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FOREWORD

The end of the eighteenth century witnessed the birth of modernity in the Western
world and provided the historical context for the personalities, events, and ideolo-
gies that are explored in this Encyclopedia of the Age of Political Revolutions and New
Ideologies. Indeed, the very idea of an encyclopédie was conceived during this period
in Denis Diderot’s great enterprise of the 1750s and 1760s, which was published
in 17 volumes of text and 11 volumes of plates. Its purpose was to bring together
the knowledge that had been accumulated in recent decades so that it could be
communicated to his contemporaries in an accessible form. This Enlightenment
project sought to overcome the explosion of print in so many domains and set it
before the lay reader, in the same way that these volumes seek to distill and dis-
seminate the even vaster quantities of information that have been gathered on
manifold aspects of the years 1760 to 1815. In both cases, the material is presented
in a succinct manner. Moreover, just as Diderot summoned his colleagues to assist
him in his huge and ambitious task, so numerous experts have been invited to con-
tribute their knowledge in a readable fashion as part of a significant team effort
for this project.

The object of their collective endeavor is to comprehend the great age of Atlantic
or Western revolution from the period 1760-1815, a concept that achieved con-
siderable currency in the 1960s, precisely 200 years after the events, following the
publication of Robert Palmer’s influential two-volume work, The Age of the Democratic
Revolution. Having attracted great interest around the time of its publication, the
thesis that the various upheavals of the late eighteenth century in western Europe
and America were in fact part of a single movement subsequently disappeared from
view. Some historians retreated into their national ghettoes as the explosion of his-
torical studies seemed to fragment the bigger picture and apparently rendered the
task of synthesis impossible. Others instead disputed the specific merits of a “bour-
geois revolution” in France, which celebrated its bicentenary in 1989 and seemed
to bear little resemblance to events on the other side of the Atlantic or even across
the English Channel. Yet recent developments in historiography suggest that this is
an idea whose time has come again. With the demise of Marxism and the renewed
value accorded to political and cultural dimensions of the historical process, there
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is a fresh emphasis on broader movements and themes that embrace the wider
Western world.

Current studies emanating from the Napoleonic bicentenary certainly focus on
the empire rather than solely on France. Historians of the Revolution have been fol-
lowing suit, and no conference is now complete without its British, Spanish, Italian,
Dutch, and German contributors. This might simply seem to reflect the develop-
ment of a European Union, the establishment of which Napoleon once fraudulently
claimed to be seeking in the early nineteenth century. Yet the same historians have
also been reaching across the Atlantic to restore a colonial dimension to the French
Revolution. The Rights of Man appealed to black as well as white inhabitants of the
West Indies, in particular Saint-Domingue, the jewel in the French colonial crown.
Severe upheaval there eventuated in the abolition of slavery, at least for a time, and
then, in 1804, in the colony’s definitive independence as Haiti. The United States,
where a good number of French plantation owners sought refuge, has inevitably
been brought into this emerging narrative. Slavery and the slave trade, for which the
old imperial powers are belatedly apologizing, actually bound together the transat-
lantic destinies of the great maritime powers. They have found their rightful place
in this encyclopedia.

It has often been forgotten that before independence, and still to an extent
thereafter, the American colonies were regarded as part of the European world, and
there was frequent traffic, both cultural and commercial, between them. The British
connection requires little emphasis, while the relationship between France and the
United States has been characterized by amity as well as enmity. Yet the country that
supplied the Statue of Liberty to its transatlantic sister republic in the 1880s has long
acknowledged an intellectual affinity. It in no way detracts from the achievement
of the French revolutionaries, whose efforts are most extensively examined in this
volume, to suggest that the American Declaration of Independence sprang from
the same ideological roots as the French Declaration of the Rights of Man and of
the Citizen. The fact that France joined the War of Independence on the side of the
Americans permitted the circulation in France of liberal ideas that would otherwise
have been censored. Contacts across the Channel were likewise enduring, although
a long and bitter war soon divided British and French in the 1790s. A member of
Parliament actually proposed commemorating the storming of the Bastille in 1790.
Meanwhile, many of the corresponding societies, whose members were referred to
as Jacobins, continued to be inspired by the French Republic, even after the out-
break of hostilities in 1793.

What we might loosely call “democratic” ideology, which aimed at more open
societies and greater participation in politics, undoubtedly spanned continents, and
America is rightly given its due here. Contemporaries were often more aware of
these links than historians have been, and many of the individuals to whom entries
are devoted in this encyclopedia were cosmopolitan figures. Thomas Paine offers
an especially good example. An Englishman who first played a revolutionary role in
America, he returned to Britain, where he published his celebrated Rights of Man
in 1792. This work served to increase his renown in France, and he was elected that
year to the National Convention, where he enjoyed a somewhat checkered career,
which was perhaps not helped by his inability to speak French. Yet his radicalism
was undimmed by a spell in prison during the Reign of Terror, and his commitment
to the cause of change continued. Thomas Jefferson traveled in the opposite
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direction and enjoyed a spell as American ambassador to France at the time of
the Revolution, while Lafayette went to America as an aristocratic leader of the
French army and returned to France to play a significant role in supporting the
Revolution of 1789.

Nationalism may have been a product of the age of revolution, but boundaries be-
tween states were much more fluid than they are today and individuals crossed them
with relative ease. Paine, for instance, regarded himself as a citizen of the world.
Women did so as well as men, and several of them have justifiably been awarded
space here. Mary Wollstonecraft, for example, spent some time in France and wrote
a history of the French Revolution as well as her celebrated Vindication of the Rights
of Women. It is true that the cause of female emancipation made little progress in
terms of political rights, but greater legal equality was certainly secured in France,
at least until the Napoleonic Code reversed many of the advances recorded dur-
ing the revolutionary decade. The recent discovery and development of a gender
dimension to the age of revolutions is a reminder that feminism should be added to
the long list of ideologies that emerged in the course of a crucial period.

These ideologies still inform our thinking at the outset of the twenty-first century,
while the history of the period 1760-1815 can be equally instructive. Contemporary
events have demonstrated that democracy is definitely not the default option when
tyranny is overthrown. To that extent, the French Revolution may appall as well as
inspire. The origins of terrorism have been located during the 1790s and should
serve as a warning that good intentions alone do not suffice to produce the desired
outcome to movements that aim at greater freedom and equality. This is not to say
that revolutions inevitably descend into awful internecine violence, for the Ameri-
can example may suggest otherwise. What events in France suggest, perhaps, is that
the combination of protracted international war and revolutionary conflict makes a
satisfactory outcome much harder to achieve. Historians are divided over whether
or not lessons may be derived from the study of the past, although the present cer-
tainly influences the way they regard history. Out of this dialogue has emerged a
tremendous amount of information and interpretation relating to one of the most
exciting and critical periods in the development of the Western world. The result-
ing complexity has rendered these years as challenging to comprehend as they are
rewarding to study. This encyclopedia will have served its purpose if it both assists
in understanding and prompts further fruitful reflection on the great age of revolu-
tion and ideology from the beginnings of American independence to the battle of
Waterloo.

Malcolm Crook






PREFACE

All serious studies of the modern world ultimately oblige us to examine the period of
revolutions of the late eighteenth century, which marked out that era as a distinctive
one in the political and social history of the Western world. The American and French
revolutions, in particular, encompassed fewer than 20 years between them, but as
they so dramatically shaped modern civilization, we cannot but acknowledge them
as pivotal events. This encyclopedia does not presume to offer new interpretations
of the events and people connected with the age of revolutions but rather seeks to
serve as a guide to students, teachers, and scholars who wish to understand the basic
concepts associated with the subject, the principal events, and the individuals who
by their actions and words gave this period its compelling character. If, by delving
into this work in search of a brief explanation of a subject, the reader is encouraged
to pursue further study on the subject, then the purpose this encyclopedia intends to
serve will have been fulfilled.

Readers will find subjects arranged alphabetically, complimented by a chronol-
ogy, bibliography, maps, guide to related topics, and primary source documents.
Most of the leading, and many of the minor, figures connected with the political
history of the period between 1760 and 1815 are included here, predominantly
but not exclusively those connected with America or France. The broad chron-
ological approach of this work is deliberate, for the origins of the two major
revolutions of the eighteenth century and their effects on the nations affected
by them in the decades prior to and following these great upheavals must be con-
sidered if we are to see them in their proper context. The American Revolution
may have begun in 1775, but its origins may be traced back a decade and more.
So, too, with the French Revolution, which, while moved in fits and starts for
about 10 years, could trace its origins to the early years of the eighteenth century.
Hence, readers will find entries on the principal political thinkers of that period,
as well as on the revolutionaries themselves and the events and places connected
with revolution. Cross-referencing directing the reader to related entries may
be found throughout, and each entry provides a list of sources for further study.
These lists are, in turn, supplemented by an extensive bibliographical section
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that readers may consult in search of the very wide range of secondary sources in
English on the subject of this encyclopedia. Readers can also consult the guide to
related topics to identify entries that share a common theme but whose connec-
tion is not necessarily close enough to justify inclusion in the “See also” section
of an entry.
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INTRODUCTION

In the course of a single generation in the last quarter of the eighteenth century,
two events had a profound impact on Western society: the American and French
revolutions. A full understanding of the political culture of the West, whether of
the late eighteenth century or of today, cannot be complete without some knowl-
edge of the radical changes made to the social and political structures of Britain’s
North American colonies as they would affect the future of the United States, and
to France with respect to herself in particular, but, more broadly, to western and
central Europe. The basic political and social institutions of the Western world were
fundamentally shaped by these two revolutions, and the end of the eighteenth cen-
tury has not unnaturally been regarded as a turning point of history—a dividing line
between the early modern and late modern periods.

Despite the impact that the United States has made on the world since the Sec-
ond World War, the revolution that laid its foundation had relatively little immedi-
ate impact on the wider world. Yet for the American colonists themselves and for
the subsequent development of a nation that would in less than a century span
a continent and eventually emerge as the world’s leading military and economic
power, the American Revolution had nothing less than extraordinarily profound
implications for the future. Revolutions had occurred periodically throughout his-
tory, of course, but this one was fundamentally different, for the Americans boldly
asserted their “natural rights” and pursued the principles espoused by the philos-
ophes of the eighteenth century—an unprecedented step in political history. While
independence from Britain did not, in fact, number among the objectives of most
revolutionaries at the outbreak of hostilities in June 1775, little more than a year
later they would proclaim a republic based on political principles that the mother
country—in which the power of the monarchy was not absolute but restricted by
constitutional constraints—had never come to embrace despite the growing shift in
power from king to Parliament.

The republic permanently established in the United States after independence
in 1783 had no modern historical precedent, for it bore little relation to the British
political system, with its unreformed Parliament and extremely limited franchise.
The adoption of a written constitution—in which the powers and responsibilities of
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the government were explicitly laid down—established a fundamental break from
British political tradition, not least in its opening of the franchise to a large section
of the population, and in clearly separating and defining the powers of the execu-
tive, legislature, and judiciary branches of government, complete with a system of
checks and balances.

Above all, the first 10 amendments to the Constitution, which soon formed the
Bill of Rights, created a nation distinct from all others and have served as a model
for other nations since. The protections offered by the Bill of Rights form the bed-
rock of democratic systems throughout the world, almost without notice from citi-
zens, who go about their daily lives oblivious to the rights and freedoms that were
practically sacred to their eighteenth-century forebears who fought and died for
them. The source of this devotion is easily explained. In the eighteenth century,
most of these principles had no practical expression and remained merely lofty
ideas espoused by John Locke, Jean-Jacques Rousseau, Montesquieu, and others,
completely remote from the lives of ordinary colonists. Notions that are now ac-
cepted as standard features of democratic society were nothing of the kind in the
late eighteenth century. Specifically, Americans could enjoy freedom of religion,
speech, and the press. They had the right to peaceful assembly and to petition to
rectify grievances. They had the right to bear arms, to freedom from unreasonable
search and seizure, and to protection from a second trial in cases involving a capital
offense. Citizens could not be deprived of life, liberty, or property without having
been subject to proper judicial proceedings. Citizens could also not be deprived
of their property without reasonable compensation, nor be obliged to incriminate
themselves in court. Accused individuals were guaranteed a speedy trial, conducted
in the full public gaze and before an impartial jury of their peers, and could not
be subjected to excessive punishment if convicted. In addition to these and other
rights, all powers not explicitly given to the federal government by the Constitution
were to fall to the states. These rights now form the bread and butter of contempo-
rary American life, whereas to liberal minds of the eighteenth century, these repre-
sented progress on a remarkable scale.

Yet it was not the revolution in America that was to have the most far-reaching
impact on Western society, but rather the revolution in France. The new era inaugu-
rated by the French Revolution swept aside not simply the long-established political
system of the ancien régime in France, but the social, legal, and economic system
of western Europe. Old loyalties were discarded, and a focus was placed on indi-
vidual rights, representative government, and loyalty to nation rather than to king.
To be sure, the events of 1789 did not introduce all such concepts with immediate
effect, nor may it be said that the ideas put into practice by the revolutionaries were
entirely new. Challenges to divine rule had already been underway—not so much
through direct action, but in the more subtle form of the spread of ideas and grow-
ing resentment toward privilege and excess—since the middle of the eighteenth
century. The pressure for reform and change had therefore been gaining pace for
decades before Parisians stormed the Bastille in July 1789.

Revolution in France meant, for the most part, a clean sweep of old institutions,
especially those connected with the administration of the kingdom as it had existed
for centuries under the Bourbon kings. In its place, the revolutionaries sought to
introduce a new, more efficient apparatus for the function of representative gov-
ernment, and in a form that could best serve the nation as a whole rather than
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merely a privileged elite. This apparently noble enterprise was not, of course, entirely
achieved, even after a decade of trial and turmoil, not least because what appeared
sound in theory could not always be applied in practice. Opposing political factions
naturally disagreed with one another about the sort of new, enlightened society
they wished to establish, the pressure of defending the nation against foreign inva-
sion led more than one revolutionary government to suspend many of the rights
guaranteed by the constitution then in force, and social upheaval—not least civil
war—conspired to steer the Revolution on an uncertain path.

Nevertheless, a great deal of the achievements of the French Revolution have sur-
vived until today, notwithstanding the force of events that might easily have altered
or even undone the democratic progress of the 1790s, such as virtual dictatorship
under Napoleon, the Bourbon restoration of 1815-1830, new revolutions in 1830
and 1848, the Second Empire, and two world wars. Representative democracy has
survived in western Europe since the Revolution, not least because the social struc-
ture of society was altered so profoundly, with the emergence of the middle class as
the principal beneficiaries of the upheaval. To be fair, the franchise was by no means
extended to all ranks or even to both genders, but the traditional privileges of the
aristocracy—indeed the very institution of aristocracy itself—were eliminated, and
even when new ranks and titles were created during the Napoleonic era and old
ranks restored during the Restoration, these proved to be merely passing phases. By
1815, the imprint left by revolution could not be erased, and even the most deter-
mined reactionaries could not restore society to its pre-revolutionary state.

It was not merely the Revolution itself, within France, that would alter the West
forever, but the series of wars that it spawned, which ultimately engulfed the whole
of Europe. Without the Revolutionary and Napoleonic wars spreading the prin-
ciples of the Revolution—for good or ill—the history of the Continent would have
been profoundly different. The war caused some states to vanish, with new ones
erected to replace them, such as the satellite states that emerged on the borders of
France, which were ruled by governments that applied, to a greater or lesser extent,
the principles expounded by the French Revolution. Those areas conquered and
occupied by the French naturally were affected most, but even conservative Prussia
was obliged to institute sweeping social changes as a result of its catastrophic defeat
and occupation at the hands of French forces in 1806. In short, not all societies
welcomed the principles of “Liberty, Equality, and Fraternity,” but many did, and
features of the Revolution, whether in the form of actual constitutions or principles
drawn from the successive constitutions that appeared throughout the 1790s, were
introduced in the Low Countries, in the German states, in most of the Italian states,
in Switzerland, and in the Polish territories taken from Austria and Prussia.

Whatever the degree of impact the Revolution had on individual states, it was clear
that monarchy would no longer go unchallenged, and that a people’s exposure to
democratic principles could not be reversed even after the defeat of France in 1815.
Revolution, both in North America and in Europe, spawned modern nationalism,
and France above all provided the model for those who wished to introduce political
and social reform in their own countries, even if merely to create constitutional
monarchy, with little tampering of the existing social structure. Revolution was by no
means synonymous with universal suffrage, but when one considers how little Europe
had changed over the preceding centuries, the absence of full democracy after 1789
is hardly surprising. The mere fact that a major European state replaced monarchical
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rule with a limited form of democracy already constituted a monumental break with
the past; no one but the most radical of contemporary thinkers would have conceived
of a society quite as open and free as exists today, much less desired to create one.

It is easy to forget that principles that today seem natural and that therefore are
sometimes taken for granted were indeed revolutionary in the eighteenth century,
if only because notions such as equality were alien to the highly stratified structure
of European society, including the only semi-democratic state among the major
nations—DBritain. Specifically, the Revolution in France eliminated the dispropor-
tionate power of the aristocracy and clergy, giving much greater authority—and
political supremacy—to the middle and upper bourgeoisie and eliminating discrim-
ination based on birth. Monopolies on access to high office, whether in the army,
church, or government, were eliminated. Social status was dealt almost a mortal
blow, and the notion of natural rights came to the fore, with equality before the
law figuring prominently in the new order. Serfdom was abolished, and although
the majority of peasants remained poor and disenfranchised, they would benefit
from the elimination of financial obligations to the local landlords and clergy as a
result of the abolition of many feudal and manorial duties, the tithe, and levies on
grain. Above all, vast tracts of land were transferred from the aristocracy and the
church to peasant ownership. Royal taxation was also scrapped, although republi-
can governments obviously did not lift the burden of taxation entirely. The French
Revolution brought constitutionalism, and thus its citizens, rather than subjects,
understood their political rights and the powers, responsibilities, and limitations
of government. It was therefore quite natural that European liberals throughout
the nineteenth century would repeatedly turn to the constitutions of the 1790s for
inspiration and guidance.

The French Revolution also enshrined the principle that natural rights, to be en-
joyed equally by all citizens, should be considered inalienable. The concepts of pro-
tection from repression, security, the right to hold property, and liberty all reflected
ideas already established in the Bill of Rights of the U.S. Constitution, and both
the French and American revolutions were heavily indebted to various Enlighten-
ment thinkers. Freedom from arbitrary arrest and trial by laws established by some
form of representative legislature were also enormous innovations, as was equality
before the law, the presumption of innocence until guilt could be proven, freedom
of speech and of the press, and a host of other rights. In addition to natural rights,
the French Revolution championed the notion of popular sovereignty, whereby the
source of political power was declared to rest with the people. No individual, and no
group, could exercise authority without the consent of the people—which in prac-
tice meant through bodies elected by a limited franchise. Laws were to be framed
by the “general will,” although in France this was limited by property qualifications,
and women were absent from most forms of political expression, while in America
such rights, although widely enjoyed, did not extend to women and slaves. In light
of this, the notion that “All men are created equal” reminds us that, as in France,
the American revolutionaries had no intention of creating the form of democracy
that now exists in the West.

If neither the French nor the American revolutions introduced the full array of
democratic rights that so many countries offer their citizens today, the principles
underlying modern representative government and human rights can nevertheless
trace their origins to these movements.
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Saint-Simonism

Salons

Sans-Culottes

Second Estate

September Massacres

Sieyes, Emmanuel Joseph, Abbé

Staél, Anne-Louis Germaine Necker,
Madame de

Suffrage (French)

Symbols (French Revolutionary)

Talleyrand-Périgord, Charles Maurice de

Tallien, Jean Lambert

Tennis Court Oath

Thermidorian Reaction

Thermidorians

Third Estate

Tocqueville, Alexis de

Toussaint I’Ouverture

Turgot, Anne-Robert-Jacques, Baron de
L’Aulne

Ultramontanism

Ultras

Valmy, Battle of

Varennes, Flight to

Vendéan Rebellion

Vendémiaire, Rising of

Vergennes, Gravier, Charles, Comte de

Vergniaud, Pierre-Victurnien

White Terror

Women (French)

Legislation: Colonial America

Administration of Justice Act
Coercive Acts

Combination Acts

Currency Act

Declaratory Act

English Militia Act
Massachusetts Government Act
Navigation Acts
Non-Importation Acts
Prohibitory Act

Quartering Act

Quebec Act

Revenue Act

Stamp Act

Townshend Acts

National Leaders

Alexander I, Tsar of Russia
Bolivar, Simon
Catherine II (the Great), Empress
of Russia
Chatham, Pitt, William (the Elder), Earl of
Francis II
Frederick IT (the Great), King of Prussia
George 111
Joseph II, Emperor
Josephine, Empress
Leopold II, Emperor
Liverpool, Robert Banks Jenkinson, Earl of
Louis XVI
Louis XVIII
Marie Antoinette
Napoleon I
North, Frederick North, Lord
Rockingham, Watson-Wentworth, Charles,
Marquess of
Washington, George
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Guide to Related Topics

Nations and Regions

Africa, Impact of Revolutionary Thought on

Austria

Batavian Republic

Belgium

Britain

Canada

Cisalpine Republic

France

Guadeloupe

Hispaniola

India

Ireland

Italy, Impact of Revolutionary Ideas on

Jamaica

Naples, Kingdom of

Netherlands, United Kingdom of the

Ottoman Empire, Impact of Revolutionary
Thought on

Parthenopean Republic

Poland, Impact of Revolutionary
Thought on

Poland, Partitions of

Polish Constitution

Polish Revolts

Prussia and Germany, Impact of
Revolutionary Thought on

Russia, Impact of Revolutionary
Thought on

Spain, Impact of Revolutionary Thought on

Poland

Poland, Impact of Revolutionary
Thought on

Poland, Partitions of

Polish Constitution

Polish Revolts

Political Institutions, Parties,
Clubs, and Factions

Articles of Confederation

Assembly of Notables

Assembly of the Known and Verifiable
Representatives of the French Nation

Bill of Rights (United States)

Brissotins

Clubs (French)

Committee of Public Safety

Congress, United States

Constituent Assembly

Constitutional Convention

Constitutions, American State

Consulate

Continental Congress, First

Continental Congress, Second

Council of Five Hundred

The Directory

Estates-General

Feuillants

First Estate

Girondins

House of Representatives

Idéologues

Jacobins

Legislative Assembly

The Mountain

National Assembly

National Convention

Parlements

Parliament

The Plain

Primary Assemblies

Revolutionary Committees of the French
Revolution

Revolutionary Tribunals

Sans-Culottes

Second Estate

Senate

Supreme Court (United States)

Thermidorians

Third Estate

Tories

Ultras

United States Constitution

Whigs

Political Thought, Concepts,
and Thinkers

Anarchists

Anti-Clericalism

Blackstone, Sir William

Burke, Edmund

Citizen

Citizenship

Diderot, Denis

L’Encyclopédie

Enlightenment

Equality

Gallicanism

Holbach, Paul Heinrich Dietrich,
Baron d’

Hume, David

Idéologues
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Jansenism

Kant, Immanuel

Locke, John

Montesquieu, Charles-Louis de Secondat,
Baron de le Brede et de

Nationalism

Patriotism

Philosophes

Physiocrats

Republicanism

Rousseau, Jean-Jacques

Rule of Law

Saint-Simonism

Suffrage (American)

Suffrage (French)

Tocqueville, Alexis de

Ultramontanism

Voltaire, Francois Marie

Prussia and Germany

Fichte, Johann Gottlieb

Frederick II (the Great)

Goethe, Johann Wolfgang von

Hegel, Georg Wilhelm Friedrich

Holbach, Paul Heinrich Dietrich,
Baron d’

Kant, Immanuel

Prussia and Germany, Impact of
Revolutionary Thought on

Schiller, Johann Christoph Friedrich von

Religion and Religious Affairs

Abolition of the Catholic Cult
Anti-Clericalism

Civil Constitution of the Clergy
Concordat

Féte de I’Etre Supréme

Papacy

Pius VI, Pope

Pius VII, Pope

Religion

Revolutions and Revolutionaries
(Other than France and America)

Bolivar, Simon

Dutch Revolution

Haitian Revolution

Hidalgo y Costilla, Miguel
Latin American Revolutions
Mexican Revolution

Paoli, Pasquale

Pugachev Rebellion

San Martin, José de

Russia

Alexander I, Tsar of Russia

Catherine II, Empress

Karamzin, Nikolai Mikhailovich

Pugachev Rebellion

Russia, Impact of Revolutionary Thought on

Slavery

Abolitionists

Haitian Revolution
Hispaniola

Slavery and the Slave Trade
Toussaint I’Ouverture
Wilberforce, William

States of the United States

Connecticut
Georgia
Kentucky
Maryland
Massachusetts
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
North Carolina
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina
Virginia






CHRONOLOGY FOR THE AGE OF
POLITICAL REVOLUTIONS AND
NEW IDEOLOGIES, 1760-1815

1760

1763

1764

1765

1766

1767

1768
1769

1770

1773

October 25: George III succeeds his grandfather, George II, to the British throne.
February 10: Treaty of Paris ends the Anglo-French Seven Years’ War.

October 7: Proclamation of 1763 closes off westward expansion by the British
North American colonies.

April 5: British Parliament passes the Sugar Act in an effort to create more effec-
tive collection of parliamentary taxation in the American colonies.

April 19: British Parliament passes the Currency Act, thereby effectively assuming
control of the currency system in the American colonies.

March 22: To defray the cost of maintaining a military presence in North America,
the British Parliament passes the Stamp Act, which requires all legal documents,
newspapers, and commercial contracts to carry a tax stamp.

October 7-24: Delegates from Britain’s North American colonies convene the
Stamp Act Congress in New York to protest taxes recently imposed by Parliament
through the Stamp Act.

March 17: Parliament repeals the Stamp Act and passes the Declaratory Act, which
asserts Parliament’s right to legislate for and tax Britain’s American colonies.
June 29: Parliament passes the Townshend Acts, named for their author, chancellor
of the exchequer Charles Townshend; the acts place duties on such commodities
as lead, paint, glass, paper, and tea; the acts also create three new admiralty courts
in the American colonies to try those accused of violating the customs laws.
November 20: Townshend Revenue Act becomes effective.

October 1: British troops arrive in Boston.

May 16: The Virginia General Assembly, the House of Burgesses, passes the Vir-
ginia Resolves, a series of resolutions declaring Virginia an independent realm
under the British Crown and subject only to taxation imposed by its own assembly
and not by Parliament.

March 5: British troops kill five civilians in the so-called Boston Massacre, which is
part of a series of disturbances caused by colonial resentment of the British mili-
tary presence in the town.

April 12: Parliament repeals the Townshend Revenue Act.

May 10: In an effort to provide financial relief to the East India Company, Parlia-
ment passes the Tea Act, which allows the company to sell tea in the American colo-
nies without paying the customs duty, thus undercutting colonial merchants and
smugglers and giving the company a virtual monopoly in the colonial tea trade.
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Chronology

1774

1775

1776

1778
1781

1782
1783

1787

December 16: In response to the Tea Act, colonists in Boston dress as Indians and
board ships in Boston Harbor to dump their cargo of tea overboard in an act of
protest known as the Boston Tea Party.

March 25: In response to the Boston Tea Party, Parliament passes the Boston Port
Act (one of a series of measures known also as the Intolerable Acts or Coercive
Acts), thereby closing the port of Boston.

May 10: Louis XVI succeeds his grandfather, Louis XV, as king of France.

May 20: Parliament passes the Administration of Justice Act, the Massachusetts
Government Act, and the Quebec Act (all part of the series of measures known
as the Intolerable Acts or Coercive Acts) to strengthen British control over the
American colonies.

June 1: Boston Port Act becomes effective.

June 2: Parliament passes the Quartering Act to allow the billeting of British sol-
diers in the homes of American colonists.

September 5: Delegations from the American colonies convene the First Continen-
tal Congress in Philadelphia.

September 9: Suffolk County, Massachusetts, passes the Suffolk Resolves, which
condemn Parliament’s recent enactment of a series of statutes known in America
as the Intolerable Acts.

October 20: Continental Congress approves the Continental Association, which
establishes a boycott of the importation of British goods into the American
colonies.

April 19: Hostilities begin between the American colonies and Britain with clashes
at Lexington and Concord in Massachusetts.

May 10: Delegates from the American colonies convene the Second Continental
Congress in Philadelphia.

June 14: Continental Congress establishes the Continental Army.

November 29: Continental Congress establishes the Committee of Secret Corre-
spondence.

January 10: Thomas Paine publishes his influential pamphlet Common Sense, which
denounces British rule over the American colonies.

February 12: Louis XVI of France dismisses his finance minister, Turgot, for at-
tempting to introduce financial reforms; Jacques Necker replaces him at the fi-
nance ministry.

July 4: The American colonies declare their independence from Britain.
February 6: Franco-American alliance is concluded.

March 1: The Articles of Confederation, the first governing document of the
United States, is ratified.

March 3: Second Continental Congress becomes the United States in Congress
Assembled.

October 19: Under Lord Cornwallis, the British surrender at Yorktown, Virginia,
to the Americans under George Washington and their French allies under Gen-
eral Rochambeau, thus effectively ending the American Revolutionary War.

April 19: Netherlands recognizes the independence of the United States.
September 3: The Treaty of Paris, which formally ends the American Revolution-
ary War, is concluded between the United States, Britain, France, Holland, and
Spain; in the agreement, Britain recognizes American independence.

February 22: Convened by French finance minister Charles Alexandre de Calo-
nne, an Assembly of Notables consisting of prominent citizens of Paris and the
surrounding regions meets at Versailles.

May 25: French Assembly of Notables is dissolved when it refuses to agree to a
land tax.
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1788

1789

1790

1791

1792

November 20: Louis XVI announces that the Estates-General, an assembly of the
three traditional estates—clergy, nobility, commoners—will be summoned in 1792.
August 8: Louis XVI summons the Estates-General for May 1789.

August 27: Jacques Necker is recalled as French minister of finance.

January 24: Estates-General is formally summoned by Louis XVI.

May 5: Estates-General convenes in Versailles.

June 17: Third Estate constitutes itself the National Convention of France.

June 20: Third Estate takes Tennis Court Oath, declaring its intention not to dis-
solve until a constitution is adopted for France.

June 23: Louis XVI rejects resolutions made by the Third Estate.

June 27: Louis XVI orders the First Estate (clergy) and Second Estate (nobility) to
assemble with the Third Estate.

July 9: French National Assembly declares itself a constituent assembly.

July 14: In an act that is considered the start of the French Revolution, Parisian
rioters storm and destroy the Bastille, a royal fortress and prison.

July 17: The marquis de Lafayette, a hero of the American Revolution, becomes
commander of the National Guard in Paris.

August 4: National Assembly decrees equality of taxation and the abolition of the
sale of offices and feudal rights and privileges.

August 23: National Assembly decrees freedom of religion.

August 24: National Assembly declares freedom of the press.

August 27: National Assembly adopts the Declaration of the Rights of Man and of
the Citizen.

October 5-6: A Parisian mob, mostly composed of women, marches on Versailles,
thus forcibly returning King Louis XVI and Queen Marie Antoinette to Paris.
November 2: National Assembly nationalizes French church property.

January 15: French Revolutionary government establishes 83 départements.
February 13: National Assembly decrees the abolition of monastic vows.

February 15: National Assembly abolishes all feudal rights in France.

June 9: National Assembly abolishes the civil list of the king and queen and abol-
ishes use of titles, badges, seals, and other aristocratic trappings.

July 12: Civil Constitution of the Clergy, which subordinates the Catholic clergy to
the French government, is issued.

July 14: Louis XVI accepts the new French constitution.

November: Edmund Burke’s Reflections on the Revolution in France, one of the best-
known attacks on the French Revolution, is published.

December 26: Louis XVI consents to the Civil Constitution of the Clergy.

January 30: The comte de Mirabeau is elected president of the French Assembly.
April 4: Mirabeau dies.

April 13: Pope Pius VI condemns the French Civil Constitution of the Clergy.
May 31: Guillotine is introduced as a method of execution in France.

June 20-25: Louis XVI and his family flee to Varennes, but they are intercepted
and returned to Paris.

July 6: Leopold II of Austria calls on other royal powers to support Louis XVI.
July 9: National Assembly orders the return of all émigrés to France within two
months.

September 3: France becomes a constitutional monarchy.

September 13: Louis XVI accepts the new constitution.

September 30: National Assembly dissolves in favor of the Legislative Assembly,
which assembles on October 1.

April 20: France declares war on Austria, thus starting the War of the First Coalition,
for Austria is soon joined by Prussia and Spain.
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1793

April 24: “La Marseillaise” is introduced as the French revolutionary anthem.
July 25: The Duke of Brunswick, commander of the Prussian forces, issues the
Brunswick Manifesto, which threatens the people of Paris and of France with se-
vere punishment if they harm the royal family or resist the restoration of the mon-
archy; the manifesto turns public opinion against Louis XVI, who is seen as being
in league with France’s enemies.

August 10: Mob attacks the Tuileries in Paris, resulting in the massacre of the Swiss
Guard.

August 10: National Assembly calls for a national convention.

August 10-12: The king, queen, and their infant son are imprisoned in the
Temple.

September 2—-6: During the September Massacres, a Paris mob murders 1,200 peo-
ple, including common criminals and political prisoners.

September 21: First session of the Convention abolishes the monarchy and pro-
claims France a republic.

September 22: Revolutionary calendar comes into force, and Year I is pro-
claimed.

October 10: Jean-Pierre Brissot is expelled from the Jacobin Club; the titles citoyen
and citoyenne officially replace monsieur and madame.

November 19: Convention offers assistance to all people seeking liberty from roy-
alist rule.

December 5: Trial of Louis XVI begins.

December 11: Convention interrogates the king.

January 17: Louis XVI is condemned to death.

January 21: Louis XVI is executed on the guillotine in Paris’s Place de la Révolu-
tion (now the Place de la Concorde).

January 23: Austria, Prussia, and Russia complete the second partition of Poland.
February 1: French Convention declares war on Britain and Holland; the First Co-
alition expands to include Austria, Prussia, Spain, Britain, Holland, and Sardinia.
March 16: Revolt in the Vendée region of France begins.

April 6: French Committee of Public Safety is established with dictatorial power.
April 13: Impeachment trial of Jean-Paul Marat begins.

April 24: Marat is acquitted.

June 2: Overthrow of the Girondins and arrest of Brissot inaugurates beginning of
a new phase of the French Revolution known as the Reign of Terror.

June 24: French Convention accepts the Constitution of 1793.

July 10: Georges-Jacques Danton leaves the Committee of Public Safety.

July 13: Marat is murdered by Charlotte Corday.

July 27: Maximilien Robespierre joins the Committee of Public Safety.

August 23: Levée en masse, that is, mass conscription into the French revolutionary
army, is decreed.

September 5: Rising of the Hébertistes occurs in Paris; the French Convention
begins government by terror.

September 17: The Law of Suspects, which permits the establishment of revolu-
tionary tribunals to try those accused of treason, is decreed.

29 September: Law of the Maximum, which sets a maximum price on wages and
goods in France, takes effect.

October 3: Impeachment of Brissot and 44 other deputies.

October 5: Revolutionary calendar is introduced into France.

October 16: Marie Antoinette is condemned to death and guillotined.

October 24-30: Trial of Brissot and 20 other deputies.

October 31: Execution of the Girondins.
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1794

1795

1796

1797

1798
1799

1801

1802

February 4: Convention abolishes slavery in the French colonies.

15 February: Red, white, and blue tricolor is adopted as French national flag.

13 March: The Hébertistes, the radical political faction led by Jacques Hébert, who
had clashed with Robespierre, are arrested.

March 24: The Hébertistes, including Jacques Hébert himself, are executed.
March 30: Georges-Jacques Danton is arrested.

April 5: Danton and Camille Desmoulins are executed.

May 7: Robespierre introduces worship of the Supreme Being.

June 8: Festival of the Supreme Being is presided over by Robespierre.

June 10: Law of 22 Prairial grants increased power to the Revolutionary Tribunal.
July 27-28: Fall of Robespierre, who is executed, and the Mountain; 9 Thermidor
(July 27 in the new calendar) marks the end of the Reign of Terror.

July 30-31: The Committee of Public Safety is reorganized.

12 November: The Jacobin Club in Paris is closed.

24 December: The Law of the Maximum is abolished.

February 15: Treaty of peace between Vendéans and the French government is
concluded.

February 21: Freedom of worship is guaranteed in France.

March 2: Bertrand Barére, Jacques Billaud-Varenne, and Jean Marie Collot d’Herbois
are arrested.

May 31: Revolutionary Tribunal is abolished.

August 22: New constitution in France establishes the Directory and comes into
effect beginning November 2.

October 26: Dissolution of the Convention.

November 1: Directory is established.

March 19: Freedom of the press is guaranteed in France.

March 29: The rebellion in the French Vendée ends.

April 18: Preliminary peace between France and Austria is signed at Leoben.

May 27: Francois-Noel Babeuf is executed.

July 9: Gisalpine Republic, a French client republic in northern Italy, is estab-
lished.

July 25: Political clubs are closed in France.

August 24: Repeal of laws against the clergy.

September 3: In the coup d’état of 18 Fructidor, Napoleon Bonaparte, at the be-
hest of the Directory, purges conservatives from the Legislative Assembly.
October 17: Treaty of Campo Formio is concluded between France and Austria.
February 15: Roman republic is proclaimed; Pope Pius VI leaves Rome.

July 12: Law of Hostages is introduced; the law allows local authorities to draw of
lists of “hostages” suspected of certain crimes, specifically those people suspected
of opposition to the Directory.

November 9-10: During the coup d’état of Brumaire, Napoleon Bonaparte over-
throws Directory and becomes First Consul.

November 13: Law of Hostages is repealed.

December 24: Constitution of the Year III is proclaimed.

January 5: Proscription of Jacobins.

July 15: Concordat between Napoleon Bonaparte and Pope Pius VII fully restores
the Catholic Church in France.

March 27: Peace of Amiens between France and Britain brings the French Revolu-
tionary Wars to a close.

April 26: General amnesty is proclaimed in France for all émigrés.

August 2: Napoleon Bonaparte is made First Consul of France for life.

August 4: Fifth constitution is adopted in France.



xlii

Chronology

1803

1804

1805

1806

1807
1808

1809

1812

1813

1814

1815

May 18: Renewal of hostilities between Britain and France inaugurates the Napo-
leonic Wars.

January 1: Saint-Domingue declares its independence from France and hereafter
is known as Haiti.

March 21: Civil Code (later known as the Napoleonic Code) is published; the
duc d’Enghien is implicated in a plot to assassinate Napoleon Bonaparte and is
executed.

May 7: Civil Code is promulgated.

May 18: Napoleon Bonaparte is proclaimed Emperor Napoleon I by the Senate
and Tribunate.

December 2: Coronation of Napoleon and Josephine in Paris.

December 2: Napoleon decisively defeats the Austrians and Russians at Austerlitz.
December 26: France and Austria conclude the Treaty of Pressburg.

July 25: Napoleon creates the Confederation of the Rhine, a grouping of German
satellite states.

August 6: Holy Roman Empire is dissolved.

October 14: The French decisively defeat the Prussians at the battles of Jena and
Auerstadt.

July 7: France and Russia conclude the Treaty of Tilsit.

May 2: An uprising in Madrid against French occupation begins the Peninsular
War in Spain.

July 5-6: The Austrians are defeated at the Battle of Wagram.

October 14: The Treaty of Schénbrunn is concluded between France and
Austria.

June 22: Napoleon invades Russia.

October 16-19: The Allies decisively defeat Napoleon at the Battle of Leipzig and
force the departure of his forces from Germany.

March 31: Paris surrenders to the Allies.

April 6: Napoleon abdicates unconditionally.

April 30: (First) Treaty of Paris is concluded between France and the Allies.

June 18: Napoleon is decisively defeated at the Battle of Waterloo.

November 20: (Second) Treaty of Paris is concluded between France and the
Allies.
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Abbé Sieyes
See Sieyes, Emmanuel Joseph, Abbé

Abolitionists

Abolitionists, those individuals who opposed the institution of slavery and called
for its abolition, derived their logical core from the philosophy that came out of
the Age of Enlightenment in eighteenth-century Europe, which asserted that all
human beings have natural rights. The American Revolution (1775-1783) and the
French Revolution (1789-1799), which are widely seen as revolutions conducted by
citizens against oppressive rulers, transformed this Enlightenment assertion into a
wider call for universal liberty and freedom. The successful slave revolt that began
in the French colony of Saint-Domingue in 1791 was part of this revolutionary new
thinking.

In Europe, Britain had the strongest abolitionist movement. The major turning
point in this movement came in 1787, when evangelical Christians joined Quak-
ers in establishing the Society for the Abolition of the Slave Trade. Led by William
Wilberforce (1759-1833) and Thomas Clarkson (1760-1846), Quakers initiated
petition drives, mass propaganda efforts, and lobbying in an attempt to end British
involvement in the inhumane practice of slave trafficking. Abolitionism fared less
well in continental Europe. Antislavery societies in continental Europe were nar-
row, ineffective, elitist organizations. In France, Jacques-Pierre Brissot (1754-1793),
a supporter of the French Revolution, established the Society of the Friends of
Blacks in 1788, but this group failed in its efforts against the slave trade. Despite its
weaknesses, however, the French antislavery effort was the strongest in continental
Europe.

In the United States, after the Missouri Compromise (1820), gradualist abolition-
ist sentiments flourished freely. In 1827 there were about 140 antislavery groups
meeting every other year in the American Convention of Abolition societies. The
most important of the early abolitionists was Benjamin Lundy, who around 1815
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began numerous efforts to persuade slaveholders to abandon slavery. He organized
the Union Humane Society in St. Clarisville, Ohio, and cooperated with Charles
Osborn (1776-1850), who published The Philanthropistin September 1817. In 1821,
Lundy began publication of The Genius of Universal Emancipation, which promoted
a moderate approach to abolitionism. He influenced various people who became
antislavery advocates, most notably William Lloyd Garrison (1805-1879), who pro-
posed an “immediatist” approach to abolition and took the position that although
slavery could not be ended immediately, it was the moral duty of good people to act.
By January 1, 1831, Garrison had started publishing the Liberator; which advocated
his famous immediatist approach. Garrison organized the New England Anti-Slavery
Society, the first organization in America dedicated to immediatism.

Garrison brought together a remarkable group of followers that eventually in-
cluded the orator Wendell Philips, the agitator Parker Pillsbury, and such others as
Henry C. Wright, Maria Weston Chapman, Rev. Samuel J. Marry, Lydia Maria Child,
Stephan S. Foster, Dr. Karl Follen, Oliver Johnson, and Charles C. Burleigh. William
Jay, son of the first chief justice of the United States, John Jay, lent his pen and pres-
tige to the cause with his famous Inquiry into the Character and Tendency of the American
Anti-Slavery Societies (1835). The New York merchants Arthur and Lewis Tappan gave
money and were active in numerous antislavery causes. Theodore D. Weld, Rev.
Charles Grandison Finney, and John Greenleaf Whittier contributed earnestly to
the abolitionist movement. In 1833 these men and others founded the American
Anti-Slavery Society, which became the center for propaganda and organization.

Meanwhile, the abolitionist movement in America headed toward dissension.
Conservative abolitionists like the Tappans, William Jay, and Rev. William Goodell
disapproved of the Garrisonians’ bitter attacks on the clergy for being pro-slavery.
Alvan Stewart, Alizur Wright Jr., and Henry B. Stanton believed that Garrison was
offending the sentiments of the general public. The breach in the abolitionist move-
ment was opened by the so-called woman question when Garrison pressed for the
employment of female abolitionists in more active roles than they had had before.
Controversy surrounding the nomination of Abby Kelley prompted a portion of the
American Anti-Slavery Society, under the leadership of Lewis Tappan, to secede and
set up the American and Foreign Anti-Slavery Society.

As the antislavery issue had become a major factor in national politics, northerners
found themselves increasingly alarmed by what seemed to them the determination
of southerners to nationalize slavery. Thus, regarding Garrison as intolerable, north-
erners united on antislavery and Free Soil and closed ranks behind the moderate
candidacy of Abraham Lincoln, who on December 18, 1865, with the ratification of
the Thirteenth Amendment to the Constitution, brought an end to slavery in the
United States. See also Slavery and the Slave Trade.

FURTHER READING: Aptheker, Herbert. Abolitionism: A Revolutionary Movement. New York:
W. W. Norton, 1989; Bender, Thomas. The Antislavery Debate: Capitalism and Abolitionism
as a Problem in Historical Interpretation. Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California
Press, 1992; Drescher, Seymour. Capitalism and Antislavery: British Mobilization in Comparative
Perspective. New York: Oxford University Press, 1987; Fogel, Robert W. Without Consent or
Contract: The Rise and Fall of American Slavery. New York: W. W. Norton, 1989; Jeffrey, Julie Roy.
The Great Silent Army of Abolitionism: Ordinary Women in the Anti-Slavery Movement. Chapel Hill:
University of North Carolina Press, 1998; Northrup, David. The Atlantic Slave Trade: Problems
in World History. Lexington, MA: D.C. Heath, 1994; Rice, C. Duncan. The Rise and Fall of
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JITENDRA UTTAM

Abolition of the Catholic Cult

Abolition of the Catholic Cult is the name given to the systematic attempt to
eliminate Roman Catholic influence in the government of revolutionary France.
The first blow against the church came with an expropriation of church properties
in 1789 (under the guise of paying off national debts). The most systematic eradica-
tion of clerical influence, however, occurred on July 12, 1790, with the legislation
known as the Civil Constitution of the Clergy. With this measure, the National As-
sembly placed France’s Catholic Church under state control and as of November
27,1790, required an oath of allegiance from the clergy to the constitution.

During the years of the Reign of Terror, the antireligious persecutions included
monastery closures, the forced abandonment by priests and nuns of their orders,
sanctuary desecration, and the imprisonment and execution of many clerics, effec-
tively eliminating Catholic influence until Napoleon’s peace treaty with the papacy
in 1801, the Concordat. See also French Revolution; Religion.

FURTHER READING: Aston, Nigel. Religion and Revolution in France 1780—1804. Washington,
DC: Catholic University of America Press, 2000; Cross, F. L., ed. The Oxford Dictionary of the
Christian Church. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1997; Schama, Simon. Citizens: A Chronicle
of the French Revolution. New York: Knopf, 1989.

PETER R. MCGUIRE

Abolition of the Monarchy (France)

The abolition of the monarchy in France came as a surprise to many of the prom-
inent thinkers of the Age of Enlightenment. The monarchy had been a constant fea-
ture of the political landscape of France since the baptism of Clovis the Frank over
1,000 years before. Advocates of change in France in the later eighteenth century
for the most part looked to the British monarchy, a hereditary executive limited by
an elected legislature, as an example. The events of the French Revolution between
1789 and 1792, however, determined an altogether more radical change.

From the creation of the National Assembly in June 1789, Louis XVI had already
lost much of his legislative powers. These were further reduced with the introduc-
tion of a constitution in September 1791 (in part a reaction to the failed escape of
the royal family from France in June of that year). This limited the king’s powers,
leaving him only the right to appoint ministers and to veto legislation. He was pri-
marily a figurehead and was required to swear an oath of fidelity to the constitution
(and was no longer referred to as the king of France, but king of the French). It
was this veto, however, that led to further conflict with government reforms, and
when he dissolved a ministry of reformers for a new ministry of moderates in June 1792,
he alienated the people of Paris and the radical members of the Assembly. On the
night of August 10, a mob backed by the civic government of Paris attacked the
palace of the Tuileries, forcing the king and his family to take refuge with the Na-
tional Assembly. This marked the functional end of the monarchy; his powers were
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suspended, and formally revoked six weeks later on September 22, a day that became
known as Day 1 of Year I, the birth of the First Republic. See also Constitutions,
French Revolutionary.

FURTHER READING: Doyle, William. The Oxford History of the French Revolution. 2nd ed.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002; Matthews, Andrew. Revolution and Reaction: Europe,
1789-1849. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2001; Mousnier, Roland. The Institutions
of France under the Absolute Monarchy, 1589—-1789. Vol. 2. Translated by Arthur Goldhammer.
Chicago: University of Chicago, 1984.
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L’Accusateur Public

The office of accusateur public, a prosecuting magistrate of France during the
revolutionary era, was created by the National Assembly in 1789 and abolished after
Napoleon was declared emperor in May 1804.

In December of 1789, the National Assembly reorganized the national govern-
ment and replaced France’s historic provinces with départements. The powerful office
of public prosecutor was abolished, and its powers were divided among departmen-
tal police chiefs, the presidents of district tribunals, the prosecuting magistrate or
accusateur public, and the king’s commissioners. The tribunal presidents and accusa-
teurs were elected.

The départements were given an enormous amount of responsibility, and the en-
forcement of justice was largely up to them; they had little guidance or help from
Paris. The départements also faced chronic difficulties in paying their expenses. De-
spite the challenges of chaos, war, and poverty, many departmental governments
were able to establish their authority rapidly and effectively.

Under the Directory, the accusateur public was made an integral part of the crimi-
nal courts, along with the tribunal president, a clerk, and four judges. In addition,
the office of king’s commissioner was suspended after the execution of Louis XVI
in January 1793 and the declaration of the Republic. In Paris, the criminal court
added more judges and support officials in order to function more effectively.

As the French Republic began to conquer its neighbors, it exported its constitu-
tion. In Switzerland and Italy, accusateurs publics enforced French wishes. The for-
eign accusateurs were not elected, but appointed by Paris. In the Batavian (Swiss)
and Roman (northern Italian) republics, the accusateurs doubled as government
commissioners.

The recentralization of power under Napoleon placed the départements back
under a strict hierarchy. With Napoleon’s declaration of the Empire in 1804, the
criminal courts were reorganized again. The election of judges was ended. Instead,
Napoleon appointed all judges to life terms. The office of accusateur was replaced
by that of the procureur imperial, who also had assistants and clerks in larger jurisdic-
tions. In many départements, however, the same personnel remained in the criminal
courts under a different title. See also Constitutions, French Revolutionary.

FURTHER READING: Doyle, William. The Oxford History of the French Revolution. Oxford:
Clarendon Press, 1989; Godechot, Jacques. Les institutions de la France sous la Révolution et
UEmpire. Paris: Presses Universitaires de France, 1968; Lefebvre, Georges. The French Revolution
from Its Origins to 1793. Translated by Elizabeth Moss Evanson. New York: Columbia University
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Press, 1962; Madelin, Louis. The Consulate and the Empire, 1789—1809. Translated by E. F. Buckley.
Vol. 1. New York: AMS Press, 1967.
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Adams, Abigail (1744-1818)

Abigail Adams, wife of American revolutionary leader and second U.S. president
John Adams, was born in Weymouth, Massachusetts, in November 1744. The Adamses
married in 1764 and had four children. Rather than attending school, Adams spent
most of her childhood with her maternal grandmother. Though she lacked a formal
education, Adams was well read in poetry, history, and theology.

During the Revolution, Adams spent the majority of her time caring for her fam-
ily at their home in Boston, Massachusetts, while her husband was in Philadelphia.
Always an avid writer of letters, Adams wrote to her husband constantly throughout
the war. Adams’s letters reveal much about her life while the country was at war. In
many letters, Adams detailed her daily struggles to tend to her children and the
farm and how she dealt with various effects of the Revolution.

Adams’s husband valued her opinion on a number of subjects, including the
status of women. One of her letters cautioned her husband to pay close attention
to women or endure the consequences. In short, she believed that women should
receive the same education as men. Adams felt that women should have the same
rights as their husbands and should play a more substantial role in government and
society. She was determined that women would not hold themselves accountable to
a government that gave them no representation.

After her husband’s defeat for reelection as president, Adams spent the last 17
years of her life at home with him. Patriot and former First Lady Abigail Adams died
of typhoid fever at her home in October 1818. Adams’s rich letters leave an extraor-
dinary account of American life during the Revolution.

FURTHER READING: Malone, Dumas, ed. Dictionary of American Biography. Vol. 11. New
York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1933; Withey, Lynne. Dearest Friend: A Life of Abigail Adams. New
York: Free Press, 1981.
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Adams, John (1735-1826)

Lawyer, revolutionary leader, constitutional theorist, diplomat, and Federalist
second president of the United States, Adams was born in 1735 in Braintree, Mas-
sachusetts, the eldest of three sons of John Adams and Samantha Boylston. Adams
entered Harvard at 15 on a partial scholarship and studied Greek and Latin, logic,
rhetoric, mathematics, and science. Adams graduated in 1755. Not yet able to af-
ford an education in law, he taught grammar school in Worcester but was increas-
ingly drawn to the study of history and politics just as the French and Indian War
(1756-1763) was breaking out.

In 1756 Adams began a legal apprenticeship with a young Worcester attorney,
James Putnam, and was admitted to the bar in Boston in November 1759. He met
Abigail Smith the same year and married her after a five-year courtship, beginning
a durable marriage based on extraordinary romantic and intellectual attachment.
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With the enactment of the Stamp Act in 1765, Adams became attracted to the
Sons of Liberty, the political circle of his second cousin, Samuel Adams, whose
law-flaunting activities he regarded as hot headed but just. Adams was prominent
among the proto-republicans of Boston who referred to themselves as Whigs in
identification with British parliamentary critics of the government in London such
as Edmund Burke and Charles James Fox. His Dissertation on the Canon and Feudal
Law challenged authority in the name of freedom, and obedience in the name of
just resistance, and argued that British repression would only provoke more deter-
mined resistance. When the Stamp Act was repealed and replaced by the Towns-
hend Acts, Adams was again at the forefront of the protests against taxation without
representation. In 1770 Adams’s controversial decision to defend the British officer
and soldiers accused of perpetrating the Boston Massacre led some to doubt his
commitment to the cause of American liberty. Adams, however, was scrupulous on
the principle that in any quarrel force should not be used so long as rational argu-
ment was respected. The defense did some damage to his law practice, but the integ-
rity and skill he brought to the case ultimately enhanced his public standing.

The key turning point for Adams came with the Boston Tea Party of 1773. Its
dramatic demonstration of the constitutional point through an act of vandalism
carried out with panache and no loss of life met for Adams the crucial qualification
that “the people should never rise without doing something to be remembered.”
The Tea Party was for him an act “so firm, intrepid and inflexible” as to make it “an
epoch of history.” In 1774 Adams was selected by the Massachusetts legislature as
one of five delegates to the First Continental Congress and quickly became the lead-
ing voice for American independence. When Congress made the fateful decision in
favor of independence, Adams was appointed to the five-man committee authorized
to defend the revolutionary cause to the world. The eloquence of the Declaration of
Independence testifies to the skill of Thomas Jefferson as a writer, but its logic put
forward the political philosophy that Adams, more than anyone, had expounded
for more than a decade. In Jefferson’s words, Adams spoke with a power of thought
“that moved us from our seats.”

In 1778, Adams was dispatched to Paris to join Benjamin Franklin and Arthur
Lee on a diplomatic mission seeking alliance with France. In 1780 he was also given
a mandate to negotiate a treaty of friendship and commerce with the Netherlands.
After the British defeat at Yorktown, he finally secured Dutch diplomatic recogni-
tion of the United States as well as a commercial treaty and a financial loan and
returned to Paris. By this time France was eager to end hostilities with Britain and
willing to compromise on the issue of American independence to facilitate peace.
Adams, however, was not prepared to have America’s hard-won independence bar-
tered away. Joined by John Jay and Franklin, he concluded a peace treaty with Britain
separate from the French, the Treaty of Paris of 1783, which formally acknowledged
the independence of the United States.

Adams’s next diplomatic posting was to the Court of St. James, where he tried
and failed to secure British agreement to open their ports to American commerce,
guarantees respecting American navigation and fishing rights, and the withdrawal
of British troops from American soil. Meanwhile, the movement toward strength-
ening the national government culminated in the Constitutional Convention in
Philadelphia, which in 1787 drafted and adopted the new United States Constitu-
tion. In London, Adams began A Defence of the Constitutions of Government of the United
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States of America, a treatise written partly as a response to events in America but also
as a counterpoint to the criticisms of radical philosophes regarding American state
constitutions and the new federal constitution. Adams made the case for a balanced
government with a strong executive, a bicameral legislature, an independent judi-
ciary, and the separation of the branches of government. The Defenceis extraordinary
for its intellectual confidence, its appreciation of the enormity of events unfold-
ing in France, and its utter lack of deference toward the political acumen of the
philosophes—especially the desire to enshrine reason as a religion. In much the same
spirit as Burke, Adams confessed that “I know not what to think of a republic of thirty
million atheists.” By the time Adams returned to America, the Constitution had been
ratified and the states were selecting members of an electoral college who would then
choose the president and vice president. There was little doubt that George Wash-
ington would be chosen as the first president of the United States. Adams considered
any position lower than the vice presidency to be beneath his stature.

When the Electoral College met in February 1789, Washington was chosen presi-
dent unanimously with 69 votes, and Adams was elected to the vice presidency with
34 votes. He had little contact with Washington or the cabinet and virtually no in-
fluence and was thus the first to experience “the most insignificant office that ever
the Imagination of Man contrived or his Imagination conceived.” In September
1789, news started to reach America of the storming of the Bastille and the French
Revolution. Whereas the majority of Americans greeted the French Revolution
with enthusiasm, Adams viewed it with alarm and began a series of articles, eventu-
ally published as Discourses on Davila, in which he denied any similarities between
the American and French causes and warned that the struggle in France was
headed for tragedy and terror. Adams’s critics, Jefferson prominent among them,
thought him reactionary. By 1795, two terms in the presidency decided Washing-
ton against seeking a third. The election of 1796 between Adams and Jefferson
was the first between two opposing political parties. It featured strident and often
scurrilous political rhetoric, chicanery, and foreign interference. Neither Adams
nor Jefferson campaigned actively for the office, but their supporters took to the
spirit of party with a vengeance and engaged in electoral war on a personal level.
The Republicans called Adams a monarchist, more British than American, and
ridiculed him as old, addled, and toothless. Federalists called Jefferson an atheist,
more French than American, a weakling, and a libertine. The result was very close,
with Adams taking the presidency just three Electoral College votes ahead of Jef-
ferson, who became vice president.

In his inaugural address Adams expressed a desire to maintain friendly relations
with France. This proved to be difficult. In 1793 when war broke out between France
and Britain, Washington had insisted that the United States maintain a policy of
neutrality—a position at odds with the Treaty of Alliance and Treaty of Commerce of
1778. The situation had been complicated further by the rapprochement achieved
with Britain in the Jay Treaty of 1794. The incoming administration was therefore
faced immediately with a decision about how to cope with this situation. Adams’s
policy outlook was virtually identical to Washington’s. War of any kind would be in-
convenient, but open hostilities with either great power could be a calamity for the
whole American experiment.

Adams attempted to steer a middle course between the pro-British and pro-
French factions at home, and to forge a bipartisan consensus on foreign policy, but
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French attacks on American shipping were starting to take a toll on the economy.
The task became one of avoiding war with France without sacrificing American
honor. The cabinet advised Adams to arm American merchantmen while strength-
ening the navy. In the event that diplomacy proved ineffective, the country would be
prepared for hostilities. Adams assumed that the cabinet supported his goal of a ne-
gotiated outcome with France, when in fact many in the cabinet were influenced by
Alexander Hamilton, a man Abigail Adams likened to “spare Cassius” and cautioned
her husband never to trust. Adams decided to send a peace mission to France with
authority to negotiate a new treaty that accorded France the same commercial privi-
leges that had been extended to Britain by the Jay Treaty. Yet even as the mission
departed, the coup of 18 Fructidor removed two directors who were sympathetic to
America from the French government and replaced them with hardliners. Mean-
while, with the Habsburg monarchy forced out of the war against France, and Napo-
leon’s Armée d’Angleterre camped along the coast of the Channel, it appeared that
even Britain might be prepared to come to terms with the Directory. Freed from war
on the continent, France might well turn its wrath on the United States.

Adams tried to persuade Congress to prepare the nation’s naval and military
defenses for the worst and turned to his cabinet for advice on what to do if peace
negotiations failed. This yielded no unified position. When he finally received word
from his envoys, they reported that the Directory had refused to meet with them,
had ordered that French ports be closed to neutral shipping, and had authorized
the capture of any ship carrying any British cargo. Moreover, three secret agents
referred to as X, Y, and Z had told the envoys that Prince Talleyrand, the French
foreign minister, would initiate negotiations for the price of a cash bribe of $250,000
to him personally, along with a loan of $100 million to France as compensation
for Adams’s “insults.” The Americans ended discussions. Adams forwarded news to
Congress but withheld information of the XYZ Affair. Unsure of his next move, he
turned to his cabinet to find it was divided between a congressional declaration of
war, advocated by attorney general Charles Lee and Secretary of State Timothy Pick-
ering, and restraint, which was advised by Secretary of the Treasury Oliver Wolcott Jr.
and Secretary of War James McHenry. Adams then drafted a bellicose message for
Congress but upon reconsideration submitted a much milder address. Although
he informed Congress that he was recalling his peace mission, he still made no
mention of the XYZ Affair. The Republican minority, rightly suspecting that Adams
was concealing information, demanded the release of all relevant documents and
succeeded with the help of the Federalists in passing a resolution demanding the
envoys’ uncensored dispatches.

The release of the dispatches unleashed the storm that Adams had feared. Public
opinion was now aroused against France, and the Federalists were only too glad to
exploit the situation. Hamilton advised the creation of an army of 50,000 under the
command of Washington, a measure Adams opposed but was unable to resist due
to pressure from within his own party. In July, Congress authorized the creation of a
provisional army under the command of Washington with Hamilton as his deputy,
to muster when the president determined that national security required it. Beyond
the fact that a large army with Hamilton near its apex made Adams nervous, he con-
sidered it militarily beside the point. The Quasi-War, as it became known, was being
waged at sea. On April 30, 1798, Adams signed the bill authorizing the creation of
a Department of the Navy. Congress also authorized increases in naval power and
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the use of the navy against French warships and privateers. By September 1799,
the United States had deployed three naval squadrons to the Caribbean, and the
United States was taking its first steps toward becoming a naval power.

In an atmosphere of nationalist hysteria, Federalists seized the moment to revive
the theme of the election campaign by vilifying the Republicans as a Jacobin fifth
column ready to destroy the Republic, overthrow the Constitution, and create a
radical, egalitarian, democratic society modeled on revolutionary France. The fear,
in fact, was genuine enough to find its way into the administration’s policy in the
form of the Alien and Sedition Acts of 1798 pushed by the Federalist majority in
Congress. The Alien Friends Act gave the president power to arrest and deport
aliens whom he considered a threat to national security, and the Alien Enemies Act
allowed the president to arrest and deport aliens from a country at war with the
United States. The Sedition Act was a violation of the First Amendment, and the Re-
publicans correctly called it a gag law, as it targeted only Republican journalists and
presses. Both were influenced by Federalist alarm at the influx of French fugitives
from the Reign of Terror, as well as from the slave uprisings in the Caribbean, and
Irish refugees from the rebellion of 1798. The legislation was also a product of weak
leadership. From the start of the XYZ Affair, Adams had failed to master events and
was then swept along with them.

In a message to Congress on December 8, 1798, Adams professed a willingness
to make a new start with France, in large part due to the domestic stress caused by
the conflict. War measures fattened the budget and caused domestic unrest over
increased taxation. The Alien and Sedition Acts were declared unconstitutional by
the Kentucky and Virginia state legislatures. The resolutions did not speak to the war
crisis directly but rather warned that the Union would not endure long if repressive
war measures remained in place and rights were abused. In the new year, Adams
submitted the name of William Van Murray to Congress as minister plenipotentiary
to France, who would be empowered to negotiate a settlement ending the Quasi-War.
The reaction from the Federalist newspapers was fury. The party had no other issue of
national appeal to replace the war crisis, so the peace initiative threatened to under-
mine their majority. Talk of assassination circulated. But Adams accepted Federalist
demands that two other envoys accompany Murray’s, and he gave them tough terms
for France. After confirming the three envoys, Congress adjourned, and Adams left
Philadelphia to be with an ailing Abigail. He did not return for seven months.

To his critics, his absence in the midst of a national crisis was tantamount to
a dereliction of his presidential responsibilities. Friends warned that some of his
cabinet members would take advantage of his absence to scuttle his peace initia-
tive. Pickering, Wolcott, and McHenry, after all, were still under the influence of
Hamilton. On August 6, Adams received word from Murray that the French were
receptive to peace. However, it soon appeared that the Directory’s days were num-
bered and that a Bourbon restoration was possibly imminent. With an allied victory
apparently close, it might be better to see how matters turned out. Pickering told
Adams that the cabinet favored an indefinite suspension of the mission, which was
untrue in so far as there was no cabinet unity on the matter at all. Adams nonethe-
less accepted Pickering’s advice and postponed a final decision of the mission until
his return to Philadelphia—in November.

Adams might well have remained in Massachusetts that long were it not for the
urgent pleas of his navy secretary, Benjamin Stoddert, that he return to the capital
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and end the cabals against his peace efforts. When Adams arrived in Trenton on
October 10—Philadelphia had been evacuated due to an outbreak of yellow fever—
Lee and Stoddert argued in cabinet that delay in the mission to France would cast
doubt on American sincerity about peace. In support of the opposing view, Ham-
ilton himself, now inspector general of the army, had made the trip to Trenton to
engage Adams on the issue. After several hours of argument, Hamilton left, having
failed to change Adams’s mind. The next day Adams had instructions delivered to
his envoys to embark for France by the end of the month. Before they could make
contact with the Directory, it was toppled by the coup of 18-19 Brumaire (Novem-
ber 9-10, 1799), and Napoleon Bonaparte was suddenly dictator of France. The
American mission eventually received a cordial welcome and negotiations began.
They proceeded in fits and starts until October 3, when an accord, the Convention
of Peace, Commerce, and Navigation, was signed, ending the Quasi-War and restor-
ing peace between France and the United States.

Peace arrived too late to save Adams’s political fortunes. He lost his bid for re-
election to Jefferson. Before leaving office, he submitted the treaty for ratification
by the Senate, where opposing Federalists finally agreed to vote for it in exchange
for the termination of the Franco-American alliance of 1778 and the indemnifica-
tion of American property lost during the Quasi-War. Grudgingly, Adams accepted.
His entire presidency had been absorbed by the Quasi-War, Washington’s legacy
to him. This was in part a product of the unique circumstances and the conflict-
ing pressures of the time itself. The American republic was as yet so fragile that all
choices of policy toward the great powers of Europe were fraught with peril. That
sense of peril was reflected by the very division within the American body politic,
in Adams’s cabinet, and in his own indecision. Adams sincerely believed that the
national interest lay in peace through neutrality. But neutrality could not be pur-
chased through diplomatic niceties alone. Adams rightly concluded that it would
require a powerful American fleet to defend it. His better judgment failed him in
the Alien and Sedition Acts, signed into law amid an atmosphere of fear by a man
whose words and actions had otherwise championed liberty. But even if the revo-
lution in France was not a threat to the American republic, Adams was under no
illusions as to what it meant for Europe.

FURTHER READING: DeConde, Alexander. The Quasi-War: The Politics and Diplomacy of
the Undeclared War With France, 1797—-1801. New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons, 1966; Ellis,
Joseph J. Passionate Sage: The Character and Legacy of John Adams. New York: W. W. Norton, 2001;
Johnson, Paul. A History of the American People. New York: HarperCollins, 1997; McCullough,
David. John Adams. New York: Touchstone, 2001; Smith, Page. John Adams. 2 vols. Garden
City, NY: Doubleday, 1962; Stinchcombe, William. The XYZ Affair. Westport, CT: Greenwood
Press, 1980.
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Adams, Samuel (1722-1803)

Known by his foes as the “Grand Incendiary,” Boston revolutionary Samuel
Adams was born in Quincy, Massachusetts, on September 22, 1722. He was one of
12 children of Samuel and Mary Fifield Adams. Little is known about Adams’s child-
hood until he entered Harvard College in 1736. He obtained his master’s degree in
1743 with a thesis on “whether it be lawful to resist the Supreme Magistrate, if the
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commonwealth cannot be otherwise preserved.” Adams concluded that resistance
was indeed lawful, a clear presentiment of his later political career. After graduating
from college, Adams began practicing law, a career his father wanted him to pur-
sue, though he did this for only a few years, giving up a career in law to please his
mother. He then became a counting clerk for a local merchant. When this career
also failed, he returned home to work in his father’s brewery.

Though he had little aptitude for business, Adams had a natural interest in the
politics of the day. Even as a young man, he had exhibited a curiosity for politics,
opposing the arbitrary acts of the British. In 1747, Adams was one of the principal
figures who helped to form a political club in Boston known by its opponents as
the Whipping Post Club. Adams was also a member of the Caucus Club, a club that
met regularly to choose selectmen, assessors, and other elected officials. The group
began publishing a weekly newspaper, the Independent Advisor, in 1748. One of Adams’s
favorite newspaper discussion topics was the protection of individual rights.

Despite his inheritance of one-third of the family estate after his father died in
1748, Adams proved to be an unsuccessful businessman. While serving as tax collec-
tor from 1756 to 1764, Adams fell into tremendous debt resulting from his failure
to collect any taxes. Because of this, he eventually owed the town of Boston £8,000
in back taxes.

By 1764, Adams began an earnest career in politics. As tax collector, he had wit-
nessed firsthand the devastating effects that the French and Indian War (1756-1763)
had on the colonists. Adams was vehemently opposed to both the Sugar and Stamp
acts, two acts that Parliament issued to collect taxes on a number of items. When
news of these acts reached the colonies, Adams claimed that these acts, particularly
the Stamp Act, directly threatened colonial rights since the colonists had no repre-
sentation in Parliament. With his 1764 and 1765 “Instructions of the Town of Boston
to Its Representatives in the General Court,” Adams marked the first formal public
protest of parliamentary acts. Though the Stamp Act was eventually repealed the
next year, Adams became determined that American independence from Britain
was the only viable option. Though he never openly advocated violence, he never-
theless sought to break any ties with the British.

In 1765, Adams was elected to represent the town of Boston in the Massachu-
setts General Court. He was soon appointed clerk of the house. Adams served in
the General Court for the next 10 years. During his tenure in the court, he was
a member of almost every committee and assisted in composing the majority of
resolutions the body prepared. Adams was a leading figure in establishing the Non-
Importation Association of 1768 and was the first to oppose the Townshend Acts.
When the Townshend Acts were imposed in 1767, Adams immediately sought to
condemn them. One of the first actions he took was to institute a boycott on im-
ported British goods. By the fall of the following year, two regiments of British
troops had arrived to garrison Boston. Adams began recording British treacheries
in his_Journal of Events, a publication that was circulated throughout the colonies. In
this magazine, he accused British troops of beating people, violating the Sabbath,
and even raping women.

Tensions continued to escalate until March 1770, when a group of soldiers finally
fired on a mob of over four hundred people. This was the first occasion of blood-
shed between the British and the colonists. In what was known as the Boston Massa-
cre, six men were wounded and five were killed. The day after the massacre, Adams
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addressed the largest town meeting to date. As a result of Adams’s impassioned
speeches, a committee was formed to ask the governor to remove the British gar-
rison from Boston. Governor Thomas Hutchinson replied that he had no influence
over the troops. When the meeting had still not disbanded that night, however,
the governor finally gave his consent to arrest the soldiers involved in the events
of the previous day. British soldiers were duly arrested and charged with murder.
Though only a few of the men were ultimately found guilty, the remainder of the
troops were removed from Boston. Adams, however, was furious at the light punish-
ment the British received. During the next two years, he wrote more than 40 articles
for the Boston Gazette, still trying to prove the soldiers guilty.

Adams also worked during this time to establish a Committee of Correspondence
for Boston so that all colonists would be informed of British attacks. Events reached
a climax in December 1773 with the Boston Tea Party. Dressed as Mohawk Indians,
a group of Bostonians boarded British ships, dumping over three hundred chests of
tea into the harbor. Consequently, Parliament closed the port of Boston.

Adams and other colonists immediately began planning the establishment of a
Continental Congress. Adams was chosen as one of Massachusetts’s five delegates to
meet in Philadelphia on September 5, 1774. While a member of both the First and
Second Continental Congresses, Adams was adamant in his fight for American inde-
pendence from Britain. He signed the Declaration of Independence on July 2, 1776,
and was a member of the committee that drafted the Articles of Confederation.

He resigned from Congress in 1781, and despite his declining health, the father of
the American Revolution continued his political career. He served as Massachusetts’s
secretary of state and state senator and was a member of the convention to ratify the
United States Constitution. Elected governor of the state in 1794, Adams remained
in this role until his retirement three years later. Adams died on October 2, 1803,
at the age of 81. See also Adams, Abigail; Adams, John; Committees of Correspon-
dence; Continental Congress, First; Continental Congress, Second; Tea Act.

FURTHER READING: Alexander, Jon K. Samuel Adams: America’s Revolutionary Politician. New
York: Rowman & Littlefield, 2002; Lewis, Paul. The Grand Incendiary: A Biography of Samuel
Adams. New York: Dial Press, 1973; Malone, Dumas, ed. Dictionary of American Biography. Vol. 11.
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Administration of Justice Act (1774)

The Administration of Justice Act was one of a group of acts passed by Parliament
early in 1774 in response to the Boston Tea Party and other acts of resistance in
Massachusetts. These acts were known collectively as the Intolerable Acts, or the Co-
ercive Acts. The act for the Impartial Administration of Justice applied specifically
to the province of Massachusetts Bay. It protected persons charged with murder or
other capital crimes for actions committed in the suppression of riots or the en-
forcement of British revenue laws. Such persons could face juries in Massachusetts
that opposed such laws and sympathized with violators and rioters. The act gave the
governor of the province (or the lieutenant governor, in his absence) the right to
transfer the trials of such persons to Britain or to another colony. The governor also
had the right to bind witnesses in these trials to journey to Britain or wherever the
trial was scheduled to take place. Many Americans, who referred to the act as the
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Murder Act, feared that trials in Britain, under the control of the British govern-
ment, would be rubber stamps for acquittal. They also feared that the act, along with
another Intolerable Act, the Massachusetts Government Act, was part of a general
British program to remodel the Massachusetts government to strengthen the power
of the royal governor. They also viewed it as an illegitimate extension of the power of
Parliament into a sphere of authority belonging to the colonies themselves. The act
took effect on June 1, 1774. Along with the other Coercive Acts, it spurred American
resistance and contributed to the calling of the First Continental Congress.

FURTHER READING: Ammerman, David. In Common Cause: American Response to the Coercive
Acts of 1774. New York: W. W. Norton, 1974.
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Africa, Impact of Revolutionary Thought on

The age of revolutionary thought in Europe brought about the slow decline of
the slave trade and the rise of the large-scale colonization of Africa. The basic te-
nets of European Enlightenment thought—equality and liberty—were untenable in
the context of Europe’s relationship with the conquered and oppressed lands and
peoples outside Europe. Among the vast expanses of land and peoples officially
ruled by European powers during the high period of colonialism in the nineteenth
century, Africa represented the lion’s share. It would be well into the twentieth
century before the enslaved and colonized peoples of Africa would mobilize and re-
volt against European oppression. The impact and importance of the revolutionary
thought and ideas of Enlightenment Europe would thus be adopted by Africans in
their twentieth-century struggles to create independent nation-states.

The eighteenth and nineteenth centuries were bleak periods for Africa, as it
passed slowly through a period of stray violence, the disappearance of large seg-
ments of the able-bodied population, and the breakdown of its economic infra-
structure by systematic and organized colonial exploitation. Most African peoples
succeeded in forming themselves into postcolonial independent nation-states after
the Second World War, but the slow poisoning effect of the two long and distinct
eras of European exploitation left an indelible mark on every aspect of life on the
African continent.

Revolutionary Antislavery Movements in Europe

From the late fifteenth century onward, Europe’s relationship with Africa was
defined by the slave trade, the absentee ownership of plantations, and a few coastal
establishments. Plantations in the West Indies needed slave labor to function, and
in 1797, British investment there reached £70 million, with the annual income from
sugar alone standing at approximately £6 million. Besides the British colonies, there
were French, Dutch, and Spanish possessions in Africa and the Americas, which were
even more valuable. The French colony of Saint-Domingue (now Haiti), which was
the single most important producer of sugar; the Dutch colony of Guiana (now Su-
rinam); and the Spanish islands of Trinidad and Cuba were richer than any part of
the British West Indies.

Successive British governments, whether under Whig or Tory control, were too
burdened with the long war with revolutionary France to legislate against the slave
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trade, in spite of a continued campaign of opposition by prominent men such as
William Wilberforce. European monarchs and the aristocracy cooperated with those
in society with an economic stake in the West Indian plantations, thus ensuring the
continuance of the slave trade. Similarly, in North America, on the basis of the im-
mense profits connected with cotton production, the slave trade thrived illegally. It
was outlawed in Massachusetts as early as in 1641, and Georgia prohibited the entry
of “foreign negroes” in 1798.

The antislavery movements in Europe grew out of two distinct schools of thought.
One school consisted of the evangelicals, who opposed slavery and the slave trade
because of the inhumanity of the practices and their incompatibility with the laws
of God. Adherents of the other school based their defense of the enslaved or “colo-
nized” African on the utopian idea of the “natural man” derived from the writings
of Daniel Defoe, Jean-Jacques Rousseau, and others.

Granville Sharp, a biblical scholar and a staunch evangelical, fought a series of
long legal battles on behalf of the antislavery struggle. In a landmark case that Sharp
brought before the court in 1772, Lord Chief Justice Mansfield delivered a memo-
rable judgment that slavery was repugnant to English common law and that “as soon
as any slave sets foot on English ground he becomes free.” As a result, an estimated
14,000 slaves worth £500,000 gained their freedom. This was only a first step toward
total abolition, and for the next three decades, indecision and fear of anarchy kept
parliamentarians vacillating between the abolition and the continuation the slave
trade. In 1787, Thomas Clarkson, Josiah Edgewood, and others created the Soci-
ety for the Abolition of the Slave Trade. In 1807, after a long campaign by these
abolitionists and their politically powerful friends, including Wilberforce, an act of
Parliament prohibiting commerce in slaves was passed.

In France, the political chaos that followed the French Revolution in 1789 ham-
pered the steady progress of antislavery movements. While French revolutionary
thinkers like the comte de Mirabeau and the marquis de Lafayette favored the
abolition of the trade, slave rebellions in Saint-Domingue and the subsequent revo-
lution there postponed any definitive legislative action by the French for five years.
Legislation finally came in 1794 in the form of a decree of the National Conven-
tion, which abolished slavery in all French colonies. However, in 1802—Iless than a
decade later—Napoleon reinstituted the institution of slavery, thus confirming the
continuation of the slave trade. In the United States, President Thomas Jefferson
emerged victorious after a long battle against pro-slavery conservatives when Con-
gress passed a bill that made the slave trade illegal beginning on January 1, 1808.

Africa and Colonialism

The success of the abolition movements led to a process of rehabilitation for the
emancipated slaves. The main European and American plan was to resettle slaves
in Africa, a plan that carried the promise of solving the problem of the growing
black population in Europe. The abolitionists, including the evangelicals, received
support from the British government to send ex-slaves to establish settler colonies
in Africa. Present-day Sierra Leone was chosen as the site for one of the earliest colo-
nies. In 1787, 411 former slaves arrived there from Britain, purchased land from a
local Temne chief, and formed the first town, which they named Granville (after
Granville Sharp). They were, however, obliged to leave after making unsuccessful
attempts at cultivation and settlement. A second wave of migration, sponsored again
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by British abolitionists and led by Thomas Peters, an American ex-slave who had
fought for the British in the American Revolution, succeeded in settling about 1,100
new people in 1792, in a town named Freetown, situated near the destroyed site of
Granville. After initial success, the settlers of Freetown first became embroiled with
the native Temne people and later in the colonial conflicts waged by Britain and
France. Thus, in 1794, Freetown was burned down by French naval forces, while in
1808, after a series of conflicts with British mercantile interests, Freetown became a
British Crown colony. The colonization of Freetown signaled the beginning of the
great era of African colonization by Britain, France, Holland, and Portugal. Euro-
pean colonial expansion would reach its peak in the last two decades of the nine-
teenth century, when in 1880 the existing European colonial powers in Africa would
be joined by new competitors—Belgium and Germany—in what became known as
the Scramble for Africa.

Africa and Eurocentric Historiography

In his Lectures on the Philosophy of History (1830), Georg Hegel described Africa as
“Unbhistorical, Undeveloped Spirit, still involved in the conditions of mere nature,”
that is, beyond the historical movements of the world. Hegel’s characterization,
coming in the wake of the French and American revolutions, was representative
of the dominant discourse of Europeans. The age of colonial empires that would
succeed the age of political revolutions would derive its moral justification from
classifications like Hegel’s. The presumed universality of European Enlightenment
ideals met its first hurdle in Europe’s problematic relationship with Africa as a result
of the slave trade. In Voltaire’s Candide (1759), the eponymous hero meets, in the
course of his travels, a baptized African slave whose limbs have been amputated as
punishment for an attempted escape. Voltaire’s scathing critique of the Enlighten-
ment’s revolutionary rhetoric surfaces in the mutilated slave’s questioning of the
supposedly universal brotherhood propagated by both Christians and eighteenth-
century philosophers. European Enlightenment thought countered such critiques
by introducing new ideas on the varying nature of different civilizations—ideas
meant to justify the colonization of entire societies, peoples, and lands. Whatever
the justifications offered by Europeans, African lands would first be devastated by
the slave trade and then pass into European colonial possession. Ironically, many
of the British evangelicals who would fight so assiduously for the emancipation of
slaves would also number among the most strident voices in favor of colonization
by the middle of the nineteenth century. See also Abolitionists; Haitian Revolution;
Slavery and the Slave Trade.
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Albany Plan of Union (1754)

The Albany Plan of Union was an important early attempt to unify the American
colonies for a common cause. Hostilities leading to the outbreak of the Seven Years’
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War (1756-1763) moved the British Board of Trade to call a conference to rehabili-
tate relations with the Iroquois Confederacy. All the British colonial governors were
invited to attend, in hopes that the colonies could forge a joint policy for frontier
defense against Native Americans. In June 1754, representatives from seven colo-
nies attended the Albany Congress and drafted the Albany Plan.

Several models for intercolonial cooperation were proposed at the confer-
ence. Benjamin Franklin of Pennsylvania and Thomas Hutchinson of Massachu-
setts worked together on the proposal, based on Franklin’s “Short Hints toward
a Scheme for Uniting the Northern Colonies,” that ultimately won approval. The
Albany Plan proposed that Parliament create an American governing body that
could provide for a common defense without superseding existing colonial consti-
tutions. The organization would be comprised of a president general who would be
appointed by the Crown, and a Grand Council that would be elected by the colo-
nies; financial contributions would determine the number representatives from
each colony. This body would provide frontier defense by exercising its powers to
negotiate and make war with Native Americans, purchase and settle Native Ameri-
can land for the Crown, and regulate Native American trade and treaties. In order
to generate the revenue needed to fulfill these duties, the council would also be
empowered to levy taxes.

The delegates in Albany approved the plan, but it was never enacted. None of
the colonial assemblies ratified the proposal, preferring greater local autonomy in
managing their defenses. Despite its failure, the Albany Plan remains significant as
the most ambitious effort to bind the American colonies together for a common
interest prior to the formation of the Stamp Act Congress.

FURTHER READING: Shannon, Timothy J. Indians and Colonists at the Crossroads of Empire:
The Albany Congress of 1754. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 2000.
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Alexander I, Tsar of Russia (1777 -1825)

Alexander I, tsar of Russia, helped defeat Napoleon I of France and thus enabled
Russia to emerge as the dominant power on the European continent after the Na-
poleonic Wars.

Alexander was born the son of Grand Duke Paul Petrovich, later Emperor Paul I,
and Maria Fyodorovna, formerly Sophie Maria Dorothea of Wiirttemberg, in St. Pe-
tersburg on December 23, 1777. He was the couple’s first born of 11 children. His
education was organized by his grandmother, Empress Catherine II, who adored
him. Alexander’s military education was entrusted to General Saltykov. Catherine
hired an Enlightenment-inspired tutor, Frédéric de La Harpe, a 25-year-old Swiss
republican who imbued Alexander with liberal concepts and taught him the harm
absolutism brought to countries governed under that system. This led Alexander to
sympathize with the ideals of the French Revolution. He was shortsighted, walked
with a limp, and was partially deaf, but he had handsome facial features and a splen-
did physique. He grew up to be emotionally restless, stubborn, and contradictory—
so complex that he never found peace within himself.

Catherine instigated the marriage of 16-year-old Alexander on October 4, 1793,
to 14-year-old Princess Louise Maria Auguste of Baden. Louise converted to the
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Tsar Alexander I of Russia, ruler of Russia during the Napoleonic Wars.
Courtesy of Alexander Mikaberidze.

Russian Orthodox Church and was baptized Elisabeth Alexeievna. The young,
inexperienced couple failed to have an intimate relationship early in the marriage.
Alexander simply could not provide Elisabeth with the emotional sustenance she
needed from a husband. Both found solace with other partners, yet the complex
marriage lasted until their deaths. Elisabeth eventually had two daughters, Maria
and Elisabeth, in 1799 and 1806 respectively, but both died in infancy. These deaths
brought some emotional unity to the marriage. Despite his indifference to Elisa-
beth, Alexander never insulted her in public and ate all his meals with her. She sup-
ported him in all his endeavors throughout their marriage. Alexander had a 15-year
affair with the married Princess Maria Czetwertynska, who flaunted her hold over him
at court. They had two daughters and one son. Alexander also had six other illegiti-
mate children. Once he became deeply involved with religious mysticism, he ended
his affair with the princess and he turned to Elisabeth, who continued to support
him in all his pursuits.

Alexander’s father became Tsar Paul I upon the death of Catherine the Great.
He exhibited an eccentric, arbitrary, unreasonable style of governance. He was para-
noid to the extreme and suspicious of everyone. Paul had become an important
figure in the lives of his sons Alexander and Constantine in the waning years of
Catherine’s life. Paul strongly favored Constantine, who, like his father, had military
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interests. Paul continually berated Alexander for his liberal viewpoints and punished
him for minor infractions.

Paul saw himself as the savior of Europe, together with Napoleon, who had re-
turned Russian prisoners of war, ceded territories to Russia, compensated the King
of Sardinia, and even made Paul Grand Master of the Order of Malta. The League
of Armed Neutrality against British naval superiority was renewed in 1800, and the
French Bourbons were expelled from Russia. Paul established a consulate. However,
domestically the gentry were becoming increasingly estranged from their tsar.

They believed Paul suffered from mental illness, and his cruelty and fits of folly
gradually led them to hate him and fear for Russia’s future. Some 60 men, headed
by the daring and cunning Count Peter von Pahlen, a Livionian magnate and hero
of the campaign of 1759 against Frederick II of Prussia, murdered the tsar on
March 12, 1801. Alexander, who knew about the plot, was with Elisabeth just below
his father’s suite of rooms and had expected his father would abdicate.

Alexander ascended the throne on March 24, 1801. He faced overwhelming prob-
lems and, unlike other tsars, was aware of his inexperience and ruled with a commit-
tee. He made peace with Britain on June 15 and with France and Spain on October 8.
Alexander understood some aspects of foreign affairs and believed Russia’s leader-
ship would lead to European peace. While Paul was on the throne, Alexander had
conceived of creating a constitution for Russia that provided for some form of repre-
sentative government, though he abandoned this idea in later years. He instead ad-
opted a policy as advised by Prince Clement von Metternich, the Austrian statesman.
He kept busy trying to improve domestic affairs, diminish taxes, emancipate priests
and deacons, liberate debtors, abolish corporal punishment, and end serfdom.

Alexander’s ukase, or decree, of September 8, 1802, laid down the duties and
responsibilities of the senate and created the ministries of war, navy, foreign affairs,
commerce, interior affairs, justice, and public education. He established the Acad-
emy of Science in St. Petersburg in 1802 and two years later founded the universities
of Kazan and Kharkowv.

In 1804 France was again seen as a threat to Russian interests, as a result of which
Alexander developed closer ties with Austria and Prussia. He was deeply upset by
the duc d’Enghien’s execution at Vincennes after the his kidnapping from neutral
Baden, and he was appalled by Napoleon’s coronation as emperor. Alexander real-
ized that France was, as Paul had believed in 1799, a threat to the balance of power
in Europe. He signed a defensive alliance with Austria in November 1804 and with
Britain in April 1805. An Austrian army was encircled and forced to surrender at
Ulm on October 20, 1805, and Russia had to send military aid to Austria. Against
the advice of his commander-in-chief, Alexander led the Russian army at the Battle
of Austerlitz on December 2 and was soundly defeated by Napoleon after having lost
nearly 30,000 men. Alexander was forced to retreat. Prussia became increasingly
hostile to Russia. Austria capitulated to Napoleon on December 27, 1805, and the
humiliating Treaty of Schénbrunn between Austria and France was signed.

After Russia lost the Battle of Eylau on February 8, 1807, and the Battle of Fried-
land on June 14, Alexander and Napoleon met on a raft on the Niemen River. Each
tried to outdo the other with superficialities. Alexander, raised with La Harpe’s lib-
eral idealism, mentioned his appreciation of republicanism as well as the idea of
nonhereditary succession. Napoleon, for his part, put on a magnificent military
parade for Alexander that greatly impressed the tsar. The meeting led to the Treaty
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of Tilsit on July 7, 1807, among Prussia, Russia, and France, which was confirmed
by the convention of Erfurt on October 12, 1808. In essence, it led to territorial
losses for Prussia and Napoleon’s goal to involve Russia in the Continental System.
Alexander recognized the Confederation of the Rhine, which consisted of former
Prussian and other German territories. Russia had to agree to the establishment of
the Duchy of Warsaw, which was constructed largely out of Polish territory formerly
under Prussian control. Alexander was promised a huge share in partitioning Tur-
key and believed Napoleon’s promises that France and Russia would share in domi-
nating the European continent.

Ultimately, the Treaty of Tilsit was a fiasco for Alexander, for it confirmed French
dominance over central Europe and the Mediterranean. Russia lost relatively little
by the treaty but was humiliated militarily and economically. Tilsit left Alexander
unpopular at home, though Napoleon agreed to Russia’s annexation of Moldavia
and Wallachia. Within a few years, Tilsit denied the upper classes their luxury goods,
for Alexander had joined Napoleon’s Continental System, which banned Russian
trade with Britain.

In 1810, Alexander withdrew from the Continental System and imposed duties
on French imports. By the following year he realized that diplomacy had failed,
that Napoleonic policies were becoming increasingly oppressive, and that Napo-
leon was planning to invade Russia; consequently, he withdrew his support of the
French emperor. The French invaded Russia in 1812 and on the way to Moscow
defeated the Russians at Smolensk and Borodino. Alexander withdrew his army
farther east, abandoning the capital. Napoleon entered Moscow on September 15
but the city was soon engulfed in flames. Alexander by now had a strong personal
hatred for Napoleon and refused to meet with him. The disastrous retreat of the
Grande Armée is well known: Napoleon lost at least 400,000 troops, along with his
aura of invincibility.

Napoleon’s folly improved Alexander’s image, even though the tsar was still un-
popular for the earlier Russian failures during the campaign. By this time Alexan-
der had become disillusioned with liberalism and vigorously prosecuted the new
campaigns in Germany and France in 1813 and 1814, respectively.

Alexander led the Sixth Coalition against Napoleon. His troops contributed to
the Allied victory at Leipzig in October 1813 and the tsar, together with the Prussian
and Austrian monarchs, entered Paris in triumph on March 31, 1814. Russia’s new
strength greatly strengthened Alexander’s diplomatic position at the Congress of
Vienna. Alexander’s long-term wish was to create a Polish state under the aegis of
his rule. He had always hated the three partitions Catherine had implemented and
wanted a Poland on his own terms with Russian control over the state. Thus, at
Vienna, the Polish-Saxon Question (Alexander’s desire to control former Polish ter-
ritories) became one of the key questions facing the congress. Ultimately the issue
was settled to Russia’s advantage, largely because of the decisive part Russia had
played in Napoleon’s downfall. The Kingdom of Poland was created with limited
sovereignty, though it was tied to Russia, which had also received Finland from the
Swedes in 1809 and Bessarabia from the Ottoman Empire in 1812.

The rest of Alexander’s reign was taken up with internal reform. He improved
opportunities for education and worked on abolishing serfdom. He advanced com-
merce, agriculture, and manufacturing. Seaborne commerce became a thriving in-
dustry in Russia under Alexander. Alexander died of fever on December 1, 1825.
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He had begun his reign as a liberal and ended it as an autocrat, having increased
Russia’s already impressive position in Europe in the course of his reign.

FURTHER READING: Dziewanowski, M. K. Alexander I: Russia’s Mysterious Tsar. New York:
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American Revolution (1775-1783)

The American Revolution is often considered to be synonymous with the armed
conflict of the American Revolutionary War, a conflict bracketed on one side by the
first shots fired at Lexington and Concord in 1775 and, on the other, by the signing
of the Peace of Paris in 1783. Considering the American Revolution from the per-
spective of politics and ideology, however, encourages us to expand our definition.
That expanded definition includes more than military and diplomatic events, and it
also takes in a longer period of time, persuading us to look to the historical context
before 1775 as well as to circumstances after 1783. When we approach the American
Revolution from this broader perspective, it is easier to discern that Americans who
lived through the American revolutionary era disagreed about the origins, nature,
and consequences of their revolution.

Americans of the revolutionary era even debated the relationship of the Ameri-
can Revolution with the War for Independence. They did so in ways that are useful

General John Burgoyne surrenders to American forces following defeat at the Battle of Saratoga in New
York in September 1777. Library of Congress.
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to modern scholars. John Adams, the second president of the United States, wrote
from retirement in 1815 to his fellow revolutionary and another past president,
Thomas Jefferson, asking:

What do We Mean by the Revolution? The War? That was no part of the Revolution.
It was only an Effect and Consequence of it. The Revolution was in the Minds of the
People, and this was effected, from 1760 to 1775, in the course of fifteen Years be-
fore a drop of blood was drawn at Lexington. The Records of thirteen Legislatures,
the Pamp[h]lets, Newspapers in all the Colonies, ought [to] be consulted, during
that Period, to ascertain the Steps by which the public Opinion was enlightened and
informed concerning the Authority of Parliament over the Colonies.

For Adams, the real American Revolution had been effected before the War for
Independence began. But others of the revolutionary generation saw things very
differently. Benjamin Rush, a renowned physician and statesman, thought that the
War for Independence was not the last act of the American Revolution, as Adams
did, but only its opening act. Rush wrote in 1786:

There is nothing more common, than to confound the terms of the American Revolu-
tion with those of the late American war. The American war is over; but this is far from
being the case with the American revolution. On the contrary, nothing but the first act
of the great drama is closed. It remains yet to establish and perfect our new forms of
government; and to prepare the principles, morals, and manners of our citizens, for
these forms of government, after they are established and brought to perfection.

Any modern attempt to define the American Revolution in a satisfactory way
must be expansive enough to encompass the considered understandings of Adams
and Rush, despite their disparity.

If we want to understand the political and ideological origins of the American
Revolution more fully, it is helpful to look back at least as far as the conclusion to
the Seven Years’ War (1754-1763), a conflict also known as the French and Indian
War. The Seven Years” War and its settlement, the Treaty of Paris (1763), changed
forever the relationship between the European colonizing powers with respect to
America. Britain’s holdings in North America were considerably enlarged, largely at
the expense of France’s diminished holdings. But even more important for under-
standing the American Revolution, the Treaty of Paris also changed the relationship
between the British government back in London and the British colonists living in
North America. The Seven Years’ War had demonstrated all too clearly to the Brit-
ish administration the great expenses of maintaining an overseas empire that was
growing larger and more complex. At the same time, British colonists in America
were coming to see themselves, if not as distinctly American, in some important
respects at least as British Americans who had identifiable and distinct interests and
concerns. In short, the political and ideological ropes that had bound the British
Empire together were beginning to let go. The British and their colonists were be-
ginning to drift apart.

That can be illustrated by the Proclamation of 1763. The peace settlement of
the Seven Years’ War established a Proclamation Line, according to which British
Americans were not permitted to settle to the west of the Appalachian Mountains
in a territory that included the Ohio Valley and would now become known as Indian
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Country. To the British government back in London, a Proclamation Line separating
the British colonists from Native Americans of the interior looked to be a good solu-
tion with which to avoid further military costs and entanglements in North America.
However, to the British colonists living in the area, a Proclamation Line seemed a
long way from a solution. Had the Seven Years’ War not been fought to gain access
to this territory? Had they not been victorious in the war? Then why was the Ohio
Valley to be taken away? The British American colonists began to wonder: Does the
British government really have our interests at heart? These and similar questions
were in the foreground as Americans of the 1760s read works of political theory.

When approached from this broader perspective, the American Revolution can
be seen, in part, as a crisis within the British Empire. The Proclamation of 1763,
and the various revenue acts passed in the 1760s—the Sugar Act of 1764, the Stamp
Act of 1765, and the Townshend Acts of 1767—all helped to drive a wedge between
the British colonists and the British government. Clearly, as well, it is unwise to ap-
proach the American Revolution without paying heed to other discernable trends
and events. Growth in colonial population, territorial expansion, and an escalation
in trade that had led to a commercial revolution in the British colonies of North
America by the 1750s arguably set the stage for an emerging desire for political in-
dependence, forming what historians have identified as the preconditions for the
American Revolution. As early as the 1740s, the events of the Great Awakening and
the spread of ideas associated with the American Enlightenment had begun to fash-
ion the settlers who inhabited the 13 disparate colonies into an embryonic “Ameri-
can” people—even if those involved did not know it to be the case themselves. It
is no coincidence that by the mid-1750s, Benjamin Franklin, the great American
printer, scientist, and statesmen, could propose his Albany Plan of Union—a plan
to unite the British colonies so that they might better deal collectively with their
common colonial problems.

On what traditions and ideas did the colonists draw to define themselves and
their rights? Historians of ideas have debated the political and ideological mean-
ings of the American Revolution since the eighteenth century. Broadsides, newspa-
pers, magazines, pamphlets, and books published in colonial America and the early
American republic were littered with references to political thinkers, ancient and
modern. Even a simple listing of those influences would be an involved task, and
one beyond the confines of this short essay. But any such list would include writ-
ers of classical antiquity, such as Cicero, Livy, Plutarch, and Tacitus, among others
whose names colonial spokesmen even chose as pseudonyms with which to express
their own ideas. New England Puritanism was a part of the colonial make-up, too,
and contained within it notions of freedom that helped set the stage for Lockean
liberalism.

John Locke, an English philosopher and political theorist, was one of the found-
ing fathers of the Enlightenment and an ideological wellspring for Americans of the
revolutionary era. Locke’s writings were popular in revolutionary America, and his
ideas were referred to directly, especially in colonial attempts in the 1770s to justify
revolution and independence. Locke’s Second Treatise of Civil Government (1690) was
first published in America in 1773, but it had been available to American readers
long before then, as is evidenced by its presence in surviving book catalogs and
printed references. James Otis famously quoted from Locke in The Rights of the Brit-
ish Colonies Asserted and Proved (1764), as did Nathaniel Ames in 1765. In the wake
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of the Stamp Act (1765), in particular, Locke’s ideas were appropriated in other
ways. Newspapers of revolutionary America referred to Locke’s political writings
and portrayed him as a Whig hero in the tradition of John Milton, James Har-
rington, and Algernon Sidney. Locke was cited in some of the most important
political pamphlets of the day, such as Richard Bland’s An Inquiry into the Rights of
the British Colonies (1766), Jonathan Mayhew’s The Snare Broken (1766), and Samuel
Adams’s A State of the Rights of the Colonists (1772). But an even better measure of
his influence may be the scores of lesser-known pamphleteers—Simeon Howard,
Daniel Leonard, John Perkins, John Tucker, and Samuel West, among others—who
popularized Locke’s ideas.

As numerous scholars have shown, when in 1776 Thomas Jefferson spoke of cer-
tain “inalienable rights” in the preamble to the Declaration of Independence, he
owed considerable debt to Locke, as he did on another topic for which he wished to
be remembered: religious freedom. In his Letter Concerning Toleration (1689), Locke
argued that religion was a matter to be decided by individuals and that churches
ought to be voluntary associations, thereby setting part of the stage for the doctrine
of separation of church and state championed by Jefferson and enshrined in the
United States Constitution. While references to Locke disappear in late revolu-
tionary America, his continuing influence might be traced through the writings of
British Enlightenment “radicals” such as James Burgh, Richard Price, and Joseph
Priestley, and others who in the 1790s based their conceptions of civil and religious
liberty on a Lockean foundation. Locke’s case shows the intricate and twisted nature
of the transatlantic social history of ideas.

The writings of the French Enlightenment philosophes such as Jean-Jacques
Rousseau, Voltaire, and especially Charles-Louis de Secondat (Baron de la Brede
et de Montesquieu) were important to revolutionary Americans as well. As early as
the 1750s, references to Montesquieu’s The Spirit of the Laws (1748) are found in
American newspapers such as the Maryland Gazette. The catalogs of booksellers and
libraries in America show that Thomas Nugent’s English translation of The Spirit of
the Laws was especially popular with American readers. In 1771 there was even an
attempt to publish an American edition of Montesquieu’s work, although nothing
came of it, likely because of the ready availability of imported copies. By the late
1770s and 1780s, American references to Montesquieu’s The Spirit of the Laws were
frequent, of which book XI, “Of the Laws Which Establish Political Liberty in Rela-
tion to the Subject,” was especially popular. For many in revolutionary America,
Montesquieu was seen as a champion of liberty, especially as it was manifest in
the British system of balanced government. John and Samuel Adams, Charles Car-
roll, John Dickinson, and James Otis all looked to Montesquieu for his measured
thoughts on constitutional design, including his doctrine that the separation of
powers was a means with which to secure political liberty. As James Madison put it
in Federalist no. 47, if Montesquieu “be not the author of this invaluable precept
in the science of politics, he has the merit at least of displaying and recommending it
most effectually to the attention of mankind.” Benjamin Rush believed that while
“Mr. Locke is an oracle as to the principles” of government, Montesquieu was an
oracle “as to the forms of government.” In the late 1780s, Anti-Federalist writers in
particular looked to Montesquieu as an authority with whom to argue for the im-
possibility of maintaining republican government in an extended sphere. In the
1790s Montesquieu continued to be celebrated, and he was most often seen as an
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authority on the importance of “virtue” in a republic. Aspects of Montesquieu’s
thought sat comfortably with a civic humanist tradition of republicanism, which
J.G.A. Pocock and others have illuminated and traced through to the 1790s. In
short, several overlapping philosophical traditions informed the political and ideo-
logical dimensions of the revolutionary era.

Although scholars do not always give them sufficient attention, historical writings
did. In a world in which history was seen as an instructor in morals and politics,
historical writings were mined for the raw materials they could contribute to politi-
cal thought. Indeed, from the beginning of British settlement in America, British
colonists were interested in historical definitions of the traditional rights and liber-
ties they had inherited, especially as Englishmen. As David Ramsay, an American
physician and important early American historian, put it in his history of the Revo-
lution, “The English Colonists were from the first settlement in America, devoted
to liberty, on English ideas, and English principles. They not only conceived them-
selves to inherit the privileges of Englishmen, but though in a colonial situation,
actually possessed them.” Those historical rights were often combined seamlessly
with philosophical justifications in political pamphlets of the mid-1760s, such as
Otis’s The Rights of the British Colonies Asserted and Proved (1764) and Daniel Dulany’s
Considerations on the Propriety of Imposing Taxes (1765). Others expressed these histori-
cal definitions of rights in letters and resolutions printed in the expanding colonial
newspaper press. This was the case with the Virginia Stamp Act Resolutions, which
circulated throughout the colonies in 1765.

One of the most important historical sources was Sir William Blackstone’s Com-
mentaries on the Laws of England (1765-1769), a book that was frequently imported to
America and which was also reprinted there before the Revolution. Blackstone was
read by almost all jurists in eighteenth-century America and, perhaps more impor-
tant, he was known to a wider politically active audience. The Commentaries, a book
divided into four parts, was more than a legal text; it provided a systematic account
of the history of the English government, or constitution. Blackstone traced the
English constitution to its eighteenth-century terminus in which sovereignty resided
with the king-in-Parliament. American writers, such as a youthful Alexander Hamil-
ton, referred to Blackstone often, in part because Blackstone’s text was straightfor-
ward, lending itself to easy reference. Blackstone remarked that he wished to give “a
general map of the law, marking out the shape of the country, it’s [sic] connexions
and boundaries, it’s [sic] greater divisions and principal cities.” Most frequently
quoted by Americans during the revolutionary era were passages from book I,
“Rights of Persons” (especially its first chapter, “Of the Absolute Rights of Individu-
als”), and book II, “Rights of Things.” The first American edition of the Commentar-
ies was a celebrated one, published by Robert Bell in Philadelphia in 1771-1772.
Many other American editions followed. It was not until 1795-1796, with the publi-
cation of Zephaniah Swift’s A System of the Laws of the State of Connecticut, that Ameri-
cans had a native statement of a common law tradition, an interesting fact when
one considers the time line of the revolutionary era. Some aspects of Blackstone’s
thought received a mixed reception in revolutionary America. Blackstone, like the
Scottish Enlightenment historian and philosopher David Hume, thought that the
power of the Crown to confer honors and privileges was a necessary check with
which to control the people. Many Americans, such as Thomas Jefferson, disagreed
with that position. Others, such as James Wilson, came to question what they saw as
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Blackstone’s conception of the law as an authority independent from, and superior
to, its citizens.

Historians have also come to see that colonial claims to the rights of Englishmen
were more complicated in other ways than might at first appear to be the case. For
instance, when revolutionaries such as Adams or Jefferson referred to the principles
of the English constitution, as they often did, they were not referring to a single,
unified constitutional heritage. Rather, they had available to them two competing
conceptions of the English constitution. One version had a historical essence and
looked to the revolutionary settlement of 1688 and the establishment of parliamen-
tary supremacy as the event that consolidated English liberties. The glory of the
Glorious Revolution, these court Whigs argued, was that it guaranteed Parliament’s
supremacy over the Crown. From 1689, Parliament effectively could define a flex-
ible English constitution. It was this “new” version of the English constitution that
historians of early America have argued was most often championed by Whigs in
England (Britain from 1707) but was challenged by Whigs in America. That was
increasingly so as the imperial crisis worsened in the 1760s.

Existing concurrently with this court view was a second, older Whig version of the
English constitution. It looked back to the writings of John Trenchard and Thomas
Gordon and other British radicals who themselves drew upon the ancient English
constitution found in Edward Coke’s works, which helped define the inherent lib-
erties of Englishmen. For these so-called Country Whigs, the Glorious Revolution
was glorious for its recovery of temporarily lost, but nevertheless ancient, liberties
that had existed since the beginning of recorded time. Their language was one of
a timeless battle pitting virtue against corruption. This ahistorical version of the
Whig constitution only received slight lip service in Britain in the eighteenth cen-
tury, but its classical republican tenets were frequently absorbed and championed
in revolutionary America. The ideological divide separating American and British
conceptions of liberty was widened with events such as the Boston Massacre of 1770,
the Boston Tea Party of 1773, the so-called Coercive Acts of 1774, and the meeting
of the Continental Congress. American revolutionaries were reading the works of
their British heritage in distinctive ways.

In the 1760s and 1770s, David Hume was often depicted as a friend of liberty in
America. Hume’s celebrated essay “On the Freedom of the Press,” for instance, was
printed in colonial newspapers to help bolster resistance to the Stamp Act. Promi-
nent American writers, such as John Adams, Jonathan Dickinson, and Charles Car-
roll, turned to the six volumes of Hume’s History of England (1754-1762) for its
account of liberty and, interestingly, for a context-laden reading of liberty within an
English constitution that changed over time. Americans were also keenly interested
in Hume'’s life and character, which, after Hume’s death in 1776, they read about in
his autobiographical “My Own Life,” a short essay that was usually accompanied in
print by Adam Smith’s account of Hume’s character. “My Own Life” was published
in Philadelphia by Robert Bell in 1777, and Hume’s character was a frequent topic
in early American periodicals, where his renown as an atheist who lived virtuously
was the focus of furious debate. All this helps remind us that in our search for intel-
lectual origins, we need to remember that for eighteenth-century Americans, ideas
were not lifeless lines of text in books but were often closely associated with the
personalities of political thinkers, and that too was another factor influencing re-
ception. In Hume’s case, his most celebrated impact on revolutionary America was
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through James Madison. In Federalist no. 10, first published in 1787, Madison relied
on his reading of Hume’s moral and political Essays and History of England to help
build support for a United States Constitution linked to the American Revolution.
Filtering his experiences in America through his reading of Hume, Madison argued
that in a country like the United States, which had an extended territory, multiple
factions had their role to play in limiting sectional conflict and maintaining repub-
lican government.

Other Scottish Enlightenment figures were also influential in America. One of
these was Adam Smith, whose earliest book, The Theory of Moral Sentiments (1759),
circulated in America. John Witherspoon, for instance, included Smith’s Theory of
Moral Sentiments in his moral philosophy course at the College of New Jersey, where
students were directed toward Smith’s account of sympathy’s role in moral judg-
ment. Smith’s An Inquiry into the Nature and Causes of the Wealth of Nations (1776)
was also well known in America, in part, one suspects, because therein Smith wrote
much about America, including his judgment that unless a way could be found “of
preserving the importance and of gratifying the ambition of the leading men of
America, it is not very probable that they will ever voluntarily submit to us; and we
ought to consider that the blood which must be shed in forcing them to do so, is,
every drop of it, the blood either of those who are, or of those whom we wish to have
for our fellow-citizens. They are very weak who flatter themselves that, in the state
to which things have come, our colonies will be easily conquered by force alone.”
Smith’s friend and fellow Scot Hugh Blair maintained that Smith had said so much
about American affairs that his book was really a statement about current affairs.
Many prominent Americans, including John Adams, Alexander Hamilton, Thomas
Jefterson, James Madison, and James Wilson, were familiar with the Wealth of Na-
tions. After 1789 they and others could read Wealth of Nations in an American edi-
tion published by Thomas Dobson in Philadelphia. Smith’s American readers knew
Wealth of Nations for more than what it said about America, reading it on topics as
diverse as benevolence, the theory of banking, relations between church and state,
and the regulation of commercial life. Smith’s central tenet, that wealth was depen-
dent on the division of labor, was known in revolutionary America and became even
more influential in the early years of the republic.

As our knowledge of the reading habits of Americans in the eighteenth and early
nineteenth centuries becomes more detailed and nuanced, sorting out the origins,
nature, and consequences of the American Revolution becomes more complicated.
The more we know about the wide availability of literature and the wide-ranging
reading habits of early Americans, the more difficult it is to explain the intellectual
origins and nature of the American Revolution with reference to only a handful
of seminal texts, a defined school of thought, or even particular genres of writ-
ing. Instead, we need to see that revolutionary Americans drew upon a wide assort-
ment of publications and scholarly traditions. No longer can we accept that either
John Locke, classical republicanism, or the Scottish Enlightenment holds the mas-
ter key to unlocking the mind of American revolutionary thought. And of course,
the world of books cannot be separated from the real world in which Americans
lived. That context sparked other debates, for instance those about the place of
African Americans, Native Americans, and American women in the United States,
which would long outlive eighteenth-century America. Eighteenth-century Ameri-
cans read widely and attentively at the very time that they experienced a myriad of



American Revolutionary War

27

political, social, and economic changes in their daily lives. There is little wonder
that eighteenth-century Americans differed so greatly in their own definitions of the
American Revolution.
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American Revolutionary War (1775-1781)

Open rebellion occurred in the American colonies when the governor of Mas-
sachusetts, Lieutenant General Thomas Gage, sent troops to Concord to seize a
stockpile of arms. Paul Revere gave warning of the British advance, while militia
under Samuel Prescott and William Dawes began to concentrate. Brushing aside
the militia assembled at Lexington Common under Captain John Parker (April 19,
1775) and destroying what was left of the supplies at Concord, the British were ha-
rassed all the way back to Boston, where the patriots under Major General Artemas
Ward then laid siege. Gage, reinforced by troops from overseas, attempted to break
out, and although he drove off the Americans under Colonel William Prescott at
Bunker Hill (June 17), he suffered very serious losses of his own and failed to ease
the situation. Such staunch American resistance lent encouragement to the rebel
cause. Shortly thereafter (July 3), the Second Continental Congress at Philadelphia
gave command of the Continental Army to General George Washington.
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The Battle of Bunker Hill fought near Boston in June 1775. Library of Congress.

Invasion of Canada

In August the Americans under General Philip Schuyler (later replaced by Gen-
eral Richard Montgomery) invaded Canada, taking St. Johns (November 2) and oc-
cupying Montreal (November 13). Sir Guy Carleton, governor-general of Canada,
withdrew to Quebec, from which he repulsed with great loss the American assault
(December 31) under Montgomery and Benedict Arnold. Upon the arrival of rein-
forcements for Carleton (May 6, 1776) under Major General John Burgoyne, the re-
maining rebels withdrew from the outskirts of the city. Finding, however, that British
forces well outnumbered them at Trois Riviéres (June 8), they abandoned Montreal
and retreated to Fort Ticonderoga (June—July). Carleton’s advance into New York
was made possible by the British naval victory at Valcour Island (October 11) on Lake
Champlain, but the consequent delay led him to postpone landing on American
soil and he remained in Canada.

Operations in New York and New Jersey

Concerned by the rising number of American forces around Boston, Major Gen-
eral William Howe, now in command, withdrew the garrison by sea to Halifax, Nova
Scotia (March 17, 1776). Taking the offensive, he landed 32,000 men on Staten
Island, New York (July 2), there confronting with 20,000 of his force 13,000 Ameri-
cans at the Battle of Long Island (August 27). By inflicting heavy casualties on the
rebels, he forced Washington to evacuate Long Island (August 30) before per-
suading the rebel commander to begin a full-scale withdrawal from all of New
York (September 12). After being halted temporarily by action at Harlem Heights
(September 16), Howe continued his advance up the East River and won a clear
victory at White Plains (October 28). From there he continued his pursuit of Wash-
ington’s army, taking Forts Washington and Lee on the Hudson (November 16-20),
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together with numerous prisoners and supplies, and driving the rebels southward
through New Jersey, where nearly 4,000 were captured near Morristown.

Washington and his 3,000 remaining men retreated into Pennsylvania while Con-
gress withdrew from Philadelphia to Baltimore (December 12). Howe established
winter quarters in New York and New Jersey. The Americans were not idle; Washing-
ton won a resounding victory by surprising the Hessians under Colonel Johann Rall
at Trenton (December 26), obliging Major General Charles Cornwallis, with 8,000
men, to try to block his line of retreat and destroy him. Washington, however, with
inferior numbers, managed to retreat under cover of darkness (January 2, 1777)
and defeat a force of reinforcements for Cornwallis near Princeton (January 3).
There he captured a significant amount of materiel and by thus exposing the enemy
line of communications forced the withdrawal of all British garrisons in central and
western New Jersey.

Obperations in the North, 1777

British objectives induced the seizure of the Hudson River Valley, by which the
colonies would be divided. Major General John Burgoyne would advance south from
Canada via Lake Champlain, while Howe would proceed north from New York, link-
ing up with Burgoyne at Albany. A third force under Colonel Barry St. Leger, sailing
up the St. Lawrence to Lake Ontario, would join with Indian allies and Loyalists
under Sir John Johnson and together clear the Mohawk Valley and join the others
at Albany.

Burgoyne’s advance with 10,000 mixed British and German mercenaries began
well with the capture of Ticonderoga (July 5) and the Americans’ retreat, led by
General Arthur St. Clair, into Vermont. Burgoyne pursued, overtaking and defeat-
ing the rearguard at Hubbardton (July 7). He continued his advance toward Fort
Edward, but the Americans, having destroyed the primitive roads, forced the British
to cut their way through rough country, thus delaying them three weeks and giving
time for the Patriots to be reinforced to reach a strength of 4,500. Burgoyne, learn-
ing of Howe’s decision not to move north from New York (August 3) but instead to
go south in search of Washington, chose to advance on Albany in any event, where
he still expected to meet St. Leger.

Meanwhile, St. Leger, with about 900 British, Hessians, and Loyalists, and 1,000
Iroquois under Joseph Brant, landed at Oswego and invested Fort Stanwix (August).
Local American militia under General Nicholas Herkimer marched to its relief but
were ambushed at Oriskany (August 6) and forced to retreat. Another American
relief column, this time of 1,000 men under Benedict Arnold, advanced from Still-
water. In the meantime, Burgoyne had dispatched a force of Brunswickers under
Colonel Friedrich Baum to seize military supplies at Bennington, but this contin-
gent was surrounded and destroyed (August 16) by Colonel John Stark, resulting
in the loss of much materiel. Misfortune continued when St. Leger’s Indians aban-
doned him, obliging him to raise the siege before the arrival of troops under Bene-
dict Arnold (August 23).

Burgoyne crossed the Hudson near Saratoga (September 13) to confront the
Americans under General Horatio Gates, while calling for reinforcements from
Clinton in New York. He then attacked at Freeman’s Farm (September 19) but
suffered heavy casualties. In a vague effort to create a diversion in favor of Bur-
goyne, Clinton moved up the Hudson with 4,000 men, taking Forts Clinton and
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Montgomery (October 6) before returning to New York. In another attempt to turn
the American left flank, Burgoyne launched a powerful attack at Bemis Heights
(October 7), which was driven back by Arnold. Burgoyne withdrew toward Saratoga,
where his now badly reduced force of under 6,000 was surrounded by three times
its number and forced to surrender (October 17). This marked the turning point
in the war: American morale was strengthened and the British then held only New
York City and small parts of the surrounding states. Most significant of all, France
soon gave its recognition to an independent United States as a prelude to military
intervention in the conflict.

Operations in the Central States, 1777-1779

Howe, with 18,000 men, sailed from New York (July 23) up Chesapeake Bay and
disembarked at Head of Elk (August 25). Washington, with 10,500 men, blocked
the route to Philadelphia by deploying along Brandywine Creek, where Howe de-
feated him (September 11) and obliged him to retreat on Philadelphia. Congress
withdrew for a second time, leaving the capital to Howe (September 26), who, to-
gether with the fleet of his brother Richard, swept American supply boats from
the Delaware River and took Forts Mifflin and Mercer (October—-November). At
Germantown, Washington attacked Howe’s main body (October 4) but was badly
defeated, losing 700 killed and injured and 400 prisoners. Both sides went into win-
ter quarters, the Americans suffering from the harsh winter at Valley Forge while
the British remained comfortable at Philadelphia.

Replacing Howe, Clinton marched his 13,000 men from New York toward Phila-
delphia (June 18, 1778), while Washington’s force, now about equal in strength,
made for the same destination. At Monmouth (June 28) General Charles Lee
caught up with the British rearguard, and a general engagement, with Washington
again in command of the main Patriot force, ensued when Clinton faced round and
launched a series of counterattacks that ended in exhaustion for both sides and a
drawn outcome. Clinton returned to New York, where Washington besieged him.

To the south, in the lower Hudson Valley, British troops took Stony Point (May 31,
1779), though the Americans soon retook it (July 15-16), thus averting the loss of
the strategically important post of West Point. The rebels also captured Paulus Hook
in New York harbor. By this time the war had widened to include France (June 17,
1778) and Spain (June 21, 1779) in support of the Americans, though Spain refused
to recognize American independence.

Operations in the South, 1776-1779

Major General Sir Henry Clinton arrived by sea before Charleston, South Carolina
(June 4, 1776), and landed his troops outside the city, whose harbor defenses were
controlled by the Patriot-held Fort Sullivan under Colonel William Moultrie. When
a naval squadron under Sir Peter Parker failed to reduce it, Clinton was obliged to
reembark his troops and proceed to New York to join forces with Howe.

Beyond Clinton’s failed effort in 1776, the first two years of the war in the South
were marked by guerrilla warfare between Loyalist and Patriot militias. After evacu-
ating Philadelphia, however, Clinton brought an expedition to the Carolinas, the first
major action being the capture of Savannah (December 29, 1778). General Augus-
tine Prevost’s attack on Port Royal, South Carolina, was driven off (February 3, 1779)
while the British foiled American attempts to retake Augusta in an action at Briar
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Creek (March 3). Prevost proved unable to capture Charleston and while returning
to Savannah engaged and defeated a Patriot force at Stono Ferry (June 19). The
French, having meanwhile dispatched considerable military and naval forces to
North America, now cooperated with the Americans to lay siege to Savannah. Admi-
ral Jean-Baptiste d’Estaing’s fleet disembarked 4,000 infantry, which were joined by
over 1,300 rebels (September). Prevost’s garrison of 3,500 had, however, strength-
ened the city’s defenses well and repulsed the Franco-American assault (October 9)
with massive Allied casualties. D’Estaing reembarked his men and withdrew, leaving
the Americans dispirited and angry with their allies. December saw further activity
in the South when Clinton sailed from New York (December 26) with 8,000 men to
seize Charleston in an operation that marked the shifting direction of Britain’s war
effort toward the southern colonies.

Overseas Operations and Spanish Operations, 1779-1781

British forces captured St. Lucia (November 13, 1778) but lost St. Vincent (June
16, 1779) and Grenada (July 4, 1779). From June 1779, Franco-Spanish forces had
laid siege to Gibraltar, where General George Eliott led a magnificent defense, with
essential help from the Royal Navy.

Having declared war on Britain in June 1779, Spain sent troops based at New
Orleans to clear British garrisons up the Mississippi, taking Manchac (September 7),
Baton Rouge (September 20), and Natchez (September 30). Mobile, British West
Florida, fell on March 14, 1780, causing General Archibald Campbell, with rein-
forcements marching from Pensacola, to turn around. Further north, the Spanish
captured Fort St. Joseph on Lake Michigan (January 1781). Spanish forces, rein-
forced with men from Havana and Mobile, laid siege to Fort St. George near Pen-
sacola. After the fort’s magazine exploded, the commander surrendered.

Campaigns in the South, 1780-1781

While Washington hemmed in the British in New York, further south, Clinton
arrived by sea off Charleston, where he disembarked his men and besieged the city.
After three months of operations and a naval bombardment, he accepted the city’s
capitulation, which included 5,400 prisoners and a large quantity of artillery and
stores (May 12, 1780). Cornwallis remained in command in South Carolina, while
Clinton returned to New York. Throughout the remainder of the year a brutal civil
war raged in the Carolinas between Loyalist and Patriot militias. Lieutenant Colo-
nel Banastre Tarleton, commanding Loyalist cavalry, contributed to the bloodshed,
particularly in the massacre of rebels at Waxhaw Creek (May 29). At the Battle of
Camden (August 6) Cornwallis decisively defeated 3,000 men, largely militia, under
Horatio Gates, with a slightly smaller force, inflicting enormous losses, including
900 killed and 1,000 captured. Nevertheless, the tide against the Loyalist cause
was turned at King’s Mountain (October 7) when Carolinian and Virginian militia
under colonels Isaac Shelby and Richard Campbell destroyed a Loyalist force under
Colonel Patrick Ferguson.

At year’s end American forces in South Carolina under General Nathanael
Greene had been reinforced by nearly 3,000, half of whom were regulars, while
Cornwallis, also recently reinforced, boasted a command of 4,000 men, all better
equipped and clothed than his opponents. Cornwallis divided his forces into two,
sending Tarleton in pursuit of one section of Greene’s army, while the rest, under
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General Alexander Leslie, was to monitor a Patriot force at Cheraw Hill. Cornwallis,
with the bulk of his force, proceeded in the path of Tarleton, who, having caught
the American force under Daniel Morgan, was disastrously defeated at the Cowpens
(January 17, 1781), where the Patriots executed a masterful double envelopment.

Cornwallis pursued the Americans into southern Virginia but later returned to
Hillsboro, North Carolina, followed by Greene with 4,400 troops, mostly militia and
green regulars. Cornwallis, taking the initiative, attacked at Guilford Courthouse
(March 15). He forced the Americans from the field, but the cost was substantial to
the British: 100 killed and over 400 wounded, to fewer than 100 Americans killed
and 200 wounded. Recognizing that he was no longer able to control Georgia and
the Carolinas, Cornwallis moved his army of 1,500 men to Wilmington, North Caro-
lina, and later to Virginia.

British forces nevertheless remained in the Carolinas, including those under
Colonel Francis Rawdon, who defeated Greene at Hobkirk’s Hill (April 19) and
proceeded toward Charleston. Greene next laid siege to Fort Ninety-six (May 22—
June 19) but failed when a relief force appeared, marched away with the defenders,
and returned to Charleston. Apart from its capital city and Savannah, South Caro-
lina was now largely free of British garrisons. Seeking to liberate the former, Greene
fought Lieutenant Colonel Alexander Stewart’s force at Eutaw Springs (Septem-
ber 8). After initial success Greene was ultimately repulsed, though with heavy loss
to the British. The following day Stewart withdrew to the safety of Charleston. Thus,
despite winning every action of the campaign, Britain’s position was poor, with all
forces now concentrated in the two major cities.

The Yorktown Campaign, 1781

The campaign in Virginia began with a raid on Richmond (January 5) by the
American turncoat, Benedict Arnold, who laid waste the city before returning to
Portsmouth. Between March and May, Major General William Phipps, sent to Vir-
ginia with reinforcements, destroyed American supplies and stores before proceed-
ing south to link up with Cornwallis, who was moving up from North Carolina.
Meanwhile, the marquis de Lafayette arrived at Richmond (April 29) from New
York with 3,500 American troops, soon to be joined by a further 1,000 (June). Dur-
ing the same period, Cornwallis arrived at Petersburg, bringing the total force in
Virginia up to 8,000. Both sides maneuvered around Virginia, Cornwallis being un-
able to force Lafayette into action, apart from an ambush at Jamestown Ford (July 6),
where Cornwallis inflicted serious losses on an American brigade, which neverthe-
less withdrew in good order. Cornwallis then marched his 7,000 men to Yorktown
(August 4), which allowed communication by sea with Clinton in New York.

Recognizing the strategic advantage offered him by the French fleet, Washington
sought to isolate Cornwallis from the main British forces in New York and Chesa-
peake Bay. Reinforced by Admiral de Grasse’s fleet, Washington left troops to observe
Clinton’s force at New York while he and Rochambeau moved south toward Virginia
(August 21). De Grasse brought more French troops to Lafayette (August 30) and,
after a naval victory at the Virginia Capes (September 5-9) against the fleets under
admirals Graves and Hood, was able to reinforce the Franco-American army around
Yorktown with siege artillery. With the French in command of the sea, Washington
was now able to transport his troops from Maryland to Williamsburg, Virginia. With
9,500 Americans and 7,800 French, Washington proceeded to besiege Yorktown
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(September), where Cornwallis had 8,000 troops. After slowly extending siege lines
toward the city, the Allies opened their bombardment (October 9). Following an
assault on two redoubts (October 14), and a British counterattack (October 16),
Cornwallis recognized the futility of further resistance and surrendered his army
(October 19), effectively ending the war.

The arrival of Clinton with 7,000 men in Chesapeake Bay (October 24) proved
useless because of the French naval presence, and he returned to New York. Wash-
ington returned north to invest New York (November), while Greene did the same
around Charleston. Negotiations for peace began in April 1782, and by the end of
the year British forces had been evacuated from all points to concentrate in New
York. The Treaty of Paris, which was signed on September 3, 1783, brought the war
to a formal conclusion and established the independence of the United States. See
Lexington and Concord, Actions at.
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Amis de la Constitution, Société des (1789-1792)

The leading political club during the French Revolution, the Amis de la Con-
stitution originated from the Breton Club in 1789. The Breton Club was an in-
formal grouping—it never kept minutes or maintained the rigid structure of the
Jacobins—composed of provincial deputies primarily from Brittany. It was led by
men such as Isaac Le Chapelier and Antoine Barnave, and it was a kind of philo-
sophical society or société de pensée, which discussed the ideas of the philosophes. It
first met in Versailles on April 30, 1789, just prior to the first meeting of the Estates-
General on May 4. The Bretons formed the nucleus of a group of approximately 15
to 20 deputies called the Société de la Révolution. Apparently the London Revolution
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Society provided the model for this new society while the old Breton group pro-
vided the members. The Société de la Révolution changed its name to the Société
des Amis de la Constitution in January 1790. The organization rented a room at
the former Jacobin convent (Dominican) on the rue St. Honoré, where it held its
meetings. Royalist writers coined the name “Jacobin,” which remained with the club
throughout the Revolution. On September 21, 1792, with the declaration of the
French Republic, the group changed its name to the Société des Jacobins, Amis de
la Liberté et I’Egalité.

The Amis de la Constitution evolved into the most important political club dur-
ing the French Revolution. It was certainly the most respectable and prestigious so-
ciety. Initially, membership to the Amis was restrictive, limited only to deputies, and
rather expensive with fees, which excluded the ordinary working man. However,
by July 1790, membership had grown to about 1,200 and included non-deputies.
The Amis viewed themselves as the most important club—for example, they refused
to participate in the central committee of the more popular societies—and they
had contacts with local Jacobin Clubs all over France. Provincial societies began
to spring up in major cities such as Lyon, Marseille, Strasbourg, and Bordeaux
throughout 1790, bringing the total to 152 in that year. These societies were mod-
eled on the Paris society. They were often founded by members of the local elite
who were elected members of the new municipal or departmental governments
as well as, in some cases, National Guardsmen. Their leaders were men who would
later become prominent national politicians. In this respect, the provincial Amis de
la Constitution constituted an important training ground for national politicians
such as the Girondins. During its early sessions, the Amis de la Constitution func-
tioned as a kind of extra-parliamentary debating society. Its agendas followed that
of the Constituent Assembly, with members discussing the same issues, primarily
constitutional ones, and organizing itself along similar lines with committees, while
rotating officers of secretaries, vice presidents, and presidents. Its principal objec-
tive was the establishment and promotion of a constitutional monarchy.

Up until the period preceding the king’s flight to Varennes, the actual debates
in the Jacobin Club tended to be dominated by moderate deputies, with the radical
non-deputies following the club’s debates, but not always participating i