr;v atylﬁ.? In bis gg,gg__x he tenk Jabs ab
various institutions and individusls who he» £elt were detrimental £o
the development of American democracy. But the reader feels that Hildreth
would consider these maaama cmmta es a:tips of 'hhea pen; often he
bends over backiards to right the score,

Hildreth is caught between two idess of what ‘constitutes "scientific
history." o belleved that his History had "a philosophy in 1t be
also believed that objectivity (which would be a part of writing a
suﬁ.an‘bifﬁ.é “h:ixstwy) should be equated with eliminating hypotheses and
point of view, He never reconciles these two positioms, His philosophical
ideas, as outlined in The Theory of Politics, somebimbds serve as & frame
work for his hypotheses. For example, throughowt the last three volunes

o

? ' | ~. - —
Beeraon, Hildreth, 42-69.
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he used :ﬁs ‘belief in tha naceaai'by for a strang emal gmmam

as the core of m hypemese:s emcermng tho dsvelam% ef f,he new
governnent. imﬁ.ka hie :mamg estabs, trmsa p&zﬂmcyhic beuafa help
datmmth&pm ﬁmmmmmmcmwﬁalwms
that he treats in these wl.amaa, Whan ‘he aaid i‘aha% "the pmawb work
{131 have/ somewhat more of en w@iml ahamﬂher that vas consistent
with [the first. three volumes/" and confessed ﬁaaﬂ; indeed .hia history
had "a philosophy in 1%," he ae@s to havs taken 'bha pca.nt‘ of view that
this pluleaapby was both necessary snd ﬁ@a-irat_:?wg |

Yet when he reduces history to chronicling, with empirical
generalizations ,#iem as gketchy explanatione, he seems to have taken
the opposite views that hypotheses should not be the starting point of
historical explmzatiwm |

In sum, Hildreth's History presents many of the problems and questions
that modern historlans are wrestling with today. He felt that he must
be "objective.! Semetimes he seemed to have felt that cbjectivity re-
quired chronicling the faetse At cther t&ma_ he gave a definite
hypothesis and tried $o support it with evidence, His History, therefore,
is often choppy, m]@_mm and m@mmﬁ. However, when he doss
offar axplaz}atim for events, they a‘lnzm conpistently wmeasure up to
nodern attempta,

Tt 1s my judguent that objectivity should not be squated with
elimination of point éff view or ﬁhe presentation of hypotheses, If
Hildreth had ab;n&meé.thia poiitim, Iia would have given the same ex-
planstions which he did in fact .g:m’e at certain poinis. What, is crucisl
to his explanations is that he used empirical generalizstions and laws
and drew his causes and conclusions irom his_.ew.t:iema»

Modern historians who bulk at the idea of writing "sclentific” histories



h

_mist reconsider what is meant by scientific method and what the
slternstive 1s to this method, The alternative seems to me to be
Eemsroft'a mbhodz using primary sourcss in an inﬂem&b:ta framework
mrich the fat:‘bs are made to fite

Tha other alternative is marm's vse of an inﬁuc’oim, seientific
method, but Hildreth's method clarified by e consistent view of what is
meant, by cbjectivity, A mare consistent use of "objectivity" in hstory
weuld admit the ﬁeaeséi‘ay of formilating hypotheses for the causes of
events and then 't.he m&m would attem;rb 40 give the necessary
amp:kriaal avi&azme far their suppert. 7This objectivity would also sdmit
 that at least ome variety of value judgment embers any explenatione-at
the point of elther rejecting or accepting a particular hypothesise Ab
test historical»bxp;amm;ma can only have a high probability of truthe
Thus the historlen's deaisim 28 to how high a probability is high maugh
for scceptance of an hypothesis will be a valus-charged decision.

The appawmb inconsistency in the History of Richard Hildreth is
finally tméabla to his ambiguous view of what is meant by objectivity
and vhat is meant by va;.%m Judgment. At times be felt that to be cbjective
meant to givve :}us% factss at othar‘ times he was wilmg_ #0 give hypotheses
and attempt to support them.  Sometines ho seemed to feel that value
Judgments congigted of moking eny amenta at all about his ovidences at
other times he took a definite stand on an issus and attempted to defend
it | . |

The cruclal difference between Bancroft's History and Hildreths® wus
Fildreth's use of empiricai evidence to auppért or reject hia hypotheses,
It 4s possible to imagine an infinite amount of new toples for historians
0 deal with and "revise"==in the sense of adding new mtmla and iosightgee



without admitting the necessity that each generation must rewrite
history, Hildreth's explanations reveal st lssst the possibility that
historic explanations can and should withetand the test of -t:!.m;v
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