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end was not blind to the merits of Dickens* The elder 

Raskin's business made it necessary for him to travel 

throughout the British Isles and parts of the continent. 

European architecture interested him always and it 

delighted him often. John Ruskin, as a boy, travelled 

much with his father and, needless to say, inherited 

much of his father's enthusiasm. 

His mother, who lias been described as a sort 

of stupid bigot and bully, was one of those persons 

who sets a high standard for herself and is determined 

that the members of the family- will attain it too. 

Her love for her son was somewhat like that of Lady 

Macbeth for the thane of Glamis. She urged him on. 

She directed his reading. Her Puritan background 

inspired her to have him read the Bible every day and 

memorize long passages. In later years Ruskin often 

expressed his conviction that the Bible should be 

made required reading for everyone. Said het 

luy endeavour has been uniformly to make 
tliem trust it more deeply than they dot 
trust it, no$ in their own favourite 
verses only, but in the sum of all {trust 
it, not as a fetish or talisman, which 
they are to be saved by daily repetition 
ofj but as a Captain's order, to be heard 
and obeyed at their peril. (1) 

By the age of twelve John Ruskin had been through 

the Bible six times. It is probably uncharitable 

and untrue to describe her as the *' bete-no ire " 

of his life. That her love for him was a possessive 

Time and Tide r The Crown of Wild Olive tbv 
John Ruskin, LondonsGeorge Allen & Co.,Ltd.,1911, 
p. 225. 
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In exactly the proper light needed to attract the parties 

of the v&rloua alliances whlo& It contrt ot«d. Thug, the 

aristocrats could see in the hourgeois fellow~e«#ituilst». 

The laboring classes could see in t&tn fellow-Puritan®, 

It is the working«out of these alliances, political, 

economic, military &ad philoso^hiecl, which the writer 

wishes to eaesine* For the structure of these alliances 

is the dyaeaiw ŝtolen infected the isiddle Classes of this 

tl&*» 2he alliances with Puritanism, with political Jesuit* 

tm§ with the aristoeraoy: all of these jrrovidee: the im­

petus and the direction. The mrlter would like to describe 

the inner fabric. 
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Perhaps no example of the -̂ buae of history is 

more powerful than the famous ship aoney c;;se. The Whig 

historians have used this un an example of the cbusive 

power of the despotic Jcln$ to wring u:.-sey unjustly i'vcu 

unwilling subjects until it has become n nintorle causa 

oelebre. The m«tfcer does, Indeed, a^e-jr on the surface 

to he an example of naked, despotism, However, careful ex­

amination will, the writer feels, show th t such is not 

entirely the case. It must ho kept ourtfuliy in mind that 

the governments of which <me <*rite were oy no means audern 

governments, possessing toe power of .absolute taxation. 

The modern idea of taxation, whereby within aiore or less 

carefully li&slted boundaries, the sovereign govern&ent takes 

whet It needs or wishes from its citizens regularly, sis-

ply did not exist la the time© of whleh we speak. 

The power of the English monarchy to tax indis­

criminately was unknown fit taut period* As a matter of 

fast, the very idea of taxation was an extra-ordinary thing. 

It existed, it is true, tout taxation ws*s still not common* 

The kings of lurope, for tne woet part, occupied 

endowed thrones. Th&t l®, they aeeured the revenues they 

needed to conduct .m«ix< governments from their personal 

U © *° speak) possessions. The kings, under this system, 



TAXATIG! POWSR BASIS OF REVOLT: ENUL/iND £ 

needed vast estates, the revenues of which could be spent 

in maintaining the government. But even here the power 

of the Jiin̂ s was lirJLted, for these royU. cL^uins were 

yet completely medievel in charaoter, p&rt and parcel of 

the old stsftus: economy. 

By the term, status, economy, is si©ant th-'t system, 

feudal in origin and development, whereby all t.eii.bori* JI 

the community had a definite piuoe in the c^vnunity. This 

place or status was governed by definite contract,*? be­

tween lel&e and lord whioi. duly ftnd c-irefully ^ti^uiated 

the rights and the duties {sometimes Military, ruore often 

in the case of the peasantry, economic) which both par­

ties, both bound to the land, were to observe. 

Therefore, her® was no case, as it is with the 

moderns, of the rentsis of an estate fluctuating with the 

rise and fall of the purchasing power of iuoney. It is 

true, the economy of the Stuart period, becoming more and 

more commercial, was nleo oeeo::ln& sor« &nd nore i**iuid. 

But contrariwise, the funded establishments (the throne, 

the universities, the t&reat landlords, the Church) ^ere 

not at all fluid} were on the contrary rigidly rent-oon-

trolled by the medieval feudal syuteia* The rents a land­

lord could secure fro® & parcel of 1'ind vere stated ex­

actly and definitely tG ^ne feuaul chururs ;au c^ulu oe 
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changed only with difficulty by pt.rxiaDiv-it.ry oiw client, 

Hot **nly did tim rising o ̂ o-oroialis-j of the age 

act os the op^o&ite millstone between v.nieh the ̂ re-t 

landlords and the yeomanry were ground, but the tgre'.t in­

flux or acid '*'<d silver Jlo-dint, in ? rou. Ruin's Hew ttorld 

conquests ucoeieruted -..a lntou«iried t.*ic situ ition. 

The only way ..ut i JP „U. ̂ ru i i^ncuurds w.-y to 

join, as it were, bi>e o^^.osition, i.e., oeouue part and 

|»arcel of the new coi^ercihl system itself, weeding 

entrepreneurs x'ir~t *nd landlords SuCu.„d. ima tnis, us 

shall be seen, is precisely wb>t r.?uay of the^ did. 

It was not, however, entirely possible for either 

the Gronn or ^he Church to Ao this on thoir >>urt. I'or 

neither of these could lend itself well to sither iianu-

faotuxiag or commerce, li.e*, not, .it least, until tne 

more or less complete development of the modern corpora­

tion, within whose stock-ownership rather complete anony­

mity and moral passivity could be found.). 

Since, therefore, the Crown i&as unable to v.&&t the 

rising co&t of the services it rendered wiua ti*e inoono 

it derrived froaa its static exidonft-outb, JIW sinoe cue in­

creased military activity of thu tiies tThirty Year's v. -r, 

Piracy, ebo.) desaanded that it .iut only refrain _'ruj cut­

ting dovos on these services but aiSv extend thea, it be-

http://pt.rxiaDiv-it.ry
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c&iiie neoessbry f'- r thv Crown to discover so^e wty by means 

of which it could incrctijio its revenue. 

The situation in the time of t,he GUurta hi*d det­

eriorated internationally. The jow&v of In^:~nd ot sea 

was (indeed, never had been) very strong xrr ft ^vvsrn&tut-

al git&ndpolnt. En^ajid hud uiA&ys t- decern!, IAI thfc lust 

effort, on thu strength f i U yrivatc sailors. Drake, 

Hawkins and ounars 01 t.Ĵ ir ilk nud upnaid lit̂ lrnd* c &ari-

tii%e prowess in the pust, aut it a^o^r^ tnut Charles 

Stuart wished to replace this hit-endHalss systew with a 

regular, systemstic illy organized n<<vy« from & notioLu.i 

standpoint, this was not only eminently uc&iruble, out 

absolutely necessary. The old freebooters *,nd privateers* 

men were not capable of sustained, directed effort tŝ oint̂ t 

England's cosisiercial rivals - the Dutch. Kor would the 

old sporadic practice of outfitting occasional fleets be 

practical. What was needed now was a* regular fleet, 

capable of defending England's comeree, which was ex­

panding now .s never before, from the piracy wnieh was so 

ooonon to the ti&tes. 

Since the &ln% v^s unable to secure the isoney for 

this from his own endettuents, and since taxation las t 

legislative enactment levying upon the entire n ilon) ..̂.s 

outage the King's competence, jelon^in,, -t c. ri^it to 

Parliament, and since 9**1 experience" with Parliament 

http://ELVv.LT
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had been none too pleasant, the King iapoeea the 

ship#HiGGey levy. 

It should be noted i®sedit>tely that this was no 

arbitrary imposition. Very good lawyers had advised the 

King th.it he ted a right to t«.*e this motion, which 

was not, it must be remembered, an innovation. 

"May it please your aost Excellent Majesty, 

#.*we are of opinion, thot when i,iio g^od and 
safety of the itingdom in jenen.-! is concerned, and 
the kingdom in danger, your Majesty t*u/t»„., com­
mand all your subjects of this your jtingdoro, at 
their charge to provide und furnish such n n^jubr 
of ships,. ., end for such tin* 00 your Mujesty 
shall think: fit for tne defence end safeguard of 
this kingdom from such danger ^nd peril:..*; bn& 
we are also of opinion, that in such e->se your 
il&jjosty is the sole judge both of the danger, and 
when and how the ssae 1® to be prevented and 
avoided*Bi 

The ling, it appears, had not only the legal 0-

pinion of the ju&gss, but also the previous urging of the 

Parliament Itself when, in the Itanonstrunc* of 1628, it 

bed declared; 

*Gne reason amongst isany of this decay of Trade, 
and loss of Ships and Mariners, is, the not guard­
ing of the Harrow Seas, the Regality whereof, your 
Majesty hath now in a manner wholly lost, being that 
wherein a principal part of the Honour and Safety*of 
this Kingdom heretofore consisted..*if eosae present 
and effectual remedy be not forthwith provided} the 
whole trade of this Kingdom, the Shipping, Mariners, 
...will be utterly lost and consumed.tt& 

1S.S. Gardiner, Constitutional Documents of the 
Puritan .Revolution. ̂ iai*oQ'.Oxford, Clarendon, 1869, p.4.0. 

ajofctt BushlKMPtfc, Wlntorleal collections...,vol. 1 
London, (Printed for many subscribers)!-^1» £• 625# 

http://th.it
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As first formulated, the levy was exacted fro,: tne 

eoastal towns end seaports, as they seemingly would b<* 

the ones to benefit froo a powerful British &^v$~ ̂ A the 

protection it would give to commerce. This, however, 

was &mn to be in some respects unjust In thfct it imposed 

the duty of providing a navy which, after ail, would 

protect the whole country, on the seaport towns alone* In 

the flowing year, therefore, the %ui «tie extended to the 

whole nation* 

Here again, legal opinion was called for and here 

again the lawyers agreed ujon the King*s right to extend 

the tax* we may, therefore, say that the shlp-uoaey levy 

w*s both legally and morally justified* This uoes not, 

however, ecspeaaate fur tho fact that it wa»» politically 

speeding, inexpedient* lor uh» fact taut,it was, again 

pollticaxiy speaking, practical suicide. lor the direct 

result was to accelerate the alliance which for muny ye^rs 

now had been built up between the great landlord class (or 

as I prefer to call them, the aristocratic entrepreneurs) 

upon whoa this tax, now extended to include the country, 

would fall, and the commercial centers, particularly the 

great City of London where the bourgeois culture complex 

bad been built up with iao»t «xt*u«ive re-iiric.-tions. The 

great merchants of this city h&d at oueir oc.ujanu rich 
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banking resources which the King simply - id n / t w v e , nd 

they had I so the inr-bsxt instruments ( a , , i-entioee) to im­

plement ( i n , I t is t r u e , an ex t ra -xeg- I way, i . e . , oy 

eobbery) t h e i r yo l i l i o t i l a c t i v i t y . I t v.",ul<5 ia<u/e jeen 

f a r LkOre p o l i t i c cf the King w uLjt v a c i l l a t e d t h i s 

c l a s s , recurlng t he i r li 'Iagi&noe. Tnis 1 t -er cour t s , 

however, simxjly did not occur. 

T h e r e , i s , i t ut-t- .„© <_u~ it»t,tid, ^ . Ltw In the con­

s t r u c t i o n of t h i s urgui.ent, £ffl<i. on- u i i \ LOULT; ^O e-x^iuxn. 

And the flaw i s eiiaply t h i s . I t i s , uoove u u u^ .e , p r e ­

c i se ly tee merchant GIU&B vhic^, hii . i-urie-.- l / ^ u u . a n g , 

has de^iijided tht t luv £?t. t e provide a^v 1 t,nd m i l i t a r y 

arcw-t^t fo r thu pro tec t ion or tv j^eroo ^n the h i 0 h aw B , 

j u s t ^s i t hae often been t h i s uwro.Ji'nt c i^ss which bus 

se ised and held feh© extended pos i t i ons of *u.pire in 

Axcerioa and Asia ( for example, the *t»st India Cuupuny). 

However, the flaw my be resolved, i t i s u.^.u*ent uh t 

the bourgeois of London wer@ one with tiu u r i o t o o r a t i c 

ent repreneurs in t h e i r opposi t ion to the imposi t ion. 

I n addi t ion to the ^aior^toW^tloiiBu *~JU», ye^ another 

©net ce marked. Jad m a t i f tnc fli»w of che L«*se»r ex­

pend i tu re s . The opposi t ion a u t t huve &nom chac *<ctuai 

war a^&in&t tue Sing i r ' ^ a r o l e s s ^1 tv*±icL ^ i ' o won) 

would have been fa r mawm <expe&@i¥a to vheiu than tnexi 

http://iv-Vv.LT
http://hii.i-urie-.-l/
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assenting to the ling's expenditures, no uatter how lar 

extended. Tet. this class (and I thints: it is safe to 

say th^t the middle cl^ss has always been the ol&se to 

prefer security to Civil liar) -ws actu**:iy the ciuss which 

aided so greatly in the Civil iter. The only resolution 

possible, for both of these Xlawa in the historical con­

struction, is seen In the nature of the alliance which 

confronted the King. This alliance was, as we have 

already declared, and as we sh&xl e«aalno uinuteiy later, 

en alliance between the aristocrat* a find- the merchants. 

The aristocratic nature of the alliance was, I 

believe, sufficiently predominant to drag the mercantile 

nature into that v&loh the latter must, by its nature, 

abhor. 

notwithstanding the opposition over the at*et:pt 

to build up a navy by ship-money ijaposxaous*, the 6 tuarts 

enbarked on a policy of intensifying control in one of 

their dominions, the JCingdoa of iiootiand. This policy 

resulted in a war. Here the military action, *i.iie not 

a foreign war where the Stuarts were concerned, was a 

foreign War where England was concerned. The union be­

tween the two countries was entirely a personal one, «ith 

the Stuart kings forming the link. There had, aespite 

the efforts of King .Tame* I to unite the two countries 
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in deed, never h&im anything uore between Engxand aad 

Goatland than this personal union. 

The Stuart treasury had already osen depleted in 

Idas by the disastrous foreign adventures undertaken on 

behalf of international Calvinism. The first of these 

had been Buckingham's ess ay to La Bocheile, one of the 

freneh Hugenots1 strongholds, then oesleged by Cardinal 

Richelieu* It had been intelligently conceived and car­

ried out, but due to the fortunes of war, It had ended 

disastrously. Neither profit nor glory had accrued there­

from, nor soul4 Ingl^nd count on the French Kugenots 

aa a continental a^ly, their cause, militarily speak­

ing, having been lost. 

The other expedition, neither intelligently 

planned nor scrupulously supervised, had consisted of the 

Mansfield adventure into the Low countries to rescue, in 

some obscure war, the lost territories of curries Stuart*® 

brother-in-law, the Hector of Palatine, otherwise .tnown 

as the "Winter King" of Bohemia. &oth of these essays 

having been unsuccessful, the King had had a brief res­

pite from war, during the early part of tne 1630*9. Late 

in the decade, however, the Hing had atuenpted to broad­

en the authority of the Bishops of Scotland, wfeo, in the 

face of presbyteries and covenants, had continued a tenu-
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ous existence. At the aaae time, he had, with the 

assistance of the English bishops, attempted to cor-

relaie^nthe Ingxisfa liturgy (the Book of C/^on ~ rarer) 

with the liturgy which he wished to ue used in Scotland. 

This brought upon him the -aroused antagonism of 

the ministers of the G&lvialst persuasion (a majority in 

•oootland, wbo aalled themselves with the native eristo* 

or^sy to nullify, bv mob intimidations and open war, the 

King*® attempts. This then was the war upon whieh Charles 

Btuert was compelled to enter to &*».*«* u.xt> **M.*nority. The 

wisdom of his attempt it is not here ay purpose to defend, 

but It was , it is e sparest, Incumoent u -on bia by the 

nature of the royal power, tw exact wueuience ana to sialn-

tain the peace. 

In March of 1&3®, in® Lov.land ^c^ts signed tneir 

Covenant between theasei/as &nd God and oc^n to raise 

an army. To i&eet them, Cbarles Stuart was compelled t.o 

extraordinary measures which resulted in ficcoĉ li.ihing 

little. However, the King did raise an unay, compofaoa of 

half-hearted Englishmen and aarched to Meet the Scota at 

the border. The ineffectual skirmishing which followed 

could hardly, even by courtesy, «,e celled a war, out 

futile as it was, by the tiiue of the x acification of Ber­

wick, *the King's generals bad succeeded In spending one-
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h a l f of a year 's* revenue*- Hsnce, .-© kr.v«, Jit»re tu t yr^fes-

ing need l o r a r*pleaxsh(iiejaL ..1 w.e tre-r- 'ury o«u^ d „y a 

f o r e i g n »var. 

" . . . t h e kiofo oou^el n o t but l l n d hiaa/tsxf In &raut 
L » t r a i t s ; b e s i d e s tL t h i s t r e - su re , w JLch IK d i t x the r -
t o keo t t h a t ^ h i c h vm& b e s t froa. oeln^, v.orj.e, «vus 
q u i t e r .pent. The r a i s i n g 'md d i sband ing th^ f l r o t 
a m y so u n f o r t u n a t e l y and *»Tstohedxy, h-d c o s t fuxx 
t h r e e hundred thousand oound?*, -f/hich the- ^ u d h u s ­
bandry of t h e n i n i e t o r s of the revenue , nad t r c .surwd 
u> fo r un emergent Dec i s ion ; «na tho b^xT'jH'in.t so 
^uch aioney for th« rei is int ; nd su 'iyinej t h i s . u t t e r 
army had dr<wn a s s ign , i cn t s and .atici t<< t i u n s u ,on 
t h e revenue t o t h a t a e g r e e , t i u t t u e r e w~s aoc x«f t 
vhs r sK i thy l t o jefiv y t h e n o c e c - ry ex, en^a *•£ the 
kind's h o u s e h o l d . " 3 

Ana tbirf rvyx<jnii$uiim*b . „ XAU t r ^sur^ «<•.& to be 

accomplished anC dm. , o v e r a . . ^ i c^ii«x*iua.w oy „»«iai& oi 

th* t wftlon »wS, .or*- ti.un ,*nrf ot*» r : i c t ^ r UJ u& „UW »>CU-

pon of the o„ ^«. &tt~. JU, tlio T^IUA-^ „ ' i i«iuiu »,€, ~r w»* 

c u s t o s d u t i e s . 

Those d u t x e s were *wt» wWxotxy . i ^ c .«**£ t i t u t l u-

e i l y spei uiUij,, tho prsro^at.j.v'e >i *> c u^a^ . *ai^ \>ix<a u in j ; 

«iO!vnov.l«saaed such t o us the u^oe . 

" . . . A n d a l t h o u g h *:&, t o rexaove u i i a i ; j . i e u l t i b a , 
d id frur, our own i o u t h . . . decl 1 ro t h ' t i t .3 vur 
sccaning, oy tho g i f t of our p o o d l e , tw enjoy i t , ana 
t h a t we d id n o t cha. ien&e i t wf r i g h t , but tevK i t 
de tcjue e s s e , abo^in^ t he r eby n o t tht, r i g h t uut t he 
n e o e s s i t y by which 'we ' . e re t o t ke i t . . . " 5 

3Edward Hyde, g j o t o r v u, Uio Ore t Kolieafcllon, v o i • x 

Oxford, Clarendon PreseTTS'SB, p . ' SCVT ~ 

48 .R. Gard ine r , C o n c t i t u t i u n a x i-ocu. t h t s i f uxe 
puritfc-n Revo lu t i on , 16id©-60, Cxforu, Ci^renucn, i t b t , ^.«-o 
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The duties were, however, custocurily ^r^nted to 

the King ©t the beginning of bis reign. It *as, of course, 

the strict right of Parliament tv do the granting thereof* 

Because nc Parliament had been called, the kin& h*-d been 

collecting the customs regerdless of the f&ct that they 

hadn't as yet been granted hia, trusting th^t *urllament 

would vtlidcte the ecliection v*hen it did meet. 

It h&d always been the strict right, not r*>&xly 

of Parliament but IV ther of the lower house of Parliament, 

th t is, of the House of Commons, to vote the King the 

extra-ordinary grants-in-aid v&ici* vxulS be our proximate 

equivalent of taxes. Charles therefor© &t this jointure 

celled together the Parliament of In&Una. Ther© appears 

to have teen xittxe e-se he couxd do, lor hi© need fur 

money wui; very 6rect. Especially did tne Kin© need i-̂ n-

ey for the completion of hi® Treaty "The Pacification of 

Berwick" with the Scots. 

This Parliament, however, lasted only three weeks, 

when the tumult caused hy the ©agnates prevented uny 

granting of funds to the King and he, aeoordingly, pro­

rogued the seesion. Since the money necessary for the 

imple^entution of the Berwick Treaty v,as not fwrtheou-infe,, 

the soots army forthwith inv.iuwd Northern Mc^-nc tjid 

seized the four northern counties ff »h- retlt.. Tnis 
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situation wbs, by their actions In P&rlius»ent, (i.e., tLe 

refusal to ^rcnt the noe^ssury ^oney for the cefenLe of 

the realm} aouuiesed in by the great fcu\gn* tee v»ho con­

trolled Parliament. 

On th© third, of Kovtmber, 1641 r Charles u^uin 

called the F*rlltii.ent together. How it v.vs th t th® ii.ug-

netes could refuse Charles th€> subsidies he needed, for 

the situation was explosive. The Kin^ hod to i/.ove, while 

they need not* As long as the Scots contlnueu th© occu­

pation of the north of Englund, the royal situation be­

came woroc while th« t of Parliament because better, fur the 

Scots were in reality th© allies of the Parliament* 

Now began the long ha^le over ship &oney and 

the tonnage and poundage. 

To the King's proposal th-t if the Purlioment 

w "...would £runt hiifc twelve- aubtiidibs to be paid 
in three ye&rs..., his Majesty would then rel&u&e 
all his title or pretense tc ship-iiiuney for Lhe iuture, 
in such & manner m his parlius**ent should i»d*ise.M, 

the debate in Parliament waxed hot. 

w..#one private country &ehtleu.an, littit* &no*n, 
s&idr *He observed ib> t the subtly WMS tu be em­
ployed in the supporting belluu> enlscopale. which 
he thought the bishops were fittest to 'cu.- tEeiiifoeives..." 

oldward Hyde, ©p. cit., p. 239-4G. 
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In A&eriya, c ai~vc u&a.±,n au e x ^ v i e <~f x»̂w 

l eg i t ima te exerc i se ^f the uuimy ^o^or. Ilu. .*.tost b^ut 

i n the lon^ *orios ^l w-is v.u^oh ui^. JI<1 had J"̂ X UJS 

pas t hundred years ween / i j i t x n t , v»ith j?r.^ce and t i . ( ^ d 

t» burden of debt on th« m g l i a h nxt ion @o t.ro , t ae to ce 

hardly to ie r - .u le . Th® n^t ionul duut add r ec i t ed tn« 

then sti g^ering f igure uf &l4o,uu'0,0vX), To pay t h i s d e t t , 

the government had to i w o c e a luua t*:c *--n the hn^l i sh 

squ i res of nix s h i l l i n g s v.n the pound. Inasmuch -a the 

wars England had foughfc had hem wa^cd a t j .eest to some 

extent In defense of England*is co lon ies , the English 

government f e l t i t s e l f In the r i ^ h t when i t -«tte .pi®& to 

t ax the .American colonists*. Inasmuch -»s, i t *'»s argued, 

the co lonis ta enjoyed th© n l l i t ^ r y p ro tec t ion of &h« B r i t ­

i s h army (notably a^uinst the Ihul.ai., uh '„l*r o^rcer /~nd 

the i!r- uch in Quebec) is well ^s th© ^ro tac t ion of the 

B r i t i s h iK-vy on the hi^h s«?uc agains t the p i r a t e s which 

infestou. the sea lanes th« o^loniJ to thronged t>u a t \..-i% 

t ime, i t was inouabent th<>t tin c o l o n i s t s anouid unar« the 

burden of t h a t p r o t e c t i o n . I t i-«y uoxl ,)e argued t h r t 

the co lon i s t s hed con t r ibu te < W tu ' i t lefeuoe <~nu ux- a r ­

gument i s , to aoue wxtt»nt, t rue . Tut, Hew ^ .^^Ui ie r s hau, 

for e*u ../!•» helped to capture i rench ArCwdia, Mia the 
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Pennsylvania© htd rendered :>ervlce on their frontier 

txlso. In rudltlon, tho Vlrginlanr hid tervea tnthus-

ihstl6>.^ly in the ccuse ot/inet tho Indians, since they 

believed free lends vere in the effing. 

However th't *\ny be, the colonists hid ail alon& 

refund in their loool es&&::blies tc vcte :. oncy Jor the 

prosecution cf the war. Instead they had relied on the 

requisition ay&tein which kept, zo come extent, in a 

negative way, the ,-ower of tne purs© in their own hands. 

Moreover this system vt.s not approved by the 

CiioniLil assemblies until they L. <L t d assurances ire 

Pitt that any J onles PO rpeut (requisitions) woulo be re­

paid by the Irierial Treasury. In the c**ne of Pennsyl­

vania, th© sur received ",s reluburrex est V-P-S in the hun­

dreds cf t,;.Gue?„nds v,f ;GUKGS. 

Therefore, it eon be sf ted vith *,> ou deal of 

truth t^ t tht .'dierlo''ii£i a'.c not bv rnc uxir sh- ' t, of the 

expenditures necessary f\ r U,^ upkoep of the empire, in 

addition, in the debate cf th® Treaty of P ris of 1763, 

the gre.'t yucction hf d been vhlch of tve 1 rvnch poss­

essions Britain should t^ke, Gû -delou* e in tho ,.e»<t Indies 

or C- ni.cji. Ou.'delou^e, / ith Its grett RU0cr wealth wculo. 

hr.ve ,iven Britain a very ijapresrive income, it th't time 
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gr«i t i y needed. Hoover , b.»rr«*j, foreat-cuvesed Cf n u ^ 

WKS chosen u r r t r ^ t e g i c recs^nfo, u^x, tut xu *t L„ ,\L1GI. 

Wt»s th*. f - c t tii t «h B r i t i s h n^nos oaa anc ient 1 * v.ach 

t h r e a t to -the B r i t i s h aainiu/ia o^onxfes %uuid be ior<.ver 

overcome. Thus, not only axu B r i t a i n lor^oe the ce r t a in 

Guuaeloupe income, but i t burdened i t s e l f v i th t h t ««d-

mln i^ t r^ t lon of a then co^.arc-l ively unprusperous p ro ­

v ince , s e t t l e d i.lth a c u ^ l w t e l y non-Br i t i sh ^eup l s . 

The extent of the t axa t ion bj the B r i t i s h g>-v-

ernr.ent on the Sngilsh people *.t thic> t i a x n*.s ra re ly 

h&en considered h^ American h i s t o r i a n s , oonc.-rnua u& 

they v*ere v.ith denouncing th© k t ^ i ; Tux. However i t v<*s 

during the Seven Ye^rs «ar th t the P i t t government 

imposed th ' t heaven-sent^ b less ing to the tubercu los i s 

o u c i l i i , th© window tax . In &o&ition, **t.tuî  du t i e s \>ei® 

leviesd on th« B r i t i s h people, as well *-s taxes on beer 

and a l e . 

Th** an^er vi Uxt Brx t i sa . . o r^ i i^ «•'" -no t h e i r 

subsequent r i o t i n g *« «- r e s u l t el «;.is .ivtts-r I K ^e i t lon 

caused the govern1 eut to l i f t uht. t - x very ^uioaly i n ­

deed. The example oi t h i s e f f ec t ive prooest «. .s .u te r 

eaiui^ted by th*s Americans to v&ry &ocu a f f e c t . 

•Hie . t i r s t in tnit* s e r i e s of imposi t ions u ,u t tac 

c l o n l e s ».-s ijromuxgcte<i in 1763 nd -- s rino.m s tht. 
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Sogr.r 'l©t. By this act, the British P6riiu,iont it.po.wa 

a tax u* on the iiû ort. tion of asolubses in., the heat 

Znaies n»d its rviftui .eture into rum. The effect of tai« 

cannot be *3iinix,aiz>ed, even thou h by ̂ otern .Mt nd'irds, it 

was justified. Th't is to any, rso riu\-ra ..^vernrmnt 

would hesifte for a j<o-*ent to impose ouch ', t x. How­

ever, it hit N<*w Inglhnd very severely, siuce ito eofirt.erce 

was to ti gre t extent involved in the u.olarses tr.. de. 

The b«ekground ut this tr*. da i «y b* oonsiueivc 

for a iOtaont. The French (with ®LU,LI tracts vua furbl. uan 

by the British Mercantile Acts) had been, by tho French 

Mercantile Acts forbiduen to ncuiuf ,etur« ru* ainc* tb'.t 

n'lght interfere *vlth the Jrench home manufacture of brandy 

®M thus eoKpete with it. therefore, having distilled 

the sugar, the French \ere» in the * est Incias, COL>-

pe'led either to throw away the by-product (p.ulnsses) or 

sell It &.t a very low price. The iNew AU^J. aiders, pro­

ducing lumber ^nd fish, eoulu tr-"d© there products to 

the V.est Indian Frencji in exchange for iLoir i olusses. 

They corpletea tae triangle (ceogr*jhic Ay .' u i ar 

commercially) by t anui ttcturing rui rro:« uhe i closes, 

transporting it to Airicf nd there exchanging it for 

sieves. Th« slaves thus purchase^ vert, then oairied to 

http://it.po.wa
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the *6,)t Ind ius where they were disposed ol l o r . ore 

uo lasaes . I t itj thus i x t u i i i i c u l t to rep th t tha 

&olv£ises tree© fcoulu ot« ffooted very e.evfci<axy o„ <-iiv 

t axa t i on . In add i t i on , thifc t axa t ion h i t the tieroh-~nts, 

the- very ciw.Be which .-i,s so ^rafioh.in iit in Mai. liie,ioha 

and a lso so excet;ain0 ly ^o*erfu^. ^ v i i t l c i ~xy. Bxa tj.e 

B r i t i s h o-verasent doiibtsr te~y ^ U e : , ted to discover <• 

meant, v-hereby to agfc,r'iv< te t a i s rowai-fUi. gr^M in to op­

pos i t i on to itf.fexf, i t couxu no t , jerh£.*<B, ea> loyed 

b e t t e r or jaorfc ei r ec t iva . oans . 

I t i s only f a i r to i n t e r j e c t here the obi -.rv^tion 

t h a t t h i s t ax h<j& the cu.temL.te purpose, hot only ^i r a i u -

ing money for the depleted br i t i&h t r easu ry , but . 'ieo of 

re t renching the power of tnt New xxio'.ond juurchunt eif.ss 

in the intei-oats of the B r i t i s h Vest Iudio*c ; l a n u r 

group.® I t *u8 the b i t t e r op . co i t i on ol tht* xli.zit<bT&t 

lobby in London to the zt. t e of i l l i c i t , but v i r t u ^ x y un­

checked free trt .ee between Nsv, lnt it no vixc the jro-nch 

V.eet Indies which h,,a *.eciced the ^ini^. t ry un thly 

method of ra ie in t , i,*.ney. The t r i c e ke.6. f,roun u i c o c o a s 

fcoriier uRc hc.d, t c ohc - a ^ t r 03 I ; . - b r l t l i h ^ v a r i i v . ^ r t , 

continued even ourin^ t^a b i t t e r e s t st. gos A the beven 

~6John C. Mi l l e r . Ori&ine wf the /^ .ar ic-a h u w i u t l o n , 
Boston, L i t t l e , Brown, 19537 eh.4, ' p." Vot—""— 

http://ciw.Be
http://cu.temL.te
http://trt.ee
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Years1 Ver, when the French were, officially ,.c let at, 

the enessy. The reason, of course, was: Gconoi.ica.; ly 

sound. The Trench siuply coui;i produce -classes a ore 

che^ily th; n the British could. In aocitlon, the Brit­

ish Y.eut Indies v.ere bj no means ubJe to absorb th© 

bulk of Nev, in^lt-nc^s prouuets, ocin» v& thuy *t®re very 

much vehLtu In point of j^opulstion. For these two re*s* 

onn, th© trfcde which îev* up l,.;c too .4.0 i v.vt rrciitt uia 

to Jlcv mgianc* merchants, returning tc tht. entrepreneurs 

thereof profits of 50$ an* often L^ore.7 

It can tbslly be feen there!'-r© that *»e in the 

cese of the endowed throne income of the Stuart regis,©, 

the British government was confronted »»ith <u recession 

of ectuel revenue while it the same ti;,e the atcijid i^r 

an extension of services ren<eruu .as intensilled. 

Notnrith8t< nding the op;.coition over the Sugar Act, 

It appears th:;t the Imperial Parliament » uiit needo 1. ectcle 

with an American revenue again. 

Ir; America, tha second exercise of the i.oi>ey j.owor 

by the Ln^lish P*.rliataent v.̂ s th*-, OtEi.p v.x. iloro the 

PwrliOi-.uat lif-u tht. btsnfci'it of i.te ezparionce oi tht in^liah 

7John C. filler, o&. clt., eh. 4, p. v.6. 
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£.tasip T x to guide them. For, s s i r ev ioue ly noted, the 

str sips had aidoa in r a i s i n g the revenua In Engl KG., n<3 

th«,t, f ru , a T i n i s t e r i c 1 viewpoint bud been benef i c i 1. 

I t V,HS ~n ecwnoKicc-i t ax , ^ a i n ir^r *_ i n i f t w r i a l - t nd-

t o i n t , s ince i t r e i u i r e d no cusibcrs^ie e u i i n i r t r t lv© 

s tuf f . I t Lnet be noted in explanation th< t several t - x e s 

Imposed on America had cost > ore to bd< i n i s t ^ r than had 

been oo l i co ted .^ 

The na ture of t h i a t 2 was tht t Al i t ^ - 1 uccu-

etents, nev^s, b.pers, j ^ r r i ^ g e l i o t n s a s , shi* c l t .r> nee pa­

pe r s , lane s, l a s aeeds cud t i t l e s bad to be r thi.> s t 1 1* 

(Most JkferiCwn &t t ee today follow t h i s ru^.e p r a c t i c e . } 

I t foa*> by t h i s meuis ©xpectec to r a i s e t r o t enormous sues 

(estimated a t L60f000*) which would help in p t i r ay ing 

the ex*enre of rc in t&lnlng th^ B r i t i s h i t i l i t \ r j forces in 

America. The cost A t^e l e t t e r was 1350,000 u year . In ­

asmuch r s tht, t o t A cv.pt, s f r e u over the i opul t ion 

would be the pui tdy ncsaunol &u~ of one s h l l l i n ^anu- l ly , 

the minis t ry h* d l i t t l e expecta t ion th t e n e r ^ t l o op­

pos i t ion would be forthcoming. 

8Jchn C. f i l l e r , cj>. c l t . , ch. A A. 1 1 " . 

9JoL- C. K i l l e r , u^. c l t . . a . . ~» . . .xC 

http://cv.pt


TAJUTIoK tQ.Ai .wlu 1 IUVOXT: .k lhIC, «.i 

E ^ e v e r , the Americen ^ e o ^ e were, t.no s t i J * ure , 

an extremely i i t i 6 i c u 6 ^ec^ le . Jus^ecla.xy t.t t h i s f>t:-ge, 

they t . ok tl s i r qua r re l s to the xfew cour t s , thus p ro ­

viding c i ivexihood for *»n extremely jc r^e ^ody d ' 

lawyers, v<i„ose trttiriing, while hot «--.wt»ys thorough b,y 

i&oriera s tu id rds was nonetheless eas i ly co^e by. I t I s 

to be noted th t t he re were no i t v. scho.xs In joaerioa ut 

tht-t t ime, sand the Saa&lisb p r a c t i c e ol a r t i c l i n g e 

young man to e p r a c t i s i n g b- r r l s t e r in exhhuau,e l o r s sum 

of money wos therefore l»nei custom» *mlt~r the &tuaent 

v»er© of % we i t h y itJCuliy tuic eu eble t - &ttena one of tne 

lonaon Inns of Court. More wlten th^n no t , the t tuaen t 

could iorgoe uetuttl t.oney p&yu.«nt in exciu r%e' for s e r ­

v ices rendered h i s teacher* After \ lev* v-nths, uc we»s» 

consiaered _s r e ay to se t up i^r ni&sjelf, <ana h i s i ego l 

t r a i n i n g *«us cvDuplet«*d. So j ^ c i i e *n i n s t r u c t i o n in the 

legJ 1 uyo te r i e s necessa r i ly turned xot.se t, very j.<-rtoe 

body of .uen e^oh ye r , so i . rf je inoeec tht t there* »L8 in 

re&li ty a i t t l © hope t h a t a l i i could earn & l ive i ihoud a 

lew a lone . M^ny, there fvre , c a b i n e d xe^-x p r - c t i s e with 

fanting* The point i s , however, th t there wco & v^ry 

l a rge teroup wf iuen e f i ec t ea tty t h i s t x -n lc t o 1 docu­

ments, and the *oint moreover cunt be . u i e th t t h i s 

http://xot.se
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Oro p h»s, in h i s t o r y , ucen cel^br. ted iVr i t s u r t iou* 

i ^ t e mature. Therefuro j u s t us tue ^croh«.^tt ^r<-„ ef­

fected b'j the Sugur T«x, &< werw the i e g i x i s t s i n ­

fected .by the Lt&r.jj Tax. 

In add i t ion , another highly t . r t i cu io te -roup 

v,bs not unsuoveu. Thic v,as, of course, We p r i n t e r s . 

There v.ere lew, i t i s t r u e , .,-urfc und s i a p l e newtp&±.er 

p u b l i s h e r s . But ^ust ol the p r i n t e r s , in udai t ion t*. 

t h e i r r egu la r work, put out s ing le - shee t ne^s^upers. 

This group, eigoln highly a r t i c u l a t e , fct.s nf looted. These 

people, i t should be noted, were, in i hi&h degree, 

abj.e to pay the t ax , s ince Lh«y %er© not of the poorer 

aort wf the population* The t- vern owners, the lawyers, 

the merchants, ^nc the p r i n t e r s were the :.oot in f luen­

t i a l pwrt ^f the notion euc. ye t \.eru not the exceedingly 

r i c h . They were, in shor t , the up^er 1ACA0 c l ^ s s . And 

yet the ^ct ta feoted even ..oro UA.X\ t h i c c l t . ss , t.ithough 

i t i ex l ior the kos t p o r t up ox. th«m.^° Tor th© Act p r e ­

vented i-ii co lon i s t s irosi buying newsx^pers, lutkinfe v . l i l s , 

en ter ing ui-on I n s u l t s , buying s * i r i terns i i ;uor ( t t v e r n -

kee^ers* l i c e n s e s ht a to curry s tu* u s ) t r occ© ; t in t , n 

col lege ui^looA without the t tU i t . , 

lOJohn C. Mi l le r , op_. o l t . , oh. 5, p . 11V. 
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After the Stemip Act, th© Tcwnshend Duties aust 

be considered. The British treasury, hiving f-ilec In 

its previous efforts to secure money, h&d recourse to 

these 3evies. In 1?67, therefore, Charles Townshend pro-

: oeed the famous Tcwnsheno laities. Parli&iuent assented 

and forthwith taxes were placed on tea, paint, gl~ss, 

lead, etc. The ministry did not expect U- secure a 

large revenue (s^ein, like the Stamp Tax)J indeed, it 

was expeetcd th&t no ?vore than L40,000 would accrue to the 

Imperial larches? uer.H Indeed, the tee 1 evie& h<A osen 

simplified so th*-t tea w&s now actually clu-uper thoji it 

bed ever been, even with the imposition of the Duties. 

Moreover, the merchants were not, as they btsd been by 

the Si%&r Act, forced to h®ar the burden alone. The., 

could easily do as their modern counterparts do; tluat is, 

pnss the t ,x along to the ultimate consumer. However, 

the Dies sure w&s not as simple as oil th. t lor, coex­

tensive with the Townshend Duties, went a tighxening of 

the merchantile jaws ano the extension of Vice Admiral­

ty Courts f^r the proration of sc.u-.̂ llnt,. (Iliof,1.1 

trr.r-G ht.rt oeen thf; foundation cf s.-̂ny u oolonlui icrtuns, 

llJohu C. i liier, oj^. cit., ch. io, .. :'4C. 
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and there vr,ere, underct..a;dt/biy, lew 01 the r-ercbfantc '-i.o 

were compliant '̂ lth the ho% law's eour;-&.)*£ 

Th*i proble.- oi tie :,«crcfexntc r.ov i-ecw he,*- tv. 

cvercct.e the onti-lll&o«l tr? de L-e>.£ureE. The solution 

lay in ̂ n effective tyli% of tho populoce to the concept 

of the injustice uf th« Townshend Duties t-cd by i..;.hlng 

these bear tht- onus of th. blame, ov.eep .̂v.uy the anti-

illegal trooe ? fcusures in the result&nt furor. Thus 

while the Townshend Duties di<3 rot direr* f * y ufjeot the 

merchants, they viid indirectly, insof <. r cs il«-eion between 

the merohantfj un& the popult oe v,̂ s thereby set up. If 

the Admiralty Courts v ore to function strictly {nad the 

British x.-e&nt th*.t tney should) the illicit but ext­

remely profitable ten braes between thu colonic-1 {mer­

chants ; rul the Dutch would be destroyed. 

It is & testimony to th*.- skill of the ? trelights 

that they v<ere able to couple their e«.use (thoir ware­

houses bulged with illegal Dutch Tea) i.ith the cry of the 

populace u^ainst llle0<. 1 t^x-tion -no monopoly (i.e., 

the British East Ihviics Company.) 

It ĵ ust be roKo. berth th. t the A. «>ric. nr, ..ore, ut 

this time, a nation of te;-drinkers. Tlrtzil hn: not yet 
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ecl ipsed Ceylon in Axiwrlca, LO ^rtx. t ..cw vuw , w » . 

ra i sed by the uerohants t h a t in 176&, the B r i t i s h 

rorl icciont repealed ^xl the i u t i e s , t* ve v<niy th t on 

t e a . 

Mutters i.iitjht nt,ve r e f i n e d ~n th t .z-^te l ,r -

long, whlxe, Uoiely t , hAh the ,-ot.ce cf , .^orie* t<>ia tno 

foverelgnto <•! the Imperial &-verru«ent, h-u hut events 

froju. onother quar ter c« ueed «i clun&e in «}tt«ers. The 

Ainbrlcons hei« quiescent - f t e r t77o, * ooplte tho s t teuwt 

by the r a d i c a l s to u»e the Boston • K s s t c r e * vo ,.ol« 

i t l c a l c t ip l t a i . However, th*s> B r i t i r h &ovorn:.ont in j 77 J 

lound i t necessary to rescue the B r i t i s h l i . s t Indi^ 

Coi.pany fro© the ^ r a s s i n to Ahieh Sishontsfct o i f i o i u i s 

had driven i t and cccorfiingly to readjus t i t s pecu l i a r 

et. tus in the iiup©ri&l t r - .de . The measure, age In con­

cerned v.ith the fiiul t e a , K-.S icnovva «„ VAw Te- ^c t of 

1773 and provided for & ,oaa of h>, ,/ey to the Cci >, n / by 

the ^overhKent.1*3 In add i t ion , the p t c u l i - r provis ion vf 

the p e r c e n t i l e .&i.s w„js juFuenueo : h*. t„.e C«-i j-aiy a j 

allowed, on pay.iont of t. tux to be col^octea In A t r i e . - , 

15H.U. I^ulkner, American loonoi^lc hU t c ry , Ke« 
York, H&rper, I t 3 1 , oh. 7, p . 15o. 
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to ship it& to d i r e c t l y t t /-^eric* , v i t l u u t l i r - t 

unlet ding i t in In^Ztna* This r.ewsure t , i \ t l y i n e r t &<ud 

the Co*, pony fs e f f ic iency (the B r i : i s h i-LdcIerjtji, n.Lo 

bought the Company*r t e t in Di^j -no C M then rhi^pod 

i t to America W B thereby e l iminated) in the rof u l t 

vf thl& ..'O.L th' t th© tec would t «t che<j in Anericu 

t h - t th*' i r i t i U i le» ; .1 t e ' *. ulc un<tor^uxl even t-Le i l ­

l i c i t Dutch t e . which w. © r t i l l cot ln_. inU the c l o n l e s 

in , re; t ; .u«ntiLies. 

This procedure HUS " c c o r ^ n ^ v i xio. ou, ' r,,. LM 

r e s u l t , t,r f & r <. s the Aj/erlctn J erohfrjto *,ero concern*, c , 

wcultf h^ve been bankruptcy, h<-ti tht t c * e tuul ly b©en 

til lowed tv. re^ch th«" c nsuuser. Thus we hi ve the cu l -

xtsin t ion cf tht a c t s which - f r e c t t d t-ue rdccJe el si'es In 

/laerie-t c-nd drove thu< tc s«ek ullit.rn.-eo ..lth ot; er sec­

t ions cf the p o p u l t t i o n . 
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The tendency of the &&e in *hich these re­

volutions took place was still terras oristoor^tic re-

coffiinance, Respite the growing power cf non-^ils-

tocratic element®. The xuocem rind, encuxoortrd t.s It 

is with th© E<sltgfeist ~f republicanism onu Lhe 

leveling influences or the iaeas which orou^ht forth the 

Aikerlcan «.nd French devolutions, finds it ulfiicult 

to grasp the extent of the aristocr tic nature of these 

tines. 

While, xt is true, even the i-xct _owerfux of 

the sublets *ero an ipjseasur^ble cistonce Deiow tm 

helghta occupied &y Lho royul person, tnc .rit-to-

cri tfc ..tsrfc by the saist? token lui ...way h^ uoove, Loth 

in point of iuwr ant» social ousted, xJju .-ho v.cuxo to­

day ce itnown && "the ccuauon m&n".!^ Inceea, the 

vary Idea of tht cox;,on iun, as ouch, . na ^oosessed 

of that peculiar worth fc.hioju tht husursnieaic propound 

of two centuries k&& tallowed him did not exlfct. The 

clubmen counted lor nothing. 

Th© nobility tooupieu a yeculi«r tti.tue. They 

had been enherited from the kludle i^es (along with 
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several other iori*.s of social life, i.a u bit. tter of 

fact, about th© only real uxeiLoi-t of tho i ediev-. 1 

scene which was not ctiil present in swt«e ioiv In 

the Jsn̂ iuiic A this day wes the Monastic element.). 

They hub the^i<elves continued in tne enjoy­

ment of thut which maue Lhet. nobility xon# aiter the 

social utility or necessity for it hoc disappeared* In. 

all j&anners ol life, their position was unique. i.ven 

in the asatter of ur *>**&, their peculiar rights were 

iaainteined. They did not lttbor; it v.ae below the». 

In token whereof their clothing was such thot labor 

would be impossible. And every article of dress was 

used to erphaeise that fact (fti* example, the long 

lace cuffs, the periwigs, ©to.). Not «ven the richest 

of the aaerchants, \u,o eert<-inly tlio no manual labor, 

had the right to wear any color but the cost tu,bre, 

all else being reservea for t-ho nooility whicb uecktc 

itself out &s x.ot.cocks. The nobility u+uua couj.d «e<. r 

swords and, indeed, us© the&. Thot is to say, dueling 

wee for the nobility alone. Jdo aristocrat wulc. aiitv-er 

th© challenge of a oo&iuoner. Did & coroner kill fa. con; 

thct was murder. Bid an ^rictu-crot kill ais ̂ eer in 
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open battle, it was but a duel end therefore fr^e 

of punishment. 

But (.heir st'.tuf- wv.s ̂ eeuliur in oth-r bettors 

beside ho.bileu.ent. That otutus h<~a co:.;v cown frcu th© 

Middle Ages, ens coted, <AXO V.̂ B /..ecoxuih&_y rigidly 

t.uintuined by law. of x.ha Iowa which butxret-ooo tiio-lr 

position, none V.UB .-ore Import out in ultî i. te of foot 

both on the nobility itself, uhu on the whole nation 

than the law of pri&o^eniture and its concealtunt, 

entail. Genealogy, as a result, become of the great­

est coolal iuj. ort>-no& uia hi>s ccniiaueu even in our 

couoerci&l civilization, iong of tor the iitod for it 

IS 
has, strictly £ce-klo£» ^one. 

Mot even the uo>&t c.cute c.iii.oner ..os oxpeoted 

to general an arâ y. v»hieh is why, long ofter the 

cautioners had t&ken over control cf the f̂ rliui-ientory 

unay, Lord Fairfax w*.e ~till Crox.v*ell,t: 6u±.«riurt even 

though Fairfax did Cromwell'i, bidding L.ost oeVoutly. 

And it wtis for this reason, a^on^ several others, thtt 

the rebels fighting fegalnst Ch^r^es Dtuort cuiitinuod 

to be led by the inefficient, bubbling, ba^rhe.-rtod 

15L. T. Hobhouae, Arlstoorooy in The Zncyclo-
pedia of the social Sciences,' 1*01, Rev. York, LLuCi.illun, 
1931, p. 183-191. * * 
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larl of Essex, even though they had fur better lenders 

among the eo&tLon soldiery. 

Only the Hou&e of Lords o^^a try u Peer, 

which io why, even though the leader;: of the Colons 

(John Pym, eir John Illiot, Eir Harry Vane, Jr., etc.) 

cherished a £>yeol&l ha trod for Tboxŝ s *»ent.vcrth, hurl 

of f,trofford, he had to b.2 sent to tho Lords for his 

trial and subsequent condemn., tion. 

Having then thlfc brief a,liupoe of the privi­

leges of high but non-royal rank, it pertains onlj to 

show whut were th© ciroufasthnces which *.ea to the 

alliance between scaae j.i«t«bers of this oi«*sr —c the 

bourgeois* 

First of all, entails i.m.t be explained. It 

wes by sieons of this system thut tristocrooy survived. 

It existed in in^land eno in the tvc 01Ionics I lr v© 

chosen to oite es examples, Kew York one Virginia. i(& 

The choice of the«?e two colonics wus diet .tt-c 

i or several refcsons. First of ail, they *.oro both rojc 

colonies, anc thus neither hed the buffer of, us Fenn-
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sylvania did, ana n so peltm.-re, proprietors between 

themselves ond the ultliû te power in JEntjlcnd - the 

King in Parliament. Secondly, they were both, I be­

lieve, of all the colonies the mofat jaristocrxtic. 

Thirdly, they were at op^osit^ encU of the pole during 

the revolution, since Hew York furnished i*ore loyal­

ists than my other colony land cense puently ur©. t-

*<r opposition ror th* rebels U overcome), while 

Virginia contributed the le&ot ^oytaists of any other 

colony (and consequently geve rudic-llam ft sre\ter 

scope of action}.17 

In 2n&-«xnd of the SUurt ilr-o: ..tJ in Sew York 

&nd Virginia ol th« Revolutionary period, aristocracy 

flourished, As has been noted, onv 11 Xv, primo­

geniture k*»pt it fll>..,. i tn, %»£ nowncrfc c^e- in th© 

British lHupire, ,.eie these ; ©culi r J^'CILJ. CULI^LV (ore 

zeulously guarded than in Virginia. »nil* in Ln02md, 

collusion between Ur~ Courtt uid the incumbent, the 

letter uotirg together with the heir jointly, w s 

possible to break u. an entailed ost~.be ond turn it 

17C.E- Yen Tyne, The Loyalists In the Aueiic^n 
fi^WlPAt. He* Y»rk, Peter Smith, lfc2«, p. 
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into liquid os&ets, thlt ^ction wcs forbid..on o„ lo^is-

lutive enactment by the Virginia iioui.e of Burnersen 

in 1705. This it-glsxo tion «.&;. Junior »;. ttaueu t.nt 

tightened in i?B?.i8 

It luufet be understood tixut ent-ilc not only 

were the lueuna of preserving tho oristocrocj' in poci-

icvc.l times but were Use tho means fur&hervcre of 

pre®ervin0 Uio local community. Tho enteofi. cut con­

tinued its cor^oivte existence as a socle i o:.t econo­

mic unit, passing froa. heir to heir regardless A v.hut 

the noEiontt.ry encumbent tight do. lor ent^ilUient 

i revented tho senuestr?tion cf tn estate ts c punish­

ment for cri&e aia it Xiight not be dissolved even ior 

tre&son itself. Thus thfe incu&ibent could be punished 

(by death, in extreals, for the eoxsuxsexoa oi crimes) 

but the eFtiite *h& inviolable, And u r n sound 

reason. If it v.ore not t;o, tho est tt being seopueater-

ed, the htsir, who Lhd lo^l rl&htc In it by enherit-

ance, wuula thus huve to beer part of ua t unifjhî -x̂ t 

for another*i crlxe. Therefore, est<. teb were invio-

IBRobert R. Howieon, A Eictory ol Vir^lnx^..* 
liichmond, Drinker & Hurris, 18-18,' p. 1*01 " 
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lable. 

By entail then is &eant the syste&t of kee„ ln&; 

entact frosa generation ti generation o porticular fe^-

t&be. In law, it could not be alienated or sold, but 

inust si way:* be passed on. And allied to ohis, in i n ­

land anu ito colonies, V.JJS primogeniture, or tho cu®-

tiOme of îvirjti to the eluest son as of right tho en­

tire enheritsnce, that io, the title in: thr lu.nds "uhici* 

went with it. 

Thus in the are.'a we are considering, the aris­

tocracy was Kept entact, ̂ e it was not in other <.roas. 

In fr* nee, the writer believes, t^e titles und i-r.hos 

were t;lven to all the children, thus rructtoning the 

original estate until In many instances the nobility, 

practically speaking, often returned to the iBipeouniouE 

saass of eommonerr from which they had originally sprung. 
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I t l a necessary i*ero t o^ns^oer U,o de f in i t e 

p e r s o n a l i t i e s «vho took si lei»din# p^r t in t h i s X-.CJI 

t f uni ty In the a r l s t o c r t i c fac t ion of the txooc. 

The main au tho r i t y here i s Sdwurd Hyue, 1*1*. of 

Clarendon, who knew xnt i - texy t..fc> ^en A V»„ OX. :,e 

wrote* The w i n fac t ion grcu^ec i t ^ e i l . u* ut the Svjue 

men who led tho bxllunoe *.ith the bvur^eois . i n s*ot,e 

i n s t ances , the » l ig iken t w^e on a b~s i s , Lot oi econo­

mic i n t e r e s t or even of r e l i g i o u s i n t e r c u t , but r a t h e r 

of personal &nimoeity. The e lder Ywae, wuo **>& the 

Kihfc'o s ec r e t a ry , I s osoortea to 1- v© huted Lord *str f-

ford, for example, because of tht* <„nsuu.ption by the 

l e t t e r of u t i t l e (Boron h-by) which "Vune had coveted 

for xlcihelf. The If r l of ]^se£ h.. ted both inuu .>rx 

S t ra f fo rd , for i&rson&l r a t h e r tU<>n ro l i ^ l^ua reasons , 

f o r , according to Hyde, Essex v»?*s n^ver r e ^ J y u f u r l t a n . 

I t would involve too ^OHC, - u is tputs i t ton, how­

ever , to e/o aee , iy i n to the v.u.irroio wnich o t l ^ >.eu any 

p e r t l o u l ^ r noble t . j o in on© fci^e r'tja«ir th&n %ui o the r . 

Therefore, besides, a suu^nry . .nation oi M.O ucouui i c or 

lfcH. Bel loc, ox,, c l t . . . . '35. 

20E. Hyde, o&. c i t , . . * . 4 a a > 

http://nsuu.pt


I'lSDRITT OF AMoTC CR/iCT 35 

or religious positions soiae of tho '..-rit.tocr-.ts took, 

it suffices only to Axcm th-t the <u:i&too*rt cy fog 

divided, a^d tiu:t th© odd idea th;t tii the aristo­

cracy was on one side (the King's) r.t-a A.1 the com­

moners on the other {the Piirlit»u.ent,i<) is entirely 

false. To ^rove that this 1J: so, 1 b«ve only to &iv© 

the D.6>;c-d list of th© Lords tts they ft>nsv>oiod the 

roll-call of the respective P£.rlit.r;;e:>ts- thrt of the 

Royalist Parliament of Oxford, or th'. t or xhe in-
«, •> 

surgent 'Parliament of London, the *IP n£ i',!..rlî J..ent,. 

The f cllowins .members of the aristocracy gc ve 

allegiance to the long i-aritpnont: 

Hî liaci Grey, Lord Grey de fcerke - (flp*pker) 

Algernon Percy, Earl of Northiaaberl.. nd 

Robert SI oh, Earl of v/orwiok 

Robert leveroux, lurl of hasex 

Philip Herbert, Sorl of rwaroke i;.a L^nttppery 

John Manners, Eorl of Euti.-.nd 

Henry de Grey, 'Earl of Kent 

Theo.hilus Fynes, E^rl of Lincoln 

Oliver rt. John, Earl of Bolin&bro&e 

21 John langton Senford, Ltucios ..nd Illustrations 
of the Gre&t Rebellion^ London, Porker, 1856, p. 630. 
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Ruskin was not ignorant of this problem. §y quotation, 

we attempted to prove that what Ruskin advanced as a 

solution for the problem was no eccentric whim or 

impossible scheme* In fact, ancient and modern and 

even contemporary opinion ia remarkably at one with 

him In proposing a solution for the lack of an aim 

in education* 
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utlon.:ry capital of Oxford, will glv<& eome idea of tne 

numbers 02 tuo aristocracy which idhered t. th^ royj.j, 

position.^ 

Lord Littleton 

Stuart, Duke of Richmond 

Seymour, &'< rpuis c f Hertford 

Clifford, Earl of Cui.;uerĴ nd 

Bourchler, &ori of 3 .th 

Wriothefiiey, lut-X of Southampton 

S&ckvlile, Iliri cf Dorset 

Cosapton, Earl of Horthtuapton 

Fane, Lcrl of '..ectxorel̂ nd 

B e r t i e , 2 a r l of l indsey 

Cavendish, i a r l of Ko^cts t le 

Corey, l a r l of Dover 

Dormer, Eurl of Carnarvon 

Blount, I t . r l of Nev.port 

Tufton, E«rl of Thanet 

Hastings, r.cirl of Huntingdon 

Lord Spencer 

Lord Etr-n&e (Stanley) 

£2John L^n^ton fienf<rdT op. o i t . , p . 4fc3. 
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Bertie, Lord filiuugnby d*Br68by 

Lord Rich 

Lord Savile 

Lord Duns&iore CLeigh) 

Taking these nauies, then, at chelr f-.cc v^iue 

end giving no further infonr tion obout then, it would 

certoiniy appear that the aristocracy \ -»s v®ry disunited 

inaeed. Not only this, hov^ver, out thore oas als-

unity in the very lines ^.d1 loyoxty xwexi- An example 

of this was the London P^rli'-nent's John C^rey, icrd 

Hunsaon, who was tho eon of the Oxford Lv.r21ta.ent *s 

Earl of Dover. Another inat̂ iioe vp ich r i,,rt ̂ c. cited 

occurred within Ib-irfux** ov*u iu.ily. his ouutin ^nd 

colleague A or Yorkshire, henry Be.lasis, adhered to* the 
"^ 3 

King'." cause.'" 

BSciep.ent8 R. Markham, A Life of tho Gre^-t Lord 
FairfbT, Conafcender-in-Chlef of the Army of thi- Pari.lar'cnt 
of England, London, koemillan, 1870, <-h. 1, p . 39. 

http://f-.cc
http://Lv.r21ta.ent


LIGUhxIY \\< AtiA:\^A>CX: - . ..x.ICA 3$ 

^lthou t>ii xt 1.*- tru^, tx w, o. i_ u-o wr l f -

t o o r ^ t i c uoi^pxexew in tn 0\._onites OJ t^o hov jUtl<.n-

i.ry period, th t of Virg in ia furnished ui e x u v l a wf 

tho juoet cocii-leto un i ty , none- the- io^s there c«„n ue 

gleaned froi». thtj accountP of L ^ Virgin ia devolution 

enough tens o? JUKOUC Hud In ixu th tLJ . r i o t c c r o t s .ho 

rejoined e i t h e r unoojiprotdsl n&iy lo^„i to the Impfjilil 

couse, or who, ut the v< ry let c t , continuou to be 

neu t r a l in thti f t ru j l o , to c, use o«o to ^oxiovo t h - t 

the t h e s i s hol^n t rue here i-~o. Th t i i to s o , t ha t 

even in Yi r^ in lh , thts r in to or cy a as aiiot t ru jy eno 

completely u»-itud. ^b in ^tupr c o l o n i c , the r i&tf-

er oy p.» d lon 0 hole o l l ^ t r ^h i c^x oontrux of the govern­

ment, ^ ve only the , uVfcsrnorsbi. (trio Llch i&s 

P ! t h i n tht- •"oi1 „i prerogat ive to oj u i n t ) . w " 

Thic coir i_o, ve l u v , k L , a .--. rov^lativii in 

Virginia \<s .n r i _ u c r t i c i x w x u t i ^ u o x r ^ . t l y , tht.t 

i t v,.is tho very oiXiol i s oi t ; o u u v a o t ut <. ;.o . u., xi«u 

the irepeti for th? eventual oJllnnciE . . r i cLi .ac . o r 

the overthrown! of . lo lc^pitixu te t > o . i n o r t . 

S4RO>ert R. Hcwiaon, oj>. c l t . , p, . ...((-£07. 
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"Of wealth... tncro J ore- fcprs-t «.ccui u,u tions 
in j.r-'.rticui-.r ftallies, ipuv:ea oown iro?.. genera-
tion to ^ener* tion, under th^ Llpjilsh x..v< oi en­
tails. But uii© '.inly object of .-wbltion for the 
wet Ithy V'-B a se t in the t;int,*n Council. >•!! 
thfcir court wis paid to the oiowa uiiot ita crea­
tures; uid they Philiplsed in ,.xl collisions be­
tween the Ein^ -.nd the people. Hence they were 
unpopular; ond th t un) opux..rity continuos -.t-
tachod to their nw es* A Reajdolph, a Carter, or 
u Burv.'ell iiû t ĥ vo- t_reot per&ornL i,uperi-. rity**. 
to be elected by th® people even 't this day."*20 

Thus Jefferson writihgj i<tmy yearr. afterwards on 

the fircihlaa &rii=tocri.cy. These things b©ln& so, it 

c.n bo neen that there would be i< any i/̂ho would not teo 

along with the euvroaiiaec defended by the alliances 

which tuft t&ke place before :: successful revolution 

could be waged. The cor.proE.-iaes included, tixionfe other 

things, for the merchants, ^ tir&stie revision of th© 

laws of ent*til, tnd for the sectaries, ^ complete 

revcro'd ol the religious policy of the tires. Tho 

compromises wei e fought tooth and nt-Il .vithin the re­

volutionary by the £.ristocr&tie conservatives, i>s we 

know th-t Ed&und Pendleton and Klohhrd Ct*rtor Kicholos, 

the Attorney General erA the Tret-surer >A tho rrcvince 

respectively, ;ore bitterly on. c*sed to both tht ( bolition 

ESH.A. «( shin^ton, ed. frrltings t of Thoao e 
Jefferson, Washington, Taylor & Maury, xoli,1 Vc'lT 6, 
P'. gfesi. 
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of e n t ' - i l e ..-nc ip„< f ree in , / A1 tno D t ^ t l o t s l i v c i v i l 

p e n a l t i e s . 

Yet they 7.vere 02" tho rovci u t i o n c r y , , , . r ty . Only 

-.overful Iip.uisst- o^u^ci hovt , u t iLcx- t h e r e , >>ru Aut 

i s :. e r e , ufept th&r. t h e r e . 

Thr-re were t h t r e f - ' r e c t \ . r t > to o.uoru t h t v.hole 

t h i n g * i s c o c p l e t e j y diet-4 t e f u l • no who noeoroingxy 

neve r Joined in wi th tho r e v o l u t i o n a r y povfe.ent . 

Kost L - ^ o r t a n t of t h o s e , :'oi -UP a r i t t o c r t t i c 

s t&ndpoln t , >. a t h t -..i t.hty F a i r f a x f-i..xiy. These people 

helfi gre."-t t e r r i t o r i e s i n *ohc J i o r t h . r n Keck .^roo in 

e n t a i l , r e c e i v i n g rent:.- t h e r e f r o n . Lord Thoune, o th 

Lord F a i r f a x he ld o t o t ^ i of £,p6o fi)00 c e r e s , of v.nlch 

f i v e - s i x t h s were ent . l i e d . Th© i ' ^ i r l p x ftiiaxly r e ined 

loyt 1 to the crown a u r l n j V.v e n t i r e % . . r ^ ' .-.iso c e -

vo ted tv ti.t» Crown / .s John I'oxiaoiph, the K i n d ' s At torney 

G e n e r a l , whor.o f - n l i y bed ne ld tho o f f i c e fts, ^s it; were , 

t h e i r p r e r o g a t i v e n r g e n e r a t i o n s . * 2 8 Tho a p l i t i n t h e 

a r i s t o c r a c y i s e s f e o i c i ^ y n ^ t ^ b l e h e r e , i a h i s ron 
x 

Kewilliam Tay lo r Thoii, s t r u g g l e f o r jkeiifolous 
reedun; i n V l r f i n i a ; thfe B a p t i s t s . Bt-i t i iaore, Johns Hc*-
i n s P r e s s , lf»OC, p . 5 8 . 

27 l3aae Samuel H x r r e i , Op* o i t . . p . 127. 

^8fiobert R. no. l s o n , p_£. c l t . . p . -14. 

! 
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Edmund joined the patriot p^rty . u& va ts.ociol^y 

conspicuous in the rebel couou. 

*.n >ther ox the «..,roet f~x.i-.it.-s » Lich he-u >.:̂ i' 

froi. tno Revolution wis the Byrd fMiily, -u^t clef 

representative %*-s the extr«x.e y rich V,_llic,i- byrd, 

who, if he did not octively *.-id x.he loyaxiot c< upe, at 

leest regained wloof on his e:t.te v,urln̂  the *«r, 

refusing to help the rebels. * 

Yet another -riiitocr. t *nc refuted u join hi& 

socio! orcter in the revolution *,.-& fhill* Gryx.es, ..he 

along vith Arohlb-id Pdtchie, lich ra Corbin I the kln^s 

iheoifcSver General), the Beverleys (& very prominent 

family), and the JK.ruOlse itmi^j, feau xirci a:legiance 

to the Etiplre. In sedition, Beverley Robinson, the 

brother of Jobn BobIns-n who in the depression of i?65 

had been,provincial Virginia's trfc&sur&r l&nd uho uo& 

defaulted in his accounts by L100,Uuu) us *bA »*s the 

Speaker of the House of Burgesses, v.*.s a staunch loy­

alist. ̂  He httd n? rrled Sueanah, daughter •. f Irederick 

Phillpse, a New Yor& loyalist of &re^t fortune. 

2S>lB&ac Samuel Fprrcll, ox_. cit.. p. !£.&• 

30Cle^ent Eaton, A History of the Old South, 
M<*w Yor*., Maomillan, lfc4£, p. 106. 

http://f~x.i-.it.-s
http://Gryx.es


IICUMTY i f AiTi C?J CY: A, J-RIC 43 

Turning t i ftev; York, ^ <= „wve t..v, „.. < o p i c t u r e , 

a l t he ugh h e r e t h e d i c u h i t y if. , ±h urenounced . i nce 

i t hf*d e x l r t e d i\v ytnTi p r i o r t o t h e ht,vc l u t i ^ n . Lure 

t h e ^Uurrol \ h i c h ex i t bed between t l Lu w r e t l ^ c t ^ o n s 

h-d been v i c i o u s l y iuu-«ht f
 UP . / i th tL.fc de , PCCJ/S -P 

most r e s p e c t r emer , 1 ^ v i c t o r i o u s aur i . iv t i c Colon ia l 

p e r i o d vver thc-lr OJ ponente , the ; ivin,,.. twiis. 

The account <f t h i s celo-br^ted . uf rr©j \«. « 

o h r c n l : l e d by one <. f t h e de lonoeye , . n- i,ho l i i t ' r y 

so produced i s f r frosri unp re jud i ced . Itane L< v ie . i s 

t h i n w r i t e r , c n t e t - p o r o r y vdth tho Revo lu t ion , tpivce J 

P>cd account of tho p e r e o n a i i t i t s s * i t h <>u i hi w o J t . 

I t - . re pre t h e t f o r t • ry ye« r r tho .Je 4J. xiccyp, t< -

c o t h e r \ i t h th© rtj>:lficv t i o n s ci r a t c l / n , .0. c con­

t r o l l->d t h e govern ^r t cf t ' * Toy. i CoJtny .1 I e*v York. 

For t . en ty - r even y u c r s , J x *,o <.«* L - « o ^ x̂ .U uoen Chief 

J u s t i c e i.f t h e province? i ^uprei ,* Cour t . Kit son?*in-law, 

Jud t Jc T h c e c J o n c j , v r r , u n t i l t h e I : e« iy of r'< *cts in 

17 G3, . ru_srtvi Court J u ^ t i -e, .JiicL w f * a it. ^ u i c -

b l 

cupico fo r pen y ^ r s . Jud t ,e , OJ.UO_ J iieo, * 'Ui t r 1 

t h e a f o r e s a i d Tho t s , KIP fo r twfef.p,/ . o~rsj, the h-oi Aer 

of t h e AssdaablyJ Another ln-l ' s\< of t h e fcvWly, 

31£<Hfc&rd Floyd de Lanoey, g i s t i r y ..A Mevr Yor,k 
d u r i n g t h e Revolu t ionary ft^y, Nev, York, Hov» York H i s t o r i c 1 
Society, 1879, Vol. l , p. 7nfc 
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Cadwalloder Golden, viz a governor of the province. In 

addition to bein& Chief Justice, th© "Honorable" James 

de Lancey was, for five years, the ̂ iouto^uat Governor 

and Cosv.-.ander in Chief of new York. During the Revo­

lution, Oliver de Lancey, his son, becsxce the Senior 

Loyalist Brigadier General supporting Aic hin^.3£ 

The frxtily had extensive intercolonial ĉ rir;net-

ions, as '.veil as Iiqperial, for another son of the 

Chief Justice, James, i^rrled Margaret, the daughter 

of Chief Justice WHH^ni Allen, of Pennsylvania. 

MarEprct's sister, Anne Alien, w&s already the wife of 

Governor John Perm, of Pennsylvania. (It is inter­

esting to note that Lord Shelbourne had t>.arried into 

the Penn family also.).*^ 

Of the Alien fnaily, it sufflcies to prove 

their loyal ism to mention thtt Colonel Miliar. Allen 

commanded the Pennsylvania Loyalists, a provincial corps. 

A further extension or t-i.t luiul^ >.as the 

marriage of John Peter de Lancey to the daughter of Hleh-

ord Floyd, e possessor of gretst Long Island estates, 

SEEdv.r.rd Floyd de Lancey, op_, clt., p. 156. 

33Edw*»rd yioyd as Lancey, o£. oit., p. 3ii6. 
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and v.f undoubted ioy?.ity. It should however be not&c. 

th-'-1 Williejn Floyd of e, younger branch ol t̂ t f tally 

'•nc u firtit Cousin, was t Signer oi tho Loelj-rotl^n of 

Independence, and tr.c fixst Sector from Kew York 

in the United States Congress of 17»9. 

The De Lancey f jrily v;ns t< so o„>lied by 

marriage tw another Itaniiy chich r reined solidly 

loyal to the Lhplre, voter n® - oiicey hfivir/̂  espoused 

Elizabeth, tha u&Usshtur of Governor Cou<->o, iouur Coxuen. 

His children exemplify tho split exactly *ince Ah 

daughter Alice r.urried Ralph Iz^rd cf South Carolina, 

t delegate to the Continental Congress, v.hlio his 

son Juues, the Pre-Kevolutionary High Sheriff of t.est* 

ohester, beceua© loyalist oelonel ox the Westchester 

Light Horse, th© "famous Partisan Chief <-f the Neutral 

Ground."34 

Peter d© Lancey*s n i ece , Susan, norr ied Colonel 

v.illisiK Johnson, whose l o y a l i s t s e c t i v i t i e s in upsntite 

New York i n d u c e d octu&l Guer r i l l a w.rfoiv ^gfdnst the 

r e b e l s . His nephev*, on the o ther hand, w-rrled i.' ry , 

the daughter of the E«rl of St i r l ing; , one u the cos t 

34V7illioii Alexander Duer, The Mie. .i" . M . 1 A . 1 ^ 
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utterance. ( Incidentally, his prose style did not 

suffer from his frequent reading of the Bible.) There 

are times when Ruskin sounds very much like Leon Bloy* 

The following quotation combines the desire for 

reform with the fiery eloquence of the French 'pilgrim 

of the absolute'• 

"But", it is answered,"they cannot receive 
education." Why not ? That is precisely 
the point at issue.•• .The rich not only 
refuse food to the poor {they refuse wisdom) 
they refuse virtue} they refuse salvation* 
Ye sheep without shepherd, it is not the 
pasture that has been shut from you. but 
the presence. Meat t perhaps your right to 
that may be pleadable j but other rights 
have to be pleaded first* Claim your 
crumbs from the table, if you will; but 
claim them as children, not as dogsjclaim 
your right to be fed, out claim more loud­
ly your right to be holy, perfect and pure*(IS) 

There were times when Ruskin seemed far ahead 

of his times* Upon occasion he would assume the mantle 

of the seer and reach out into the future* In the light 

of what has happened in Canada and the United States 

in the lost decade* how pregnant with meaning are the 

following linesJ 

I believe that the masses have a right to 
claim education from their governmentjbut 
only so far as they acknowledge the duty 
of yielding obedience to their government* (14) 

Might the lines not well and wisely be read to those 

educators whose notions of freedom are so confused that 

th«y harbour on their campus a variety of shades of 

* * 
hz\ Tftito ffhia Last.by J . Ruskin* London? 

Cassell & C O M . L _ ^ ? ! .?• f3!* 

London J 

& Co*. LtCUf P» J*3''* 
(14) Political Economy of Art.by J. Ruskin, 

Cassell & Co*, Ltd., p*H« 
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Regardless of the organization (or the lack 

thereof) of those who ultimately grouped themselves 

r. round the legitimate government, it is a factor of 

the greatest ?-.stonishi.ient for the accem investigr-tor 

tc see develop© before hi- the complexities of the 

aristocratic carriage alliances. These complexities 

were, while so&etiii.es &e??©n&ing on iriere friendship, yet 

most often of t. r.&ritol or blood-relationship n.-.ture. 

Uot only is this true of Stu.:rt Englend, but it is true 

likewise of the American colonies of tho Revolutionary 

period. It is true, cf course, that oftimes the exi­

gencies or loyalties of iolitica cut across f^-lly lines, 

but, considering the deep nature of these struggles (as 

of all civil wars), it *ould indeed be surprising if 

they did not. 

The intricacies of the inter-relationships re-

veel themselves-to th© inver.tig-tor only after patient 

research. However, uitiuiitely, they oo become epp̂  rent. 

While it is true tht t As iiri^tocrroies do, :\ore or iess, 

inbreed theus elves, in the instances ker*i considered it 

will be, the reporter thittKS, eifitonicairie, t- consider 

the extent of tr.o relationship ena ito strict eleova^o 

on revolutionary oction lines. 
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There is, first of ail, tnc Cro->.v.«n foully to 

be considered. This farilly, descended from the Crom­

well who so aided Henry Till in the destruction of the 

monasteries of England, vu.s silled by f.orriô o to th© 

John H«.&?d«n who protected BO vigorously on the ratter 

of ship isoney. Th® connection wes through his no ther, 

who was daughter of Sir Henry Crcfawejl of Hinohinbiovk. 

Therefore, John Hampden v.(»s a first cousin of Oliver 

Cra wgii. The wife of Oliver St. John, (*.:.!'. for 

Totness) who hed defended Hampden in tru ship-money 

38 

case was another cousin of Grov •'veil's. 

,»hen the Cronwell ®at«*te in Huntingdonshire v.uo 

sold t- th© Montagues ond Oliver Cromwell had perforce 

to sit in Parliament (1040) for Cuutrld^e, the Parlio* 

Eisnt&ry party suffered thereby no diminution, since the 

Montague was the family naae of the Earls of Manchester 

(lord Klmbolton &nd the Furl of Manchester of the Civil 

War were one una the same personJ, which futily wes in­

tensely anti-royal.^ 

The mode of emotion IK : tu^rt ir̂ -ior-o. ?.,oy tie 

37John L**ngton Sanford, o£. clt., *>. 147. 

36 C.H- Firth, in D.M.E., Vol. 50, p. 151-6. 

39John L&ngton Sanford, o£. clt., p. 185. 
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remarked here pertinately: 

BTh® reason ... that the Montagues, who hod 
succeeded to the local influence of tbc Croia*»u-J 
family, wished to return another K.euber of their 
family as a representative, U M Oliver...in tut 
case,. .retired...w4t0 

Of the Montagues, three sr*t In Parliament, £ir 

Sidney, George and Edward, besides, of oourse, lord Kiw-

41 
bolton, who, as a peer, sat in the House of Lords. Thus 

ther© were four frort; the Itr.eciet© family in Parliament. 

Another of Crowweil's cousins, hlizabeth Bar-

rington, was r-.-rried to the puritan, £'lr William Mt-shfem, 

Hi. P. for Essex, while her urother, sir Thomas Barring-

ton was Roundhead M.P. for Colchester. Inasmuch as 

Hampden was Cromwell's cousin, and Edmund V»aJier v<as 

a cousin of Hampden, then Oliver Cromwell and Edmund 

42 
waller were related. Here again is th® f&uiliy ex­
tension, for the Wallers were in Parliament also. 

Oliver St. John was, according to Hyde, a 

9natural son of the House of Bullingbrooke*, and so was 

related to the Earl of Bedford. If this Is true (ancli it 

40 John Langton Sanford, 0£. clt.. eh. 4 p. 22a 

41 Edward Hyde, 0£. cit., p. ?1P. 

42 G. Thorn Drury, in D.H.B., Vol. 59, p. 123-17. 
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has been denied by Sanford, although he £'9lv©s no proof 

for his denial), then Oliver t,t. John wcs thereby allied 

with a very complex fcmily relationship lnaeed, for 

Francis Russell, the Duke of Bedford, had throe 

daughters? Catherine, mho married Robert Grevlil©, and 

Lord Brooke, (the fiery Puritan); Anne, who js.arried 

George lord Bigby, afterwards 3nd l&ri of Bristol*, and 

Margaret who serried twice, bein& firstly, the fifth 

wife of Edward Montague, JEarl of feneheoter (Eimbolton's 

father) and secondly, the third wife of Robert Rich, the 

fifth Sari of Warwick.44 

Lord Brooke*s brother-ia-la% was Sir Arthur Has-

elrigg, the staunch Puritan, who put forth the Militia 

Bill.45 

Oliver St. John, however, was aJlied not only 

by blood to the Bedfords, but hy marriage to the Crom­

well s, for he had married Johanna Althem, the grand­

daughter of Sir Francis Harrington. Sir Fr.-.nois Barring-

ton *u wife was Joan, who was aunt to Cromwell and Eamp-

46 
den* 

Another of Cromwell1& relatives of the Waller 

blood was Sir William V^ailer, a zealous Puritan, and 

43Edward Hyde, oja. cit., p. 525. 

44 Dorothea Townshend, Geor^o Di^by. harl of Bristol, 
London, Unwin, 1924, Ch.I, p. 15- A «, 

45 John Langton Sanford, op_. cit., ch. 4, p. ovo. 
46 C.H. Firth, in D.N.B., Vol. 50, p. 151-6. 
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a l e a d e r of t h e P r e s b y t e r i a n p a r t y , a s wexl a s l i . P . 
4? 

for Andover. Ho wuts cousin to the aforementioned 

Edmund bailer, as also to Sir H*.rdr«se ..â ier, v/.io *•.. s 

Colonel Pride1 s coadjutor in tho theft of tuo ,airî  

and had cun&and of a regiment in the Nov, 1'odex Anay, 

bfoing also a member of Parliament• 

Another relative in Purllc.;. ent of Oliver ,ot. 

John was his cousin, Lord &t. John, who, the w..r break­

ing out, raised a r«&iaent f„r tho rebellious, aloe. 

This Lord St. John w*.a the eldest son of the Lerl of 
46 

Bolingbroke* 

Thus sliver St. John connected the Bedfords 

by iuarriâ a to the Crox^eil clan. 
"The earl of Holland was a younger son of t 

noble house, and, o very fruitful bed, which divided 
a numerous issue between two $reat lathers; the eld­
est, many sons end daughters to the lord Rich; the 
younger; of botn aexes, to mountjoy, earl of Devon­
shire... hie eldert brother Was earl of foarv.ick, one 
ovwut-r of a greuL fortune; ana hie yuun&er e«-rl of 
Viewport, of a very plentiful revenue likev.ioe..." 49 

Thus Idward Hyde on the Holland-^urwick complex. 

The Lord Mendeville (Earl of Manchester, Baron Klxbolton) 

was Berried to the daughter of the Earl of Warwick. 

4SG- Thorn Drury, in D.H.B., Vol. 59, p. 1^3-27. 

48 A.F. Pollard, in D.N.B., Vol. 50, p. 151. 

49Idward Hyde, op_. cit. i . 110. 
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Thus the Earl of Warwick Is brought into the 

Montague oc&piex (which, as we have teen, w s related 

to the Cros&weli olan). A further erten-ion of the 

Montague family induce© Edward Montague, second &*ron 

Montagu® cf Boughton, a fierce antl-L&udlan and (as 

Y*e h&ve seen) it. P. for Huntingdon. Hit cousin was 

M»nnd fccntague, *irtt lari of sandwich, oh* frienu 

and relative of Crofe^exl, who was carried to the 

daughter ©f lord Crew of Stene, the member 01 Purlieu 
50 

meet (Soundhead, 02 court.e) for Northamptonshire. 

Lord lairf&x, mho coxucanded the Parlit&<sntt<ry 

Arssy during tae Civil &ar» is brought into the complex 

by Bulstrode Ihitelock®, who ruan&i.-ea the prosecution 

of Strafford, ihitelooke elaixed kinship faith the 

Jelrfex family, end *»as blasel! married to frauds, th© 

51 

daughter of Lord Willoughby of pcrnem* Fairfax him* 

self had asarried Ann, th© daughter of Sir Horace Vere. 

Ann's sister, Catherine, Married Oliver rt. John and 

her other sister, Bliz&beth, *_trri«d John Holies, the 

aforementioned second Earl of Clare.Sfe The letter's 

oOSdward Hyde, 0£. cit., p. A9. 

51Cleiaents R. j&rkh-a-, c^>, cit., p. »7 

58Clen.ente R. Markhais, op. clt., p. 42 
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brother, Benzil Holies, it .̂ os vino oocuoea i.aud before 

the Lords of treason. Thus Oliver i-st. John, Lord 

Fairfax, find John Holies «;ere brother&-In-lu w They 

were Indeed principal actors In the tr-rfedy of the 

Civil W.*r. However, a further glance At th« Fairfax 

complex shows a further extension of relationship. 

Fernando Lord Fairfax (Roundhead K.t". for Yorkshire) 

was fother to Thomas Lord Pairf* x (tho Parliamentary 

copx;ajider|. Lord Fairfax's slater, ©orothy, uurried 

Sir ftiiliac Const.ble of Flaaborough (Roundhead k.P. 

of Knoresborou&h ana _. -egicide}. .o'lr llucph Ch<- lmiey 

(Roundhead M.I. for Scarborough cud Sir Henry Cholwley 

(Roundhead } .P. lor Borou&hbrioge) *,trri tat- nevhew-s 

of iit vy Cholisiley, Lord Fairfax1s si & ter-in-x* v>. 

m e could continue to trace the rajxifxo< tions 

K.T this situatiun, *,ith ita political italic tione, ana 

discover Just he* extensive »ns tht inter-rdationahip 

of themsieinbers of the P&rliari^nthry p.rty. There is, 

however, neither the time nor the space, JJLOU&L has, 

the writer believes, been ̂ iven to incictte thet of the 

SSCleiaents S. Markhsm, op_. clt., p. 39. 

54C1 events R. Markhaia, 0£. clt., p. II?* 

55Clements R. Markhass, oo_. oit.T p. 45. 
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mei&bera of thir party, rest of thep. v.ere allied by 

ties of blood or carriage to one or ;.>ore of the ̂ eabisrs 

of Parliament. This nay hi.ve been instanced in the 

esse house, as John Pyre's nephew, Anthony filehoil, was 

(Berber of the Eou:e of Coupons for Bodmin; or again, 

Sir Harry Tens, Jr., was the s.n-in-l«..w of Llr Chris­

topher ttray (Soundhead UA\ for Great Brimsby) end 

whose brother, eir John Dray, was Roundhead K.-r. for 

Lincolnshire* Or, on the other hand, one member of 

the family may have been In the House of Lords and 

hfve despatched o son or brother to represent the 

fsrcily holdings in the House of coupons. An example 

of this would be the case of Lord Kework, himself in 

the leers, assigned his younger brother, wllliuia Pier-

pont, to sit HS M.P. for Great V.enlock. Isr a^ain, 

Viscount Charles Cranborne WUB K.P. for Hertford, his 

father, Cecil, Eerl of Salisbury, sitting in tho !?®<&T® 

59 
in his own right. However the- oa&e uay huve been, 

the modern idee of laen legislating disinterostediy 

56 John L&ngton Sanford, op_. cit., ch. 4, p. 237. 

57J.M. Rifeg, in D.N.B., Vol. 63, p. 77. 

58C.H. Firth, in D.N.B., Vol. 45, p. 267-8. 

59 John Langton Sanford, op_. cit., ch. 7, p. 630. 
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siajply could not have existed in a legislature where­

in almost everybody ŵ .s related to everybody else. 

Such & situation is slnply farcial t-na is n^-t to be 

confused with any modern concept of representative 

government at ail. May one remark that the oceans of 

ink spent in justifying the Soundhead cause ta^ht have 

been s^ent in & better cmse, i.e., setting iorth ot 

real length the whole story of tht inter-reli.tionshipL 

which-did exist? To my kncv.'edge, no euch i-orK. has 

ever been fione. Yet it would clarify the situation f„,r 

more lucidly than all the forests of learned lumber wdoh 

have sprouted frous th® minds of tie English Whigfu 
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In Virginia, the revolutionrry "Tri^e nexus 

is fomed, the writer believes, by the K&ndoiph clan, 

to which Thocas Jefferson was related, ne bexn^ the s«n 

of Peter Jefferson*, and Juie r.endolpn. 

Th© Kelson f̂ iuî y was strongly robel, 1'ho.i, .s 

Kelson, the son of elllifaw t,ud Liizabeth (Burv.eli} 

Nelson, bein& o signer of the Dec!-rttion of inuevenaenc 

His son, lilliam Kelson, v*t.s a_so o prominent rev­

olutionary «nd was marriod into a family to **.ich he 

w^a axrt^dy related, having W e n to v<ift» Elizabeth 

Burvtell. He thus became reî t.-tl to the- powerful Carter 

fooily, since Fll/.abeth Burwell w^s the daughter of 

Il^th-nlal Burwell £>nd Elizabeth C rter. The Ccrt'.rr v.ere 

po, erful aristoorats, cembers of svhich f uily hod helped 

to rule Virginia for generations. 

A prominent n.&s.ber cf It ̂ fjr P^ert Curter 

Nicholas, provincial aria cowj.en.iealth Tr« usurer. A-

nothor L-siaber was Carter Braxton, ..i ii.ti.ober of the Com­

mittee cf Safety ^nd a signer of the Led r* tion of 

Independenco, who^e uncle vŝ s Lonacn C. rter, or,'.ther 

prominent patriot. 

The Carters v.ere allied tc the Leea, Anne Kill 

Carter bein^ the vdfe of the fr.s*ous but. unfortunate 

American general ^Li^ht-hcroe E rry" Lee, *. hoot brothers 

60Lyon G. Tyler, cradle of the Republic. 
Richmond, Hermitage Press, lfe06, p. <2&5. 
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were Ch-rles Lee and Richard Bland Lee. Another brother, 

Arthur Lee, was, all curing the Revolution, the con­

fidential ».gent in London of tne American cos-,»,lttee 

tf Secret £Jorreepona©nce.6i To this family may be 

added Eiohard Henry Lee (delê r.te tc trr Continental 

C,' gresc) rnd Francis Lightfoot t.nd William Lee. Both 

of the latter, it is noedlese to aho, servo-d the 

A? eric an cau&e in ^h^ir respective w>e. 

of the Ltryland brtnoh of thie Virginla-i... ry-

land fcriptoorj tic complex, Thongs £Ue Lee, vho in 1779 

became revo.utl*. nt ry governor cf iaryl'.nd, r ..rrie-C 

1' ry Dlggtc, a relative of Dudley Llggtt., cf tho Vir­

ginia CoBHi.ittce of Safety.6il 

The aforementioned Rich!rd Henry, Fr^ncif 

Lightfoot una WilliuL Lees v-ere related to tue Lucvells 

through their nether, Hannoh {Lud&elj.) It©, \hOie re­

lative, Thomas LuoWeil L«*e w r a j.onbtr of thx Vir­

ginia Committee of Sefety. "Lighthor&e-H'.rry" Lee, 

Ch&ries i-.nu Rich&rd Bland Lee v,©re, < L tho letter's nare 

suggests, reloted to tho Et-ntfr. Or? r* 4Vi reilns. of 

thf t ftui.ily, Kit.hard T-5iand, VJ»S both * uelep tt U Con-

elUurton 2 . Hendricks, The lees A Virginia, 
Boston, Little, Brown, ii*D5, p. 

62Allen Johnson, in D.A.B. , Vol. 1,1, p. 97. 
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greos and a meiaber of the Provincial Coi.u.ittee ol Sofety. 

The Blands, thut being allied to the Lets, provided 

the link with the Randolphs, since Hi chard Bland t.as 

the nephew of V»illle& iuna^lph, f-nother patriot, v.boae 

brother Peyton *vac a deputy to the continental Congress. 

It was through tho Bur*.ell f̂ n.iiy that the 

rebel Governor of Virginie, John ̂ o^e, v̂.c connected 

with the i.min stream of the urirtocraoy, since, t,s ai­

re* dy noted, the buroells .wui tho Hoisons had inter-

Kurried. ̂  I p.̂e 4.-corrieu Lucj Burweil, the niece of 

Major l.evrit Burvveli, a A rovincioi iVoei ooix.ox.uor. 

Robort Carter Licholao, a givndpon oi in\- famous 

and vo1; erful •King' Carter aic the son of tne widow of 

Hathoniel Burvell, : arried Anne Cory, fiaber of Archi­

bald C'.-ry, u jxei.ber of the Virginia Co^'itU© -f Corr-

espondence. Another grandson of •King1 Carter, '.nd. 

relt-ted thus to Mchoi^p, \,ruo iienjaain a.rrison, o sign­

er of the Declaration of indepei.dance. His sitter, Liiixi-

bethcHarrison, n..-«rried I-eyUn Randolph, the Deputy to 

the Continental Congress. v 

63Lyon G. Tyler, op_. cit., p. t.§&. 

64 T.P. Abernethy, in D.A.B., Vol. XIII, p. 485-6. 

65 Edmund C. Burnett, in D.A.B., Vol. VIII, p. 330-1. 
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Edmund Randolph, Peyton's nephew, married 

Elizabeth Nicholas, the daughter of Robert Carter 

HloholbS.ea 

Although tho i'arrl «_© QJfiance io neie, ut, it 

w^s in Bigxond, cut through by divided loyalties, 

with Inst* noes of uej,bers of xhe reoae f.axiie- giving 

allegiance to either the loyalist or the rebellious 

factions, yet it iuu?t, the writer believes, be ad­

mitted that by and li-rge, the opposlne groups were 

tightly knit by ;.nrri. ge. As the de Lancey family 

formed the aarri- &e nexus for loyalist aristocracy in 

the New York-Hew Jerrey-Pennsylvanla complex, <so the 

Livingston family served the e-i.e purpose «n tho - e-

bellloue side lor tne sa&e area. 

John Alexander, Lord Stirling, : -rrioo 

Sarah, the daughter of Philip Livingston, In*. ̂ rot riot-

or of the great Livingston i.nor. Hie otughtere, 

Lf>dy Mary, aarried Robert V.. ttr of $ew York, c^ tht 

other curried here elf (Lady Kitty) to Colonel Aiiliux, 

Duer, New York'c delegate in Contorobs. 

John Joy, a very celebrottd rebel xnaoed, 

la thus connected v.ith Stirling, since he w s the son-

66Dice R.'t Anderson, in D.A.B., Vol. XV, p. 55o-5. 

a7V»illi«u* Alexander Duer, o£. oit., ch. 1, *. 10. 
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i n - l a w of Governor L i v i n g s t o n of .New J e r s e y , a lueu-oer 
ee 

of t h e a f o r e s a i d X b o i l y . Richard Loiit&ouiery, t h e 
r e b e l g e n e r a l wno ^es io^ed Quebec, v.:e ^ - r r i e d t o 

69 J a n e t , tho daugh te r of RoOert R. x - i v i n ^ t o n , fch© 

vfL.a t h e : t h e r of tu*. Rober t <u L i v i n g ton ;4.u hoc &© 

Chaxicexlor ol li«*v. York f.'tttto. Both i ^ t n « r a. son 

were r e b e l s . P h i l i p D i v l n ^ t o n , l i k e w l o e , bee*, -e e. 

Proiuinox,t r e v o l u t Lon- r y . 

Genera l Lchuylor was a cous in of *«illiej& 

Fxiith, oho, a l t hough en tho Council of G*. vernor Tyrcn 

a i l du r ing Lho war, ^yj e a r s to have been s e c r e t l y a 

r e b e l . John Yen Renstseioer w-« schuy lo r»o f a t h e r - i n * 

7(_ 
lo.w, bo th :^en being ^ . ro^inent r e b e l s . 

68Henry P . Jofens t o n , e d . , Corre ay on den ce and 
P u b l i c P a p e r s of John J a y . A7w-i7cilTllo.> York, Putnam, 
IBQO, Vol1, i , p. i s . — ; ; * 

6«Edward Floyd de Lancey, ©£. o i t . . ch . 15 , p . 7^8. 

70Edv.ard Floyd de Loncey, op_. c i t . , en . I , p . 56 . 
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In Ln̂ ic.nd, ts hat been noted, the aristocracy 

woe caught between the millstones on tho one hand of 

rising prices ana, on tn« other, of sts ble zeudal rente. 

There v.ore eever&I v.ays out of this ^p.sce for thei..,1 

as there were not for the Crown and tho Church. First 

of all, they could encroach on tho royal domain. 

This all aristocrat:; hod dono from ti e ijm-

aeaori-1. Thia oouroe of action, he-.ever, woa hardly 

feasible when the throne ^-. s occupied "oy a determined 

king. For there v*c.s always the possibility tint a 

strong icing %a_.uld doaoiid b̂ .ok vhot hod been ctolen from 

a w«ak one. 

The second method was tho tnclonure ^rocodure. 

By enclosure, the nobles, land-hungry fop ahcep ̂ aature, 

drove out the peasantry which hold feudal ripbta on the 

coitiiiion lanas, although they did not own theiu. 

This v;ws done b_. act of Pnrlia^ont ':aid vas 

2 

opjOasd furiously by tho Anglican Church. The Puri­

tan sympathies of ^nziy of the oria&ocrf.tf. a.ay \»ell 

have had their riee in this iact. 

The third method of osonic s.ra." survival for 

the aristocrats lay in nurrenderintj i.ho-:..ooIvefi to the 

Unites *,. Thorold Ro&era, A History of Agriculture 
and Prices in England* Oxford, Clarendon,' lc37, Vol. V. 
p. 601. 

SStora Jameson, The Decline of Marry In^nc, 
Indianapolis, Bobbs-MerrlxTTTsSoTTriBT"" ~~ 
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coair erclal spirit (I.e., in effect destroying then sel­

ves) end becoming part end pareel of tho bourgeois 

culture, retaining thoir titles and tt^lr est tes 

s Hoelel occidentals, rather than ns political 

essentials. No < ere illu,< tr tive exaiples exist that 

tho.ae three arlstoer* tic entrepreneurs, Lord Bedford, 

Lord Saye and Sele, *m. Lord Aarwlek. 

The project for the drainage ox the Fens af­

fords en example of the entrepreneurin^ spirit of 

this part of the aristocracy. The Jens were an area 

of groat swamps, bordering en the Korth Sea, which 

extended over greet p«rts of the counties of Huntington, 

Horthampton, Lincoln, Borfolk and Suffolk (the very 

counties of the Eastern Association!). A project was 

formed to drain them, uaicfc included ^ tot i of 400, 

000 acres. The Earl of Bedford, v<ith thirteen other 

gentlemen, became joint adventurers in this economic 

effort in the year 1682. Among these others ..as, 

of course, that ubiquitous furltan, Oliver ot. John. 

The King, ts chief of the Realm, uus to re­

ceive 12,000 ceres, while the rest were to diviae 

06,f»OO of the reolai&ed acres axr^ thai., l^m-y »- c 

accordingly spent and the work was culy be^un. This 

3John Langton Banford, OJJ. cit., p. 1L5. 
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having been done, it was represented to the Ling that 

the efforts j,cde were inefficient. Charles therefore 

rescinded the agreement which hod been aade, in the 

yesr 1656. It Is unmeee&sary to cay that Bedford .pud 

hlr fellow-adventurers were outr^tjed. Kone-the-less, 

in order to compensates them, 40,000 t, x-rree acres were 

given to them In exchange for the money they had al­

ready spent in the drainage project. Th© writer 

does not, however, believe r,h.*t this action a. ,tn«-i 

their ivxunded uursefc or their eou^lly wounded feelings. 

The Incident is t eutloned in ^ruer to point 

out a possible basis for their anti-royalist position, 

as well as to show th t thee© ;:en possessed the entre­

preneur spirit* 

The latter itself, of course, is by no aiê ne 

to be regarded as e possible basis for revolt. But it 

does show th t ther© was little sympathy between the 

two positions - the erlstocr? tic (ohich had deep con­

cern for their own purses) and the royal (vhich h d 

necessarily to be concerned for tae "vol; are of ti . 

entire nation). 

However, tbe t?re<.t£*rt example ~f the entre-

yreneur spirit can, tho reporter bo-iieveh, bo fcuno. in 
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considering the Massachucetts-Bay Copoany, waich ^o^.s 

up in history as serving > multitude of purrees. 

Here it is, the writer thinks, thot the alliance be­

tween the aristocracy, tho bourgeois bueinecsEan, 

and the Precisian spirit can be seen at ito best. 

The Massachusetts-Bay Cdspany was ft first conceived 

purely as a matter of business. The old Doreohester 

Company of Adventurers was re-activ&ted into the i'assa-

chusetts-Bay Company, its holdings l>y royal grunt com­

prising all of New Engl. nd. 

The aristocrat?" who held interests In this 

carp* ny were: 

Lord Sayo and Sele, who, although >. oltter 

Puritan, seems to have reva.rded the pro J act fro a. a 

purely eosoaerciRl angle, since we lttcr find >'inthrop, 

the Governor in Massachusetts, complaining bitterly 

that yiennes w&s euticing; colonists froir the x, _ r>si chus?-

ette foundation to his (Hennes*} other enterprises in 

the Barb?-does (to which colony, by the way, the Puritans, 

when they had, In the courne of the Civil Var, con­

quered the British Isles, ship, ed their prisoners of 

*ar as slaves). 

Henry Rich, first Pari of Holland end brother 

CH. Firth, in D.N.B., Vol. 16, p. 453-36. 
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of the Earl of is&rwick. He beci'.e Governor of 

Providence.- Company, til BO. In ahleh Lord c* ye •. na- Sole 

was iikewise interested. Holiana was furthermore one 

of th& Lords Proprietors of Ke.vfoundland. »« have ct-

rei-dy seen that he v;as disaffected to t-o Crown. It 

vvi.s Si.id of him that h© 

*...preferred aonopolien and crown ^rrnta u& 
a quicker means of increasing his fortune...{and 
was) r.csooi. ted with one oi lac aost unpopular 
acts of the reign, the revival of cho obsolete 
forest laws."8 

Lord Hi eh, second I;.o"l of a; rv.ick, w;.>t a a 

very i. uch interested in the Virginia Coxî .any < .' co, 

(very iuuch, it aia eara to tho detriao-oat vf this ven­

ture, fcince it "oar he oho tried U wreck it ti . t I,o 
o 

isight thereby seise satire control o.l it.)- It was 
this i an who was subsequently naa ad lord Ki&h Ada iral 

7 

of Nev England by the Puritan P^rli^-unt in lS4o. 

Also of the aristocrats, was, it should not b© 

forgotten, the Lari of Bedford. Keeping bin company, 

there w..<s likewise uo an Investor in tho enterprise 

the Furl of linooln, Whose Countess v.ac a pert-on^l 

5 C H . Firth, in D.N.B., Vol. 48, p. 111-114. 

6See Appendix I 

? Eawtp-d Eggieston, The Beginners of a Katlon. 
Now York, Appleton, 1896, bh".""<L ^7" ' ^ K ~~ 
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frlohd 02 ,kany of tht# ei rly t-ottii-rt-. 

Of the gentry who %ere Interested in . 

financial .vhy in this enterprise, taoi? .'ore 

(<tE)Cng others) the following prominent i»en: 

John Fym, who woe th** leader of the anti-

royalisto In the House of Cunuocns and who heJ.o so 

i.uch power that he v. a known -e "King x'y&". Ec was 

also v. j atentee of Connecticutt * nd th© Treasurer of 

Providence Company.b 

Sir Harry Vane, Jr., who later beoauta Governor 

of FasEachus«tts-Bay, ousting V.lnthrop, and who later 

Ans one of the noct zealous 'A tr-r- fr^erent. riuns. 

It would only be f Air to say, hOv.©ver, tht t this t<an 

wes swayed in his life's dealing!:, not by isoney, but 

by religion. He was primarily, not a bourgeois, but 

rather & Frscisian. He it* one 01 1.L0 --cry few of whoa, 

this can honestly be o«.id. 

Also of the gentry inter&sted in the project 
f 

was John Hasapden, who, as uforo. entiuned, ûs on« ol 

the three %ho refused t_ pty ship xuoney >TA who *.<e 

8John Oorheia Pelfrey, History of New England, 
Boaton, Little,Brown, 1876, Vitf. l',' 7~ToT; 

©Ezra Eoyt Byington, The rurlfc.n In .-rt.̂ tna ant, 
Lnd flew England> Boston, Roberts, 1896, p. 70. ~ 
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furthermore interested in the rro^eet •**--- draining 

th© fens. 

There HSJB also Sir John ULiot, • aose enmity 

for Buckingham had CoU^ed LIL, to becopu the . o. a cele­

brated prisoner of his tine, ;.Lo purch-a^u ^.a^a Li­

the Connecticutt ¥fc]iey.i0 

Besides the out-and-out aristocrats a.iu the 

lesser lljhts, tao gentry, th® third 6_.fci.oata wi_ich 

w&£- fused tc tho three by eConors.!c action *.**& the 

Biercehtile. The grej, t economic iw fln.r.ciai cox^lex 

of London w? s particularly well re: res*ntod, -£ well 

it aitpht be. For it waa a groat sub-n. tion all to it­

self, with it® merchants being prinoe-o indeed, <_xbelt 

without the title, iimoag those who Joineu themselves 

to the aristocr ,tic e"<e! ent in this venture were: 

Samuel T-»nf»l, who « ith H'rr*?* T ? lora LW* 

11 
'•nd Fcle, refused to y.-cy ahip-Kione-y. He \ as ,. 

merchant cf london, interested also in Lhrb«does. He 

tr..ded to Sew Englanu, th© we-'t Indict 'iu uuir.ee. 

Af an inoorpor tor of Liu. L -f-B. chUhettr-3 'j Cux-paxay, 

he ^c mired (together *ith hie br' ther, M I H I U M , OXOO 

lGEzra Hoyt Bylngton, o£. cit., p. 71. 

lijohn Gorhaa Pelfrey, ©*. cit., p. oo..-4. 
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a merchant) one- tenth of '11 i. B.«-« chuce t t s . He en t e r ­

ed the Eoufe of Canons as s uei.ber for London, on, of 

course , the Roundhe< d s i d e . I t IR inter< oting to net© 

tha t the rouse subsequently oraerea r e s t i t u t i o n of the 

&oaey h© had ^aiu iv.r tomi „<e -r 1 *cwt<«*- -©.!£ 

Theopnilufi E*ton, (a brother of the Noth»niel 

ic ton feho w.£- sub£*e^uci t i y Pree iuea t A harvard C x^e. c) 

who iu£, t.^8o a * erch n t of London, w s likewi&e d Cvr-

panion v i t h t.,o . . r l a t o c r - t t m tj_ venture . Ee U a t 

beccme tee f in : t fovernor ol ftt>v h-*ven In /iaericti ond 

the deputy rj;tverncr of tr o la i t L'ra Ct-K.pt ny in .anp,. nd. 

To demonstrate hia u r i t r n B / ' p t t h i e ~ , xt suiiloe© to 

ea^ txut he , .̂8 governor <f K .. ikven, repared L I JAW 

eide fe r the cClony bused *.n the i tw of Moeee.*4 

Kutthew Crtdock, another London Keroh mt-^d-

venturer , who w JS a t f i r s t the Governor aa the Com­

pany and who served ii th© Lonb ? i l i a n e n t . 1 5 

With a cons idera t ion of these , e r s v M , i t i s 

l^Bertha Po r t e r , in D.N.B., Vol. 58, p . 156-156. 

lSJohn Gorhaci Pa l f rey , pj>. c l t . , p . 303-4. 

14Gordon Goodwin, in D.N.B., Vol. 16, p. 540-1. 

15aemuel Sliot korieon, Builder a -.i ,ae ^ 
Colony, Boston, Houghton Lin'llnT^l^a7^n7~I7T^rtO. 
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not too uuch to cay, the writer uoxieve.*, ta ft 

tht IteeBnohuBettB-Bey Company, iau,nc ether projects of 

& like nature ®.n& with isany interlocking directorship!, 

formed the nexus of the alliance between the rebej-ioua-

f ction of the aristocracy anc tho bourtl&ois» The ox-

tent of this alliance Gun oe teen best ^hen cne 

underet&nde tht t it wt, s computed by Edw ,rd Johnson In 

his Wonder ftorklnr, Providence of Clone f.avl̂ ur in New 

England declared th it th© total oo*t of the founclng 

of this colony w&s Liy<s,000. In touaj*r purchasing, 

power, thiE \ oaid be b<„ V ear- tea cad u c> ty i illicit 

dollare.16 

Uegi rdiees of the fincnci&l problems; ̂ f U.* 

aristocracy in l>tu&rt ti..&&» tht- - ensures ouxpted by 

th<* King would h-ve brought about their ,.x:tat;onisK, os 

Hyde, who later led tit© King's purty in Forlier^nt, %as 

honest enough tc point out: 

"By . . . i l l husbandry the kAnc r uoe iwu a v.>ot 
sum of .„oney frotiu a l l - era>„ns o: a? l i t y , . r In­
deed of &ny re^eonoble cojioitiou throughout tao 
kingdom, upon the law A kni^hthov d; «Licit, though 
i t had a foundation in r i j h t , y e t , in th«i circuiu-
e t noee the proceeding wos very gr ievous , -.n no 
l e a s unjust p ro jec t s oi «„i kinaa, ». .ay rxdiculOu&, 
roeny so-nauloue, a i l very gr ievous , ..ore . e t oh 
foot ; thv envy and reproach oi » J i c t '-' i a t~ tht 
King, tho j r o f i t tc o the r r'<r-r: ^ . e ^ V 3 h ah t , of 

- • • * - — - • • 

lesomuel m o t Itorinon, op,, c i t . , ch. 1, p . bS. 



..tils o o A. — ..) i ; .if i .i, .... v_ v i r /o 

two hundred thousand Aound ur<R«oi , ru.. the ©ucjeot. 
. . ih year , BO rce i l l teen hundred caae to the 
k ing 4 * u&e or account. To r eco i^ea . e thw a u u ^ e 
th© crown â  t-t ined uy the e 1© VJ tw« old lena<»f 
&®<X by the g ran t of rew pensions, t~o old J,.v,a 
. f t.,«j u r e t t were revived, o %hich aot wa^ 
fci't t l i n e s «ere l^w^ed , out Aro t annual r en t a 
intended, ursa i&e t . e a e t t : ^ op .y ... con­
t r a c t ; which curd en l i gh ted os t u, oh ^ers^ns wi 
q u a l i t y (.i"d honour, * a thou, ht L, a aoiv. . ab-"> o 
ordin&ry u t.re4*8l©ns ..na ».<jr>« t h e ^ l o r e A-^v to 
re other i t v i t h ior*» «*? * rx ner.'.**!" 

CI irondon fldivnrd ny.e) cor rec t j u b l U t the 

temper of thoso cf th.„ t r i*>t .cAoy aao, 31 1 4 i . 0 t i c 

King*r uei *.nde t- t e un ju t t , f i l l e r . 1 1 1 l i v e , i t h 

tho bour^eoin. 

Ths t thfe ' ' i l l . nee t • > ™*r>r\i'efl, v*-'f»h eventual ly 

took in not cniy tho tou r^e^ i s , but «. " 00 tne a t u i u . t. 

of i-eligion l ikewise , »ut „„ r«..ed r t r u c u x o ;<-r w e 

t a fe ty and s a n c t i t y of ± ro i e r t y (hov^ev^ . Dsscur«?o by 

a t peula to Wo Doity ''lA to Uvv) i s ^i^en t u M . u ^ a L-y 

th«» fo i lo* ints: 

"In oow*ent!.n|, .x u e House on tha ^ e t i t i u i a 
for the a leendomcnt ou ,r „ Church, tnt» poet 
b n l i e r fo re to ld th t the pec t l e ooux-. aot A^.*. - i t h 
a plee l\v equa l i ty in eoc los i . a t i ou l 1 « t t - , ru . 
*Gur iav*c und the t re oat Ci vcrnnoht oi txc Ci urohj 
st»ld he , 'ara Xilxed l i k e nluv ..)».. ». i t e r . I *«-« ^ 
en ti o e t iscwputtj . ii r, \ ut\ t 1* ^r o r r i a r , i.. o-y 
t - y e l f th t i f t h io i s fctornad by t.*w „ ov>pxc and 

IVEdward Hyde, op. clt., ;. life. 
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the r.eoret Is thereby discovered that v.e caa deny 
them nothing which they demand, v.e shaix have a 
task rx less difficult to defend cur -roperty a-
gainst them than we had lately to preserve it a-
gatnst the prerogative of th© Crown. I therefore 
counsel the refers and hot the abolition of the 
Church.* * l b 

There were, one sup-poses, few who cared to 

speak with equal candour. 

That the Merchants were dp no aeana leas* be­

hindhand In realizing the* pleasures and conveniences of 

power tlan were the noble® is noted by JeaeB I, v.ho, 

subjecting tnea to hi*? scrutiny and shrewdly realizing 

thers as his enerxiec, pointed out for the benefit of 
them 
his san and heir, how best to deal v.ith them. 

"The merchants thinl.e tho a-Loia co:;xacn-v/eoifc 
craainad for jaaalaa; thee, vp; and accounting it 
their lawfull gaiae'o.nu trade, to enrich th&M-
aelues vpon the iosse of ail the rest of the 
people, they transport frca •?& taings neeesse-rie; 
bringing back© soxaetiftesi vnnecess&ry things, ana 
at other tiroes nothing at fc.xl. They buy for VE 
th© vtorst wares, ana seli *>•<»»• at the cearest 
prices; snd albeit the vi i ff.ll or riee of 
their prices, according to the abound&nce or 
skantnesse thereof; yet the price®, op their wsres 
euer rise, but neuer fall; being as constant in 
that their euiil cuctuae, a; if it were a set­
tled Law for the®. They «re tdso taa special! 
oeuse of the corruption of tho coyne, transporting 
all our owm--, and bringing in fcrruine, vpon 
what price they pieaee^tc set on it: lor orc-er 
putting, to them, put tho good La"wea in execution 
that ax© already4 a-.ade anent iheaa obuaea; but 
©specially doe, throe things: Establish honest, 

1??'?"..?ooch» -English rjeruocratie Ideals in the 
ibridp.e Univeraiay 

l t W - oooch, Sn^liah T;«n.onr»i 
gSZSSL^f^SS C£ffiuJT' ̂ » O T 1 ^ « , c^brJ Frees, i^yu, Chapter 4, p. 206, 
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diligent, but fev. Lwarchers, lor \iany bonds < ahe 
slight v.orjrv©; no ho.ue ;x: honest x.a oixiptnt 
Thesaurer to take count of theot: i-eialt wiu al­
lure forreine ljercha;its to trace acre: eo rh:ll 
ye haue best and best cheap© wares, not buy in*, th 
znem at tho third h-md: And ~et ©uory y«ere 
downe a certain price of -...1 taints; conaider-
firat, how it Is in < tr^r countries: tuu L.O price 
set reasonably downe, if the ji.ercho.nts will not 
bring them home < n tha price, cry f orraintre 
free to bring th*w." ^ 

Thus James was by no i eenc blind t- the ele-

aeut of greed which motivated the bourgeoeic. It aus, 

however, not James but r ther hia son Ch&xries uho pro­

vided th© sierchantc v.ith the elexientb u©<?uod f •-r an 

antagonism with tx.o King en. its oon&eaueat alliance 

v.ith the aristocracy. 

"Su, „le- viitai c.cta •-f at .to i^w • r ce to supply 
defects of is-ws: *ira: â  bor,na/e, '.-a.. ; ouada^o, and 
other duties upon . erolp jaclfaee, a-ort- coiiecnoc ay 
order of the bo^rd, w*xich ha a :;oen ..oaitivsiy re­
fused to be settled by act cf Parli^iaeat, an. nem 
and ,7re.*t®r it'ipositio^c laid u,.on tra' o: oj&olte 
luwe aero- revived, en<. rirforoufcj.y ezocuted, where­
in th© subject night be taught nov* untnrifty a 
thing it wfto, by too strict - «,et.- inin^ of what 
was his, te put the king „.s strictly to Inquire 
.»h-t was als own.t,LC 

That the alllonce h'.d been builcing u,. for a 

long ti *.e previous to the t ctual revolution j.a indieu-

l^Charles Howard Mollwalne, ed., The Political 
•y.orks of Jmxes I* £*»brid&€, Lory re bhiverfiiy I-reus, 

EOEdward Hyde/!©p, t i u p4 n e _ 

file:///iany
http://ji.ercho.nts
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ted by the fact that Furl lot,ent served notice as early 

as 1626 th-t thu erietocr-tu (who oontruixod Iur^la­

ment) would not overlook i-.tt-ckf; on the poeketbooke 

of the merchants: 

"That ther© ought not any Irasoeition to be 
laid upon tho G^ods of i';erchtxts, Exported or 
Imported, without common Consent by Act of P&rlla-
aent, which la tho- tight end Inherit: nee of your 
Subjects, founded not only upon the &o&t ancient 
and Original Constitution of this Kingdom, but 
often confirmed ana declared in ciivers Ctatute 
laws. 

...That the receiving of Tunnuge and Poundage, 
and other Impositions, not waited by Parliament, 
is a breach of Lb® fundamental Liberties of this 
KingdoBu..*^1 

By no ji'seans were the bourgeois loath to 

south the tokens of liberty fat least, for them­

selves end their property). John jr>w» u*«s loader of 

the Parliamentary party and the nexus of ail th© 

revolutionary movement until his death in 1645, hesi­

tated not at ail to join the cause of tht» i. erchtnts 

to the cause of liberty. In suaewh-t of an excess of 

zeal for his OaU«, he declared th t it wus tho King, 

wad not the Parllexientarluis, who K.VS engineering; the 

devolution: 

"...That the fora of govermrent in <-tny st-to oouia 
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not be altered without a, p.-rout m »OCi ^j ruin to 
th-<t state... 
...th© iuvsr of Inglond, whereby the Cubjoct vas 
exempted frona Taxes and loons not apr-.'.jatea brf com­
mon consent of Parliament, «*»« not introduced by 
any Statute, by any Charter or Sanction of rrinees, 
but w'.s the ancient <. nd fimdar.erit. 1 !,.•-«, issuing 
irc» tho firat fr*ii..o ^ac conatitution of tne king­
dom. •• 

...that this Liberty of the bubjeot ia not 
only rr.ost convenient .̂ nd prol ltibj.e tc the People, 
but ©ost honor., ble, aost necessary for the kingj 
yea, in th t point of Supply for vhioh it V.:.JS en-
deovored to be broken. " ^ 

It woulu indeed require th- into^lectucl subtlety 
of a John Pym to disco 

of a John ?yiu to discover th: t what VJ&S gooa 3 *.r tbt 

aerchants was good uxso for tht King. However, this 

was noa the official paxty ^ine ana they were stuc& with 

It, &t least, until they had won their victory on the 

btttle field. 

But in any axliunce, there ore b rvalue driven. 

It a,ust not be &i3susiod taut there w^a no quid pro auo 

here. Indeed, the merchants, skilled t.t haggling, let 

the aristocrats know precisely tho nature* of th** price 

they would exact f^r their -dherenoe. This price was 

exactly tho sax.e wnloh W c r &fc.ir~tual tlescwndents in 

Massachusetts would luter exact* And the Boat^n 

bourgeois would be, HB the London bourse.is h, d hot 

o£john Rushworth, op. clt., p. 566. 
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been, successful. For th© price exacted v.as neces­

sarily the peaslng si way of feudelis- "r.d _li the re­

mnants ther&cf. 

In the new age stru^^ilng to be born, the i^e 

of the Bourgeoisie, t*ie need© of cox, ..©re© would bo 

foremost. It ia no surprise, therefore, tut the io-

meaters of revolt were ,. 0£t anxious to aeatroy the re-

ffleins of feudalism. And the curioua thing ia fch^t the 

aristocratic ehtrepreneur© werts re&ay una willing to 

help them do it. To destroy this survlvoi of uhe 

Middle Ages, it was necessary to overleap th&. end &o 

back beyond tho ti. .e of the feud'tories and tho st.tus 

civilization, tc the fluidity of allodial iand-hold-

inge of the Anglo-Saxon days: 

Again John Fym is s± okefewa-n: 

"...there are plain footsteps of tLoaw laws in 
the Government of tht flfexonft.. they were of th-t vi­
gour and force, as to overlive the Conquest, n&y, 
to give bounds and limits to the Conqueror ... 
{William), whose Victory gave hie; first hope;..." 

And Mr. Creswel {Of Lincoln's Inn) chimed in: 

"...That the Kingdom of England always have had 
a Monarchy Hoyal, &nd not a lonarchy ceignor&l: 
where, under thes firat,..., the Subjects are Free­
men, and have Propriety in their Goads and Free­
hold, aaa mheritmce in thair I«ndr: but unuer the 

23joto Huahwortn, oj>. <£^,| ^ S 9 6 
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latter, they are as Villains -anc Slivea, «i..*. u*e 
propriety in nothing."24 

Thus enthusiasm for the rathar barbaric nays of 

the ancient Saxons v<hen th© Kerohants {aiey one remark 

that there were necessarily fev< of them) had no in­

terference frosi any King to restrain them, nor indoed, 

had they much of a King to refetrsin from imposing 

feudal obligations, gre* by *h t it fed on. taxing 

warn, Sir Dudley Biggs became an antituarian: 

"I art oc;,';i!i<.hued to shew unto your Loioahiis 
In general, tb«*.t tho l.av;s of England are grounued 
on Reason, J. ore untient than Books, corn-latin^ auch 
in unwritten cuatcne, yet aa full of Justice ar.d 
true Equity,..., »nu s^ ancient, th t. from the 
Saxon days, notwithstanding the injuries una ruins 
o'fT'Vixse, thfei have continued ah aoat ..c.rt "who 
same, ss may b.ipwr In v. Id regain iiie, Vonunents of 
the law© oi Ethelbert, tho rlrst Chriation &ing 
of Kent. Xna *£&'edging of tho '̂ oajt Saxoxifc, ift<~ of 
the Mercians. ..fl &*> 

I will only entreat your Lordships it. vc to 
tell you, tfa't u© ve a«vo now, evtn in thoae Sfexon 
times, they had "their Court Be rone, ana Court I.eets, 
end Sheriff® Courts, by 'which,as Tacitus say*} of 
the Germans. their Ancestors, Jura reddebant per 

UMI 'I II (* HI I 111 HH— * * HUH I IDWIIWWWUMWWII nWi^timw^ J I I » ^ » I III* 

fa&oa ana vices; and I do believe, a a we have now, hey had their Perl laments, where Hew L«ws were 
made *cuiu consensu Pre el at 9 rum., llâ natua-. axtu totiue 
Cot mun'ita'tis. . *wg§ "" ~~ 

The only reason vnbich can, tho writer feels, be 

^4John Rushworth, o£. cit., p. 508, 

aojohn Eushworth, o>£. cl&., p. 527. 
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eufficient to explain thla overwhelming precvlictiun 

for the Saxon, rather than the Medieval period, on 

the fart of th© mercantile -.ad legal Interests of 

England is that the whole irevcrcr.t v:as, * ore or j.ess, 

tinged not only with an anti-^edlevalistlc &y®t but 

also (on the pert of the merchants and lawyers) an 

enti-csrlatocrttic hue. This latter wt s, it la true, 

in tho early stages only is tent. Th*-.t it va.s bour­

geois, and not democratic,anti-arlstoor.ticif.m can 

easily be seen by the fact that tho bourgeois took 

effective core of the* democratic ei&aeats (John 

Lilbourne, Gerard Mnstonley, etc.) when it got it­

self into power. Just ,>s it also took crc of th© 

aristocratic elec-ent at th© f-ax-e ti. e. The following 

is evidence enough of this: 

An Act Abolishing The Houae of Lores 

"The Ceomons of England assembled in Parliament, 
finding by too long experience W.t the Houae of 
Lords is useless... have- thought fit to ordain and 
enact,..., th. t from henceforth the Houae oi' lords 
in Purlieu.ent shall be and is hereby vhcily aboliah-
ed..."27 

L6G.1. Gooch, 0£„ C i t . , p . 215 . 

2 ? S e m » l Radeon Gard ine r , o p . c i t . , n o . 79, 
p . 296-7 . - * 
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It must, first of all, bo explained th< t in 

Virginia, the alliance with the a erch&nts was not 

direct but oblique. It was oblique in two ways. First, 

the aristocracy were themselves merchants in the sense 

that they grew tobacco which they had to sell. arm. the 

price of which, fluctuating on the European market 

directly affected them. A war in Euro v. e produced de-

pression in Virginia, so direct was the effect. 

It can , therefore, be said th .t these aristo­

crats possessed the commercial outlook, with its con­

sciousness of price and money values. 

Secondly, as they were in debt to British 

merchants they could, es it were, in the first phase 

of the opposition (Stasap Act, Townshend Duties) use 

their debts as a club with which to compel ecpuiescence 

on the part of the London merchants. 

The petition device, effectively aieided by 

the English commercial whigs, was the weapon, together 

with the Hon-Importation Associations,which they used 

to provide concerted aotion against the finictry on the 

part of the British bourgeois. It ahould te nuuect tha.t 

26Thos. J. V^ertenbaker, The Planters of Colonial 
Virginia, Princeton, University PrePP IP^g pTT4£a ' 

29Dora Mae Clark, British Opinion'and tha 
American Revolution. New Haven, Yale University Press, 
1930, p. -L&6. 
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there was little real jolld<.a*l"&y bet»««n ^C't tvvo in­

terests, the Virginia ^ristocr* ts uu th.. Loneon aer-

chants, ueBpite the fact tU.t V.illiaci Lee, the Vir­

ginia* aristocracy1t ?gunt in IOII.^L, pas a i a ber 

(alderman} of the London City ^overru-ont ^ad so 

really wi& liasion between British ^ai jafc-ric<n com­

mercial! six. 

M«iy one note the obxi^ue threat in the follow­

ing notice froE. the Coia ittoe ol Philacelphia * orchants 

writing to their op./oait© nur Ders in Lonaon in Nov­

ember, 176S$ 

nih& consiuer the nerchnnts here uxa in Liu*,! and, 
as the licks of the chain that binds both 
countries together.. .V.L stiver tends to ̂ xienate... 
the Colonists, or to make them averse to the ... 
manufactures of Britain hurts their lnt&r«st.w ^1 

This, however, it ohould be ; entloned,tofc& <-B yet 

in the early sto^e of the alliance, xu *uo second -nd 

vital stage, the alliance w~s by no * eans between the 

Virginia aristocracy ..au the London mercantilists. Cn 

the c^ntr.ry, tho final «..tlî hoe w-s aot ux between 

the Virginia yristocrc.ts ^in, the Ko« m^^xic ^r ik stun 

bourgeois. 

The l o c a l merchants In V irg in ia oeCv.no l u y e l -

SOBurton J . Hendrlck, oj>. c i t . , ch. a, a. £18 . 

31Faul A l i e n , A H i s t o r y of t a e , ' a e r i c a n dev­
o l u t i o n , Balt imore, Franklin 3 o t t s , foTa, VI 1 . 1 , t . . l a 

http://oeCv.no
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lst» to a o&an in the Revolution, ~uu v»ere, ^s a u._t-

ter of fact, far th© acst prrt, : er^ly the factors of 

English and Scots yieroantile houses resident in Vir-

ginia. Therefor©, -a the history of Korioli: testi­

fies, th© alliance, or cojmmnity of interests, did not 

exist between the Virginian ariatoorr.tic entrepreneurs 

and Lee local bourse:is. The final end revolutionary 

alliance^ &fc has oeen noted, aetween the t.ris:toer..te of 

Virginia * nd the co^^ereialists car. e obv.ut between them 

and the rrerehants of the commercial colonies, notably 

the Bierchants of New Boglaitd, again, notably, of Boston. 

The importance of this fact car.not b© over-est-

isjeted. The discovery of an identity of interests bet­

ween the Virginians, with their entail -nd primogeniture, 

and the Bostonlsns, with their interest rates and carry­

ing oherges, is equal in importance to the discovery of 

a similar identity of interert 2 cerivrr earlier between 

the English Puritan Aristocrats ard the london raerchants. 

A further reason for tba existence of this al­

liance rtsy be seen in the need far the arlatooracy to 

Join themselves »'.ith soiae other a^jrievtd lady- laey 

acre, because if tho peculiar * ejrlci.: tural itructare of 

b£Rubert R. Howieon, op_. oit., en. I, p. 57. 
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V i r g i n i a , i n a dosp«r . - te p o s i t i o n . Not only - e r e they 
£ 3 

i n debt ( t h e i r e s t t e s could not be s e q u e s t e r e d , but 

t h e i r incomes c o u l d ) , bu t a) so they v.cro in i,,ro..t need 

of l a n d . 

While it is true that thero existed &Oi.& ara­

ble land in Virginia, as yet unoultiv>,ted, it i« also 

true tfcu/t tobacco culture required orioivous ;uantities 

of highly fertile land. This }.e«.nt th. t U^TK a u wore 

new'lends had to be c.nst..ntiy opened -au exploited if 

the aristocracy were to -.uint.- in itaoif In Virginia. 

Wixiie the c-Iony had, it reens, by t̂ e royal 

charter of 1607 a fur uetter olaln to tho a'eetera re­

gions (Kentucky, Illinois, ©to.) th-.n , for oiaa^le, 

Pennsylvania, It is nonetheless true- th-t the Louisa 

Company of Virginia, formed to exploit this ciai. , vaa 

opposed by the wharton interests of Pennsylvania, in 

which Company mex.bers of the British n-lnistry, not-

34. 

ably George Grenvlllb, were interested. 

It is not unreasonable, there:ore, tc aaintain 

that the Proclamation of 1765, which reacarvea l.-ca weat 

33 Dora Mae Clark, op_. cit,, ch. 4, p. 114. 

34 Carl Van Dor en, Benjamin Iraniclin, Nevv York, 
Viking, 1938, Ch. 15, p. 395. 
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of the Allegheny watershed h r tae Inciuns ana which 

thereby shut up the expanding energies of Virginia 

between aha Ail&ghenlee and tnc Atlantic, aas juicily 

unpopular. Lven ieaa so va.a the action ci .,. .revision 

of the Boston Port Act waicu, in 1774, eloigned ail 

this immense territory tc o rival province, ^ueoec, 

ana indeed a province unose C&tholicisjn *.-s officially 

acknowledged ana upheld by another yrevision of Lhese 

wIntolerable" acts. 

The animosity which prevailed ujaoxg the 

American aristocratic entrepreneurs towards tho Brit­

ish on the subject of western Lands wcs nei^htened by 

the fact that when the lees of Virginia farmed tho 

Misgiaeip^i Coasp&ny and asK.ec lor a voot grant if 

land In the Ife'eaa beyond tx\e Alxeghe^xec, they aery 
35 

euamsriiy refuatwi. 

The aristocrats had fought Governor Duna.orefs 

Indian iv*r with gusto, believing w.. t thereby x-ney 

would have their claiias respected. Greta v*aa th«ir 

ulsgust, therefore, «.hen they uisccvered fcht.t they 

would not be axiowed to expand in that direction. It 

abould not surprice us therefore to discver that the 

pri';:e promoters of thia :-p eculative i;ettioa.ont sober:© 

(for such it wi»s) became, in tht lainees of tL c, thoce 

http://asK.ec
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who pressed rr,out bitterly a^:inct the Trjeri 1 claims, 

discovering the cause of liberty «nd oi property to 

b© identical. 

"Richard Henry Lee hit tuo nail on tit<» head. 
•They ;,.--> t"*e ;r<,r.' :u one ...a 11 lii0 In t^ poundy 
he aaio, for oolonldi protect ion, "bat w.,at security 
have I far the other nineteen?"^ 

Thus it rhould not aarpriae u. u..t lav entre-

preneuring ariutocrr ta, identical in oi .°f ntials to the 

!.:•' ur it to orate of the seventeenth century in xxv.iund 

a ho f\ rt'ed the Merchant Adventurer Cor..,>ahie&, e xed 

by the ? oeo of Virginia. In *>a explorntion o; thw 

UiÔ ibership of taift Company, it should oaaoo ao jj&re cur-

arise to us to discover many a prominent revolution' ry 

nn*e than the s&ase condition in ftu -rt Lnp;i nd. 

Villliem Lee, the fterciu nt -ô ber of tho L«e 

fMtdly, was? to handle nattera in London. Hi*- brot­

hers, Richard Henry, Franciu Lightfo-ot, Thoxa.s xud«rell, 

and Arthur Lee, ware members of i...a ncv,ly-fur:.ed or­

ganization* Thua axe iir&t-clase aristocrats were in­

terested. In addition, there were joined to thou the 

aecond-claEB aristocrats, John Augustine, George, and 

;?ai..ue: Vashington, UP wert also 'MllitX' aui Henry ! ito-

SOBurton J. Handrick, op_. cit., ch. 5, p. 11© 
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hugh. i n a i l , t h l a Colony asked ^ r . g r - n t em­

bracing a t o t a l of 2,500,000 ac res , loc too in i*ext­

ern Kentucky, l l l i n o l a ani In^ic-na. 

A fur ther . roof th' t tho n o b i l i t y of Virginia 

v.tra entro. 2 aaoar iv i r thci th .n "Ui-„x^ <. ri.^xooi uic 

in ahcir cutis, ok ic pro-vice a by tho r. xuie oi ti „ !..r-

r JX^CX <,i.t t) o/ vouxe X'.T?e oat u. ji.-- ^..oir v e t era 

l ands . I t i.a v ^ j. ,turs. o, .'« *. V-ui^wia m t i ^ . i . fcc 

prefer fxuioioj to etutux; aM «.oui..i-on to ^.oi t no, t i n ­

t e r e s t . ..hiio- tho r r i pe* oi:a i. oit^a o t pro f of 

tho doPocr' .tic tendency of a„c V i r g i n , i r i ; t o c r . tL , i t 

needs, t a t -<«rittr be i ievoa , v-n̂ .; ~ u . ^ r c t i t t,.e . TLL-

t o c r a t i c ra t u re oi the cu l tu re these n b j e s . i r iud to 

conrerve to oaat caron^ ooubt on ti.% v l i d l t y oA th ic 

ar^unent. 

Thee© nccxe en t repreneurs , lea aa the i oec (here 

Houic be utiacat o naervatism) dealroc to : e l i th- . i r p ro ­

spect ive lands in the wett 

" . . . o n e_t\y i 'y< or to , -.no in „i. _., l o t - , to 
v e r i t a b l e a e t t l e r s ; the *ropotera hi-d ^n view ' 
t Ian not uniijse the hoiasatt d ^ ws v. I a1* o n ine­
t e e n t h century . The trano-o^AV *,*.*«.*.-.,, - fc aot t , 
b e c i e a p i a . r i e t ry , but, k ae x e r o t i c -^coty.™ ">7 

37Burtcn 'J . Ki rdr io tp , ^ . c i t . , ch. t , ^ . H 9 . 
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Thia altruism ^n Hendriok'r- i-t.rt c n, ta. . riaer 

believes, be transited into tnt ot-.̂ r inter, ret..tion 

tht- reporter h*>s given it. Th t id, by refusin,_ aa t>e-

eo: a proprietary (with the concomitant feudatory over­

tone 8 ir..plieoted in ; uch a set-up) they discovered 

themselves to have been, not necessarily ue ocratic, 

but merely bourgeois, speculating f <. r pro! it. 

As has been noted, tae rror-oters oi tit Com­

pany were, however, despite their <roLinenco, disap­

pointed.by the Imperial liinictr^, Iv. Ir iv.to.-t v*e0 

refused. It is notable, tn t in viev of this disap­

pointment i,ver the non-recO(jnitL«m of the ancient 

J oobita claims which Virginia by Charter held to the 

the Western territory, Virginia under tho. aovernorwhip 

of rutrick lienry dispatched during the Revolution a 

eertfain Georg® Rogera Clarke to conquer the tr6 for 
38 

Virginia and in Virginians- r.?>ax» The Y*hich he did. 

Kor should it surprise us- to discover thvt 

Patrick Henry* toyother -ith later Jenerson, tho f.-.ther 

of tho eeiobratod Tbo&us, had olo-L<t to I aaa In the 

vert, as did * t ny another patriot. 

38Benson John Loesing, ed., Harper's Encyclopedia 
ol United States History, New York, harper, 1S05, Vol. II, 
p. 183-182. 
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It was not unreasonable thei-ofcro th~t Thoa.as 

Jefferson could discover that 

"...It is tiiae for UP to declare tla.t ha (the 
Kin^) ha© no right to ̂ rant lands, of hlca-clf ."lit 

Thus ahut off froii western expansion, the aris-

tocrete of Virginia had only to re6,ra their situation 

to aiscover that Something x,iuat give* Per their agri­

cultural economy had either to expand ar paaa iuvvay. 

This i&paaae in which the aristocrf:ta found 

theî e elves was intensified by tho debts ..-hich a-al̂ had 

the planters down so heavily. 

"Virginia.. .ov.ed two million atoriiap to Great 
Britain at the conclusion of the war.... This is 
to be ascribed... to tho tobacco tr--.de. The ad­
vantages wad© by the British cerchants ... were so 
enorcious, that they spared, no aeana of increasing 
thoee coneignEjents. A powerful engine for this 
purpose, was the giving good pricas r;nd credit to 
the planter, until they had got hxw loore laxneraed 
in debt th-n he could pay, vithout a-ealin̂  hit 
lands or slaves. They then reduced the prices given 
for hie tobacco, ao thot let his ahipsaonta be ever 
so groat... they never permitted him to clear off 
hie debt. These debts had be cox-, e hereditary from 
father to eon, for nany /j,eneratione, so tia.t the 
planters were- ti species oi r̂opertA', annexed to 
certain mercantile houses In London." 40 

May one Bay that Jefferson, tia. ,.uthor of the 

above, ought to have knovm the truth of v.hot he a* id? 

39,EauiIL^i.ceister Ford, od., 'Arltln&s of Thosaas 
Jefferson. New York, Putnam's, 1892-89, Vol. 2, p. 85. 

erson 
40E.A. Washington, ed. //rltinga of Tho&ug Jeff-

, Washington, Taylor & Maury, 1854, VOI.T.%, p.250. 
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Jfor he M a s s i f cv,ed Kippers and Co?...any of GItfaoow 

L10,00C, while the Randolphs, his relatives, owed Cepel 
41 

and Osgooc Hanbury of London, LU,0i0* Thus, vadl© 

the pltnters, in tht first atopeu i>i tiira- alliance ,-ith 

th© hour,. «c is, united thea.selvea obliquely to the Lag*, 

ilsh cai.xieroialiBts, the &lli< noe i-w.iiy vitis not a 

natural one. For the merchants of Ln^l^uu wt.ro in 

reality far more enemlosd to the Virginians than other­

wise. 

The alliance they finally conctructod vvas, 

therefore, one vith the merchants ^f Boston. It is in­

teresting to note that thia alliuxioe, _s in lngi.-nu in 

5tuurt times, held dangers to th© f rlstoorctio nature 

of the Virginian nobility, in the sense tht t auch a 

joirture would unbalance the ariatocrAio to auch an 

extent that they would no longer be ontretreneurin^ 

aristocrats, but rather, just entrepreneurs. The ui-

ticituia i,us to be presented In 17C3 by the spokesman for 

bourgeois Hew England, altaaoxa L aor'!«a cu.w previously 

the Virginia arirtocr. tt themreives had teen into the 

future pufflolentiy to abolish, »1though not </ithout 

a struggle awong thai,., elvet , Loth primogeniture ~nd 

4Usaac Samuel Kirrexi, op_. cit., p. £7. 
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and en t a i l . 

The price that tho co; erclal faction of oh© 

alliance would exact v»a& iut- convoroiox of the aris­

tocrats into pure entrepreneurs. This \.: s announced 

by Dr. Stiles, the ?resiceut of Yale College: 

"Dominion i* founded in property, and resides 
where that is, whether in the hands of th. lew or 
many. The dominion founded in tho feudeu tenure of 
estate IF suited to hold z ccnqucrcS country in 
subjection, but la not adapted \o the circumstances. 
of free citizens. Large territorial property vest­
ed in individual;-: is pernicious? to society. Civil­
ians, in contemplating the principles of government, 
have judged superior &nu inferior partition of 
property necessary in order to preserve tho sub­
ordination oi trociety ,.nd ost^biish ... pcrx^nent 
aystor. of dominion. This uake; t*i« public defence 
the interest of a few landholders only. 

A free tenure of l.jndB... connected *lth this 
v»ill be a general spirit <• zid principle j .„cxf-
defence - defence of our property, liberty, country. 
Thit has been singularly verified in He;, xja.^aid, 
v«here we have realized the capital ideas of' 
Harrington * e c oeena » *•*** 

The bourgeois having spoken, tht Virginia aris­

tocracy acted Upon the bidding anu in 17£3, tho new lav-

code, within which a ..s Joffera^n's oixl -.'bô iahing 

primogeniture, was, dea^ite Pendleton *c conserve live 

desire th-<t at least the Jewish rule, vith itc double 

43 
portion for vh», eldest *.jon, adopted. 

42J.Y.. Thornton, The Pulpit of the American 
Revolution, Boston, Gould & Lincoln, I860, p~. 404 

43 Robert R. Howison, op_. cit., p. £07. 
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That the merchants of BUv, Lr^: .no v»ere e ^ e r 

for the c.liftxce c n be dei.oitstr .ted 5y *• f 1. noe -t 

t h e i r condi t ion . Long had they Ru-fier^d uncev ohe an t i -

smuggling Jaws. 

*"Ph© cot of par l iament , which ippo^ed >. duty of 
seven „ ounde per tun on a ine^ u\,u Madiera, e t c . , 
was an force a t th* t i i e %*nen the St. U\J ac t passed; 
end the du t i e s had been ^jen«ia l l y ^.viC. In axx 
the a t i r - ga in s t Lhe Statp Act, t h i s , being l e t s 
gr ievous , vn*& r o t mentioned, oeveia-i a^rp/oes 'were, 
poon a f t e r , smuggled in without puyoent of th>. 
d u t y . . . A vesse l *<>. a expoctoG fr^. i .adiera, be­
longing to a p r i n c i p a l merchant, vsho V«V<B a l so one 
of Lhe rei r e sen te t i vee of Boston (i 'r. 11 ..oock) . . . 
Before the vessel a r r ived , i t had ot«n frequent ly 
iuentioned, th t the aa t i o s wouxu not ae „ ; x d j . . . 
The Custom-houre o f i i c e r o , . . . , a t i zec txe ve s se l , 
for the f • J re entr^ i.^ac „„ alar :, a a t a r , wx the 
uoods on bo- rd , : op vxnt t i , perxit . froyi the 
cuatom-hour,©." 44 

In th • c Btmv yenr, Governor Bernard coujd note 

the zeal of t he Bostonians i c r the t H i ^ n c e : 

"In tho beginnir. j cf V.-rch 1766 Luurcript ione 
were u.ade ©nd Associat ions entered in to l o r the 
Non-Importation of Goods fro,, ^-re. t B r i t - i n , -
but t h i s l a s t ke; sure va.s aL tha t ti i ** defe- ccd, 
by the Merchants' of other Colonies iv iualng to 
concur in i t . * 46 

I t WwUld sees*, then, th t for the* i'Os>t p r t 

the i.a.rchants of Boston would have to t^ka t l x i r . H i e s 

44ThomfS Hutchinson, History oi the Province 
of frlafiSschusetts-Bay. iondon, Uuiray, 18xC, Vol. 5, r . 18S 

4Syrencis Bernard, Barrlnftton-Bornard Corres­
pondence, Crmbrldge, Harvord Un ive r : i t y 'T re s s , 1912, 
/yaaendlr. I l l , p . 270-1. 
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where they could find then* And if the r.erohuita of, 

say New York, were somewhat fearful th..t the racicl 

element eight gain th© uiper hand in any tumult raised 

by th© pious bourgeois, and ao heelt> .ted to join tholr 

brethren of Boston, the Bard® cannot be s.-id of the 

aristocrats of Tirglnla, %ho knew hou to keep the 

r .bble in place until It *us needed. And return it 

to its place 'When ^nce its work was done. 

And to servo notice oi es.rnoat intention on 

the part of the Boston traders, it *. aula hut De with­

out irofit to note: 

"My Lord M- rch 4, 17o6 

..•The Traders here ..re now associating In the 
ou&e manner th t tnoy did ..t u.c ti e of the LSt̂ cp 
Act;... there is a subscription caen to import no 
British Goods... for 18 months... it la &ivsn out 
acpong then tc;t they will not aubir.it to the Laws 
in the Mehn Time; ana violent methods of Opposition 
are every Bay expected. One itoen has unloaded a 
C' rgo without -entering it .t the Cue ton. Eou.'-e: it 
^aa done in the Bi&Lt vith a ctronk, h-r.u; but it 
is a publickiy known as if It a..*u boon J t Hoon 
Day... U&ny Merchants c y, tbop ;aii no'., ouiser 
Custota House OfJicors to Oo vh Do id tholr bhips... 
Kaen they are asked V»L- t \#U1 sa-tiefy tloa, the 
Answer it a toti 1 hope.-1 ^f oho l-^c ol Tr. as iia-
poain^ Duties . nd aothxrav xess.ty /jb^ 

Some tiiae, however, tif.B to elatse before the 

aitu>tion compelled a reol .otion. In Virginia, the 

467r^ncis Bernard, op_. elt.f . • 166. 
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supply of land eas t of tho Aiieghenies v<as exhausted 
47 

by 1774. At jTeclsely that tl&e also the merchants 

of Boston protested against tho Luot Inai- Cottony9!* 

te© monopoly in a rather violent .i. ad wasteful av.xxu&r. 

At the sua© tltie, the balance of trade was 

egi. inat Ataerloa, the colonial reserve of gold ana 

silver being exhausted. The bullion Lac gone to 
48 

Europe. And how then were tht aristocrats of Virginia 

to pay their debts? Or, for -hat v&ttur, tho- Boston 

merchants? 

In the approaching storm, the Massachusetts 

bourgeois could, indeed ana v.ith re&son, view th® op-

preaching alliance with unfeigned delist. 

"V.'here&ej • • • 
Resolved, That this hcufe Lave z very grote-

ful seha© of tho obligations tho-y are under to the 
Hcmae of Burgesses, in Virginia, for aha vigilance, 
f,inamers una wisdom, which they have discovered, 
at all tlx.es, in support of the rights ana liber­
ties of who /x.erioen colon!©*.-.: end ac heartily 
concur with their said judicious and a,. Iritoo 
resolve®." 49 

(Resolutions of Massachusetts' Houae of Jrtoyru&en-
tutives, Kay £8, 1773} 

47Iaaac Samuel Barrel!, op_. c^., p. 8 

46H.A. Washington, ed., Writings of Thomas Jefferson, 
Washington, Taylor & Maury, 1854, Vol. IX, p. 150. 

49Hefcekiab Kiles, Ee> ublicatlon and lota of 
the Revolution In AmerlflA, fal... Y^V^K .wmST^ThW./'p. fc-4. 

http://tlx.es


A M S T O O P A T H M C B R C H A W P .fttLIAHCE: AMERECA 92 

There should, therefore, be no surprise that 

when the alliance unfolded itself xn tne iirot Vir­

ginia Convention, the planters i,;&de tec, not tobacco, 

the grievance. 

"Considering th** article of tea tie the uetest-
able Instrument which laid the foundation of th® 
present sufferings of our distressed friends in 
the town of Boston, we view it v.lth horror; and, 
therefore, reaolve th t v*e will not, frcia this 
day, either Import tea of any kind whatever, nor 
will we use or suffer even such of itaus is now 
on hand to be used In eny of our f~xHies.n50 

(Proceedings of the Virginia Convention, Williams­
burg, Vs., August 1, 1774.) 

Hot only this, but they further declared that 

if by 10 August 1775, they had not been c.ssuaged in 

their grievances by the English Parliament, they would 

51 

not export any tobacco. That indeed va..s dr- stlo* 

To make the alliance binding, a Continental 

Association was sat Ujt, exit) racing all the colonios, 

save only Florida and Canada. 

The merchants were satisfied vdth the promise 

that: 
"1. That froi> (jao of tor the : ir: t cop ^f 

December next, v.e will not import, into British 
America, from Great-Britain or Irel:nd, any goods, 

SOHezekiah Niles, op_. clt.. p. 273. 

SIRobert fi. Howison, o£. cit., ch. 1, p. 71. 
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waree, or I'terchendise whatsoever,..., >;s shall 
have been exported froi-. Grekt-Britxln or Ireland; 
nor will we, after th t d .y, import any East-Indie 
Tea from any ^art af the %orid; nor ^ny r*olaases, 
syrups, paneles, coffee, or pimento, from the 
British plantations or from Dominica; nor «ines 
from Madeira, or the Western Islands; nor foreign 
Indigo."§2 

And to satisfy the pi* nters twno v̂ ere concerned 

with the price of slaves, since further importation of 

saiae would bring down their dorestic v.'lue), tho He^ 

Snglanc merchants promised solemnly to c,ive up thi.
r 

their ancient, lucrative an., cherished practice. 

w2, %e will neither import nor purchase, any 
sieve imported after t«e first day of loct^ber next; 
after which time, we will wholly discontinue the 
slave trade, f-ud vlll neither be concerned in it 
ourselves, nor %ill ^© hire our vextoxs, nor bell 
our coxc.odities or ; anuf-ctures to tho..© v<ho are 
concerned in it.w 53 

Thut it was eoonoiido interest ana not pious 

reg: rd for the unfortun te slaves tiv.t £ roiUptea the 

Virginians and Kow Englunders to envoigh afp Inst tlie 

future importation may be evidenced by their reaction 

to Governor Dumaore*© piooi.^. wtlon of freedoi. to el^ves 

who would fight for ingltjidj-

""whereas lord Duntuore... hath 01 rered freedom 
to such... aleives as -re billing to Join him... it 
is enacted thut ail negro, or ot'.er sieves,..., 

5£Hezekiah Hlles, ©£. cit., p. .".73. 

53Eesekiah Mies, on., cit., p. x7o. 
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s h a l l suffer ce . th , vxia be exciuueo -.11 benef i t 
of clergy. . .** S4 

But t h i s ,. a not the viaiy concession .-de l o r 

the Virgin! ; p l a n t e r s , for tney vere ossix^od on the 

mctter of th© »sesttrn lands in the following manner: 

"14. 2 . . 
And we do solemnly bind o u r a e l v e s . . . to attneio ao 
t h i a asBOci ' t ion, u n t i l such p< r t s of th*; sever 1 
ac t s of pv.rllLa.ent p a s e c oix-cc „„o oL-atf oi ohc 
!<. s t v ,ur . . . - -no th t n fo r e r t t na tn^ t,xe 11. . i t s 
of Quebec, o t c . t r , t r « r epea led . " 55 

Thus the Continent. 1 ^-.asooiation in . u e i l o ^ 

ploys the at r t of one Grand Beuonstia noo In k tuur t 

Sngluid, r.v.nifestin^ iz i t aoua ta< oox^uxio-y uA i n ­

t e r e s t which motivated tut var ious ^ . - l i s ol tx.o . .u t i -

Imperlal f. c t i o n . 

54Hezekiab Hilee, QL_. o i t . , £ . Z&&. 

5aHezeKleh Mlm, op_. o i t . , p . ?T*. 
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Making full eilowfance fc r the Tuwne^ thesis, 

with which the reporter agrees anc. wi ieh jxei-ta-ins thot, 

contrary to teeber, the Puritan ethos ,s in no way 

responsible for tho unbridled, ap.tsriuxis tic -buses 

of the succeeding Co: ueroial-industriul -Ooa of j.ais-

sefc-f&ire, it &>usfc yet be noted that the Puritans oy-

peared to Lv ve e n^tur&l aifinity lor the ,. eroantile 

spirit. It is true tl ..t Celvin, while act. auecoring 

the cause of usury, any i ore than did ap^crarity the 

Calviniate of either old of &<?*» Lu^,-.^— ix. tno oeven-

teenth Century, yet v^s the xirst inxxuenti<.x tneo-

xogien *vho ueliberately -nd consciously accepted the 

OGMirfereiiSil spirit ..s a l&it .coos^li ano atro^o to 

«eke it a complete t«rt of bis theocratic order. 

In his e.ork, T^wney dispur aea tae iaeu that 

the peculiar lorn; of capiteiisx. which prevailed in the 

isouern &.«$© w i. the definite ^roduot of Calvin* £. doc­

trine that,, contr-ry to the nec-lev*. lit-ts, interest and 

the profits of conferee t.re puite lê ltix*' te. 

"It is not tn- t tney abandon the oiaia of re­
ligion to moralize econo&ic life, but tha.t the life 
which they ore coneernea to ».oraliie ia one in 
wtxieh the ©sin features of a oua erclal civilization 
are taken for granted... Lt_rly Calvinism..., has 
its own rule, and e. rigorous rule, ,yr the conc.uct 
v.f economic uff_irs. But it no longer suspectL the 
whole world of econc&ic ' otivee as alien to the 
life of th© spirit, or dletrutts the cuuitelist .s 
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one who has necessarily grcv.n rich ~n th<r i isf^rt-

unes of his neighbour..."1 

It was not, in short o blanket ^erLaitsion to 

court the Devil, which the kedievals hue always seen 

lurking in the turse of the &on«y-changer. Yet it 

must be said again that, :U r txe firtt tlue, here *». & 

a sycteiu of religious thought v*hich accepted cos*..erce 

and its concomitant - credit and interest - <-s a ̂ ood 

and natural thing. 

It is not therefor© with ©ur, rise t.o.,t toe dis­

cover thut th© middle ci.oss, which ha.s now ^ateiy 

rlaen to econox.ic pov.er and has, by a â steiu o£ inter­

locking alliances with the aristocracy, begun to 

strive fc r the iclitical j.ov>®r *<ith which to iâ leixent 

it, should have adopted with distinct enthusiasm the 

C&lvinist virtues vi thrift, sobriety ar.u nonosty. /na 

responsivsly, the reciprocal cocept. tion uy the i,.idule 

classes, with the subsequent , -.terial ueelth tae Cal-

vinlst system, a xloweti the bourgeois, confirmed this 

class ever deeper in their religion. Thus any inter­

mingling with thia class would have to t< ke account of 

its ru^igion, either a frank acceptance uf it or an 

1R.H. Tawney, Religion ana the Kiae q Ca; iU-lisc.. 
A historical £tudy» London, Penguin Books, 1M8, *>. 114. 
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equally fr-nk tolerr tion cf it. And if en© were, for 

any reason, hostile to the class, hostility toy.ards, 

and also an the \ art of,this religion was the cccom-

panircnt. For Calvinism was a dynamic religion, pro­

claiming itself the pure faith, as well as the true. 

Po jealous of lte boundaries tha.t no other b.-sic than 

acceptance cr rejection \us possible. 

There should, nonetheless, be en explanation of 

the nature cf Lnglish Calvinism via-e-vis the Estab­

lished Church. One of the rost difficult problem lor 

the neophyte in these matters to rescdv© is the nature 

*.f thlt relation. The xines of reiiviour Opinion had 

been drawn taut, Indeed, as taut a,t> ever they '.re in 

our own ti'.es. 

However, while U\e religious do^irs had been 

osrefuily defined -nd explicitly bounded, thr org'nizc-

tion within which these opinionr exirsted w^e the seem­

ingly all-eBbraolng Charon of Englci-u by \>.v eet.b-

llshed. The helrarchy tnd organisetion of the Church, 

with deans, cathedral chapters, birhops, «'*ic" so larth, 

continued, ortoaniiiati~iirJl,f A lei at, : t;a :/ ltd been 

even in C&thoiio tit.es. (This oac tnTo, •. i v.e have 

EEzra Koyt Byington, The Puritan in Enfeltnd and 
New England, Boston, Roberts, xblib,,T!n7~~TpjL.. A A 
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see, of Scotland also.) This Lst-blisnou Church, 

however, «as oievided into two distinct wruui r, or 

parties. The iarty in po^er in the time oi cherlee 

Stuart was the C* tholieizlng party. It iLUst be under­

stood th <t by Catholic is net meant Roniun Cttholic, 

although Laud t?nd hlf cohorts recoil*. t?u the Reman 

Catholic Church as a true church*° The Puritan or 

C&lvini&t group, which had for&erly, under . rchblshop 

Abbot, controller the Lstoblished Church, dia not re­

cognize th© iiomen Catholic Church as i trua purt of 

the Christian Church, hulcing, on the contrary, th< t 

4 
it v,u8 an abomination. 

The Catholic or laudi/ n p.-rty ..ttemptea to 

keep ell forms oi worship < r they had been in Catholic 

(A*®., pre-Kefornation) times, while the Puritan fac­

tion (better called" Precisions) regarded auch pr .c-

tloes as superstition or icolatry. The Lauuians ae-

oeptad '11 the Ci tholic sacraments, and cexieved 

tkepaelves capable ol da inlstering thero; while the 

Precisians held only two - Baptism and karriage. To 

the Laudis-ns, Co&amnion was «* s&or—s~ t; ..nils to tho 

3H.fc. Mcllweine, op. cit., p. 126. 

4S.L. Lee in D.N.B., Vol. I, p. 5-20. 
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Celvlnists, it v/tis a cox..operative sex^vice < m y . ike 

Laudians relied upon tho Liturgy, v<hiie their opponents 

depended upon inspirational, ex tencore pre^chin^ ..nd 

prophesying. To the Catholic party, the Eoirarchy vas 

above tht commonalty of can, endowed t.ith •- ecull r 

seor'xir.ental sanctity; to the Precisions, it v.*. s a J ©re 

organizational office, i aint* ined resent^y for con­

venience only but soneday to oe su < 1anted by tho pres­

bytery or Council of Eiders and J'inltters, neither of 

which L«. d any sacrament 1 character. Inaeed, to th© 

Presbyterian-Anglican, a minister was tin. e^ual of th© 

bishop. Th*. t was tho meaning of his u:o .f tie i »rd 

•paritie*, no it ut a fch-1 wich /Lap J,.aes L-d a 

scorned, rightly perceiving th-t p -rity between .L«ie 

Xiinistar and bishop would aean ,Bu J. rity between the 
6 

cor^uBB ana tae regal. 

It can thua be ceen tiv t here v.ert tv- dif-

tinot churches, but sharing <a con., ven ~v,j ni^tioii. 
"The xuritJitE oi the i*_BS-.chuaetxs ex Ion? v.ere 

not Separatists. Ho one had Leon .,or« acvoio in 
controversy uith the Separatists th=n soae of the 
I urit^ns who regained in zh*. Church *~i Ln&x. na. 
They v-ere e:gcrly desirous not to be c^nfoundco 

SRobert Greville, Lore br\cke, Liscoorre opening 
the Nature of that Eplscopucie, vhich iFTxerci^frd in" 
Ingland. In Hfailer, van., ed., Trc cts on Liberty in ""the 
Puritan Revolution. 1636-47, i*o.,, Vo*. ~, , . o£-163. 

6C.H. Mcllweine, op. cit., p. 1L6. 
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with these'schismatics* tohen the great uugrotion 
cf 1630 took place, the eniorarata publlaheu a 
pathetic farewell, protesting... their attachment 
to tho Church of England...,T7 

However, somewhere between the two poiea of 

Laud ana Hugh Peters stood, religiously apcuking, al­

most every middle-class and/or aristeor&flc Paoteat. nt 

Englishmen. 

In the Main, however, A -.a s'-fo to â p tiat 

aof.it of the aristocrat*' iaere Anglican or laudian; while 

the greater part of the- auaiuio ci-ao a_*a> aacurely 

Calvinist or Presbyterian. (It icust be understood, of 

course, that the Presbyter!anism of the Inglish middle 

ei?:HS v/as .:uite & dliferoJitt thing froia Ccota or Oent-vt-n 

Calvinism.} (It auuat not be thought that tho middle 

class then was by o.ny a;&a..ns t,ha aiza ol taa praaont-

day middle olass in En^l-nd. On the ccntr:-.ry, it was 

an exceedingly a,.all group, comparatively speaking.) 

It wanted but tha right noment and the Pre­

cisians would step forward =md seize the structure of 

the Church for their very own. They had to solas that 

structure or organization of tho Anglican Church, for 

they could not set up one* of their own. Th*sjf would be 

7Edo.ru S^gleston, op. cit., ch. 4., p. £1&. 
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persecuted if they did, wnd they v.ere not yet strong 

enough to stand affectively >-B sectaries. (It should 

b@ borne in mind tutt the Precisians hated the sec­

tarians quit© && furiously as ever did the Laudirn 

party. When the Puritans later came into their 

own, it required all the strength of their ieaaer, 

Oliver Cromwell, to keep them from failing upon the 

sectaries rxad destroying tnem with gusto.^) 

(In this matter of taking control of the organ­

ization, it may be well to Interpol te here thot here­

in Ilea une of th« chief distinctions between the 

English and American revolutions. For in England, 

th© revolutionaries bad to take over axr«aay exist­

ing institutions, for example, the Church and Parlia­

ment, vdvil® in America It was necessary for hi e re­

volutionaries to set up their ov>n completely new or­

ganization, th© Continental Congress, And what is f.ore, 

they had to set up thirteen separate orgc.n 11a tions, the 

Provincial Congresses f.̂r each of the colonies.) 

The fact the t the Precisians denounced the sec­

taries strongly explains tau fact th t the? Cilviniats 

of Kev» England, even <..fter they hud set up their oi.eo-

SThomas Carlyle, op. cit., vol. I, p. 459. 
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cracy in the Bew ViOrld, could anc did nescriLw them­

selves as x̂ eiibers ol the Church of Ln^i.ina. 

Having thus described to some extent the r$-

s^eetive positions of both p^raiea cf the Church of 

England, the next step to take is to , osit ti-v lead­

ers of the axlLance which v.a g forrcul* ted, this tice 

noL on eoonoiaic lines solely, but r.ther on eoonon.ic-

reiigious lines. 

This alliance between the political dissentients 

and the religious dissidents was brought about, in ̂ ert 

at least, by the grett entretreneuriai aristocr̂ fcea 

who sees, to ht.ve engineered so b-.tny other enterprises. 

Lord Saye ond Sale, vhom v-e h-ave iuet before, 

was one 01 these. Clarendon spo&KS of him thusly: 

"The lord viscount Say, a mma of ... cioae and 
reserved nature, of u icean -ad a narrow fortune, 
of greet p..rts, and of the hirh^st ambition, but 
whose ambition would not be satiaixwu wxth oiiicos 
and preferments, without sor © condescensions and 
alter, tions in ecclesiastical matters. Ha h*-d for 
Eiany years boen the or&cle of thoa© vmo v̂ ero ceil­
ed purlttns in the worst sense, and sxeerec all 
their counsels one- as: ipa?. Ha *. s a notorious 
enemy to the Chuioh, and to ruoat oi the eminent 
ohurchuen, with self,a 01 whoia ho hi-d particular 
contests."$ 

©Edward Hyde, op_. cit., p. 317-16. 
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His coadjutor in establishing the aixituac© 

was 

"The lord Mandevile... looked upon us the 
^re-tcat patron of t) e ;urit'inc, uoc. u,' c w, 
r«uoh the &re< test est.te 01 oil who lavored 
them, i no ->o vvftg estea zc &p the *itL pra-t 
application and veneration.,.M10 

As has been remarked before, A,ord KuHdlvi^e's 

other nor.es were Lord konehester, and Loru JlLuolton. 

His fother had been a Privy Councillor to both ising 

J; jree ana to King Charles. The son, for obscure 

reasons, see&ts to have spent uuoh time wajuaerin̂ ; s-

round Geneva and Scotland where ne picked up nlf 

puritanical notions. In the ensuing struggle, his 

name occurs again una d^oin, and he is ever in die 

very thick of the fight to establish Cuxviniss* ut the 

Church of England by l&v/ Established." 

And in addition, to complete this triumvirate, 

there was the Lord Brooke, the fanatic who wished DO 

destroy even the cathedrals of England, tearing the& 

down stone by stone.•*-'' 

Brooke it was who advanced Calvir.it" tio theo­

cracy, as an antidote to the too-grtk.t power vvhich the 

_•,!_. _ .1 II I -I I •' H' l l •!•! ! • ] II J.B. 

lOEdward Hyde, op_. cit., p. 316, 

11 Bertha-Porter, in L.K..P., Vol. 38, p. ao7 

12 J.11. Ri^g, in JD..M.B., vol. x3, p. 160-4. 

http://nor.es
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bishops possessed in their capacity >. s Lores Toi.;~ 

portil as well t-s Lords Spiritual. A pov.er, DS it 

noted, which the tar«at nobles, hailed so&o of toea 

into the £.tar Chamber or tho Court of Hif> Cô xa-

ission, had felt to their own detriment. ^ power, 

likewise, little then to tho il^in^, of the Laid 

nobles. 

f,I am sure, to those who maintain© nuoh 
Prelttlcull Bishops, thia absurdity will 1 allow; 
that to one nan the* whole ;.&̂ er xu.<y bo d;iven, 
both in Civllibus,. & rcclcsiastlols: a Thing, 
God thought Christ pneiy""flt for; ana to on 
His shoulders--. only," did He place the worlds 

Government." ^ 

Although this is a statement against th© secu­

lar power of the bishops (who hexa, in uauition to 

their various courts and cox...lssions, t̂ e right to 

sit as Lords Spiritual in Parliament), it, in reality, 

forms just as anbiguous a meaning as it's possible to 

have. On© could read into it a protest ugiinst epis­

copal secular power. On© could also read into it a 

protest against royal ecclesiastical pov.-or. Axon 

power the king, indeed, did huve, since he appointed 

the bishops of England to their various sees. And 

since he had -his power, he wa.s in effoct tho ruler 

lSlobert Greville, Lord Brooke, op., cit., p. 6. 



ALLIANCr VilTH I t lLIGluN: - i n u u j t u 105 

of the Church us we-l es tha r u l e r oi the r t t e . i,nd 

t h i s pOw«r in eccioo it c t i c a l La-ttcr.- bn t t ro t sed tha t 

Divine Liwht ±>o *or in ^ a i i t i c a v.. lea. t <- KL.0 . *. s 

a t t h - t t i . © claiming; 

Yet Oi. the unpopul rlty ., ich the Cha ch, ith 

its inte-J erenco in secular ^tii in {mi interference 

which the reporter foeia eci, lately justified),-^ 

brought aown upon it on tn« jrirt o' a.̂  a,re a nobles, 

it i. pertinent to thi. tresis to < io th t few of 

theffi adhered fonacly t tho Puritan caure, ^ oho 

following words, of Hydo testify. 

"In truth, in the house of peers, there were 
only at that tiiae taken notice of, the lords Say 
and Brooke, as positive eaefi&c to the hole if brio 
of the Church, and to desire & dissolution of that 
government;...w lb 

If Indeed ah.t la true (ec the reporter has no 

cat so to impugn the veracity J LLc -1 tei-w tj, theni 

it CiUst follow, u^r ro.oiacr b- Llcvtt, the t tho alliance 

of the triitccruxic el a. ont with i*.c puriiaiuial ole-

went wo£5 oi <.n h.lua ui n< tui c v.n. y. Th fc is U cvy, 

* f ail the lords <„ho aw LLTLL ti~ the euuse of „,Le -earlia-

:aont curing the Civil . ̂ r (vice u < previous -iat) 

14 R.H. Tawney, Religion and the Rise of Capitalist, 
New York, Penguin, 1948, Ch. Ill, p. 177. 

lSBdward Hyde, op_. oit., p. 406. 
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there were not i.ore than a half-dozen *iho really, 

devoutedly adhered to the Puritanical faction cf the 

Church of England. The reporter reelii.es that that 

Is a statement proof of vvhich is iiLpoi sible. Yet, as 

a result of his reeding, ht believer it true. The 

conse .uence of such a belief ir that the reii;ious 

nature of th* alliance, as far as tho nobility is 

concerned, wis a r»i&tter of convenience *~nd of con­

venience only. 

Certainly the noblee were given every reason 

to believe that the Puritans would safeguard their 

privileges, even entrenching them further in them. 

That this alliance v,ith religion on the pert cf the 

aristocracy need betoken no danger to the peculiar 

social rights and privileges which that aristocracy 

possessed was the burden of the assurance <\iven by 

John Cotton, the protege of the Counters of Lincoln, 

and a minister of Massachusetts-Bay, to the noble 

Lord saye end Sele. 

"Democracy,..., I co not conceive God ever 
did e retain ,s a fit .̂.nxa"fc;it, ci^.r s^s Church 
or Com onwealth. If the People ot governors, ®ho 
shall be £~verned? As : :r S. on_rohy Z^\ Ari-Wuia.cy, 
they -̂ re both clearly LX ̂ roved t no. dirocted in 
Scripture, yet so as referr^th the a.verexpnty to 
Himself and eetteth up theoor cy in ooth - n the 

http://reelii.es
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best form of government m the CLU onaeoith .B in 
the Church. wl<5 

That it was the exercise of thfe aaxaey poo«r and 

not primarily religious ant^onisx. which c-u^o. th^ 

erl?stoor/̂ ts to assume thl^ ax Hence with religion is 

witnessed by Oliver Croinvell, fistonishfcc, tia t 

religion, the fury of it having been aroused, should 

threaten to sweep ell things before it. Like x.ost 

of th© real Indifferent! at a at the tii»e (and one does 

derrive th© impression th*t Cromwell vos, feeling aa ne 

did the unimportance of religious essentials, \.as un 

Indlfferentist), Cromwell could not underst Tid th© 

trerendous power of th© religious iaou, 

^-..Is there not "... upon the spirits of IL&H 
a stranbe itch? Nothing alii satisfy them un­
less they can press their finger upon their 
brethren*s consciences, to pinch them there. To 
do this was no part of the Contest < & h. d v.ith 
the Common .Adversary. For ... Religion v ?c not 
the thing t first oonteatoa 101 at all: out God 
brought it to that irsue at last; and gave it 
unto us by way of redundancy..."17 

May one note th© hapiy choice vi the vord 

"redundancy"? It is precisely what onu -would i.ê n, ii 

one wished to aeclare that the ctru^le started on 

16G.a. Goocx. op* cit., Cn. Zs y* 80, 

17Thomas Ceriyle, op_. cit., Tol. .a, rart VIII, i<voCh IY, 
p. 469. 

http://ENGIu.NL
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one plane and then wandered off onto unotner xcvel 

which was somehow closely conneoted with the first. 

The stru0wle therefore w s a struggle to 

seize the complete control of vhe money to«-er from 

th© King ?'hd transfer it to &he xarIiax.out, an 

organisation which tin. ari:toor t„ o<uxo, _L t,„.o„ c id, 

control. Thus, if religion v.ere not tho o-usv of 

the wtr, it is rrfo to look upon the wspousul of the 

puritan roll,, ious outlook by ti.a nobility s an al­

ii: no© arrived at lor tne s^ke oi convonitnee onl,, . 

Cromwell, however, had earlier tpoiton ia.tf.or 

dispnr^ingly of the alliance? in his speech on the 

CeZ i'-Denying ordnance on Leoe .boi ., _u<ia: 

!Tor what GO uhe Eneiiy aay? Hay, v,hat do i,any 
say that -were friends at tie beg inn..jag of the 
Parliament? Even this, TL-t the 1,'e.oaers oi be th 
Houses have got gr? 't placer* .aa t.a,orcs, »na 
tn. v oro *nto uioir iaands: nd .,. t vy intorcct 
in Pariiar. fnt, vhat by pov»er in the Aruiy, vvl̂ .1 
perpetually continue uh.:i* selves In 0r nueur, -ac 
not pcrr.it the V.ar speedily tc end, lorĵ  their 
*.wn ;o\ er should uetcnaane *,itn it..." -c' 

Thus Crornv.e31 on txa ulliar.ee. But Li the 

alliance existed between the noble <;.i ti.., r^ j^ioaa 

O'usoc, it .-lso pfirtc ined between tho econo; ic . xa 

the re-ijlous. 

18ThonaE Carlyle, op_. cit., Vol. I, p. 19.-. 

http://ia.tf.or
http://pcrr.it
http://ulliar.ee


ALLIANCE hl'll. KlialGIoN: AA'A<Z> 109 

Perhaps no better iixustr tion cf tho alliance 

betv.een the merchants and religion couia be biven than 

that incident of 16£B when, tho Parliament beinp. dis­

solved by His Majesty*a order, Cir John Lliot held tho 

Speaker in the chair forcibly, while Cclden put the 

following question. 

"Vihosoever snail bring in Innovation of heligion, 
or by favour or countenance seem to extend or in­
troduce Popery or iirminianisia, or other Opinion 
disagreeing from the truth tiixi Orthodox Church, 
shall be reputed & capital Inemy to this kingdom 
and Gosjiaon-'Wealth. 

B. Whosoever shall counrcl or advise the 
taking and levying of the subsidies of Tunnage 
and Poundage, not being granted by Parliament, or 
shell be an Actor or Instrument therein, shall 
be likewise imputed an innovator in the Government, 
and a Capital Inemy to the Kingdom and Coaaon-
wealth. 

3. If any aeronaut or person whatsoever, 
shall voluntarily yield, or pay tho t^id aubaidies 
of Tonnage and Poundage, ... he shall likewise he 
reputed a Betrayer of the Liberties Oi .farmland, 
and an Enemy to the same." 19 

Kay one note the open throat conveyed to ail 

so lawful ae to obey the law which the third part of 

the above pronouncement carries in it? It c« rries in­

deed the absolute aspect of revolt by an insurgent 

authority demanding obedience. Yet what is even more 

notable about the pronouncement is that within its 

19John Rushworth, op_. cit., Vol. I, p. 646. 



LA. I:MCI V.ITH IlLIGIoM: iSG'vi.E xlO 

body are several distinct pronouncements. In fact, 

here (the question was put in the year 1628) is in­

cipient revolution, did the king but realise it. lor 

Perliament was decl -ring the King's assessment of 

customs duties illegal, it was forbiadlng all citizens 

to obey the king, and it was even pronouncing punish­

ment on all who did obey him. And all of this proceeded 

by the statement that 'Innovation of Religion*, •ropery* 

and tArminl&nism* are lnjkmlcal to the Illn—-"'OBI and 

Covwonwealthf This happy but not entirely fortituous 

juxtaposition of ideas will be incomprehensible to the 

uoaern reader unless he sees that already the two causes 

- that of th® Merchants end that of the Puritans - had 

become inextricably mixed, so much so th-..t the Parlia­

mentarians seemed to forget ~*.nere one couae begin and 

the other ended. 

The *Iruiovatlon* above referred to wis, of 

course, the idea th.-.t the Church of In^. _.nd shooid 

aooept all things traditionally Catholic aavo only the 

Papacy. This wi s> the work of William Laud, and »xs 

the antithesis of the desires of the Purit.m or 

Precisians, who aesirea to go back tc "primitive" or 
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"Apostolic" Christianity. Just v«hich party was really 

guilty of innovations would seem to be si rather con­

fused issue, however. 

The Laudlan pt.rty were known . s Anainions. 

Th© antipathy felt to this ejroup, which, in odaltion 

to its Cstholiciting tendencies, was zealous also 

for the regs.l power, by the Precisians who so easily 

coupled religion with property can be demonstrated best 

by the words of a Parliamentarian of tia.t ti;.e, a &jr. 

Rous. 

"...Yea, let us further search and consider, 
whether these (Armlnians) be not th© ja*en, that 
break in upon the Goods and Liberties of this 
Commonwealth, for by this means they make way 
for the taking aWxy of our Eeligion... But let us 
do as Job did, who being constant *»#relnst temp­
tation, held fast his Religion, ana nis Goods 
were restored to him with advantagej so if we 
hold fast God and our Eeligion, these things 
shall be added unto us...w2Q 

Thus to th© Puritan, the whole business of 

tonnage and poundage was a xuutter, not of fisoal sig­

nificance in the King*s eight, out, on the contrary, 

a means employed by the Laudians to add economic harass­

ment© to those afflicting him politically* Such an ati-

tude of mind is ordinarily beneath notice, being too 

ridiculous for serious consideration, especially when 

20J-ohn Rushworth, op. oit., Vol. I, p. 646. 
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one recalls th© true state of the royal exchequer. 

But one makes the citation here to show the remark­

able propensity of the Puritan to couple religion 

and property, making th® product the equivalent of 

liberty. 

Hor did Mr. Rous, in his tious fear ior nis 

property and his equally commendable solicitude for 

liberty, restrain himself in the least in hia use of 

religion as a stick with which to beat the Laudians. 

Indeed, the high point of the whole argument a {.as to 

couple the Laudians with tyranny on the one hand and 

with treason on the other. The latter v,us accomplished 

by declaring th© Arminians to be Romanists (which they 

certainly were not) and letting the treason inference 

stand. (It might be here stated that Eoman Catholicism 

was in the England of thot time, synonymous with the 

pot'.er of Si ain; synonymous also of sympathy with that 

power, and hence treason.) 

Thus the Puritans performed the neat propagan­

da trick of convicting the opposition of criminal 

tendencies, and thereby establishing one's own pat­

riotism. 

"...I aesire that *e rtay conoicer tho increase 
of Armlnlanlaniem an error that IMJKBS the Sheep to 
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keep the Shepherd, & makes a mortal feed of an 
immortal God. Yea, I desire that we iaay look into 
the very belly ond bowels of this Trojan Horse, to 
see if there be not luen in it ready to open the 
Gates to Romish tyranny ... For en ATWlnlgn is the 
Spawn of a Papist..." 21 

As the Massachusetts-Bay Colony formed a nexus 

of th© alliance between the merchants and the aristo­

crat®, so it also helped to lorm a basis or the alliance, 

in some measure and among othor factors, between the 

secular interests and the Precisians. As we have seen, 

some of the Puritans (notably Lord Say© and Sele) were 

interested in the Company only from a financial aspect, 

seemingly. But for others it became a religious enter­

prise solely. 

As the enforced conformity with th® Anglo-

Catholic section of the Church of England became more 

severe, the idea took hold of transforming the Massa­

chusetts-Bey Company from a commercial enterprise into 

a religious enterprise, retaining, in its economic over­

tones, only the form of a joint-stocjc company of ad­

venturers. 

The main aspects of this funclaaontal change of 

thfo Company were worked out by the Precisians of Lin­

colnshire, whose Earl, old Theophilus Flennes (kin to 

21 John Kushworth, op_. pit.. Vol. l, p. t4o. 
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Saye and Sele, be it re^eubered), wus ^ ..xat promi­

nent Puritan, This noble*8 borne w-s a. our heapring-

ham ur.d Boston. Th© Larl la tied into the arraH^osient 

by the usual uarri.^es, Lady i-arah liennes, his dt.ugh-

ter, becoming the wife of John Eumfry. Thia i.an, hav­

ing been treasurer of tna old Dorchester Adventurers, 

now revived «n inter©at in the colonisation on the 

part of the Puritans of this part of tra. country who 

hove been especially hit uy the Arr.inlsri i-eacurts. 

John White of Dorchester is llumfry's accomplice in thit. 

move* Another son-in-law of old Ttieophilus, Itaoc 

Johnson, a rich landowner who had carried Lady Arbella 

Jiennes, enters the soheme. As also Thow.s Dualey of 

Northampton, one-tlu-e volunteer under Henry of Navarre 

enn lately the Iarl*s steward, well known to all is 

the Puritan minister of Boston, John Cotton. In ad­

dition, many of tho nembera of tha Government -nd Com­

pany of Massachusetts-Buy ere intfcreateci in this pro­

position* The whloh, simply at .ted, is this: a-hy not 

transfer bodily the entire Company (charter, govern­

ment --TiC personnel) to New Fiu-al̂ nd »r-.i us© it «.s the 

skeleton to encompass <.. Puritan coî .onv.ê lth? 

The freemen of the Company are ia© stockholders. 

Thaac c.oose the Preaiaent and Bohra oi rdrectors, 
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known in thope days • s tho Governor .na Acslat nts. 

Freemen, Governor, and Assistants meet apuarterly in a 

Great and Gonaral Court to transact tht- buriners oi the 

enterprise. Thus the entire ..p̂ arotua of oho project 

is already in existence. It merely requires the trans­

ference tc the other side of the ocean to effect a 

perfect refuge for tho anti-Laudians n* th» Church of 

England. 

"...Whoever conceived thia idea uf transferring 
the charter, it was act \*inthrop. Ivither ohe 
London group of stockholders - S&ltonstrll, Laton, 
Jtnd their friends - or the Lincolnchlre group, v(ls 
responsible. v«hen they aame to dlscuas the trans­
fer, it r speared that Latthev. Cradoca-, the Gover­
nor of thw Company,coulc not m igr&te, t ithough he 
would ... provide money generously- Nor aould any 
Assistant take the governorship ... the one nun 
for th"t position î as John Y.inthrop ... Ono or 
more papers, with • rgumenta for and against exd-
^r'tion, were circulated n on- leading puritans. 
John White had a copy, \vithrop a reeond, ana Sir 
John Illiot a tnird, which Stohn Hampden as&eo to 
borrow."22 

Massachusetts, thus having uecoxe thti reiuge 

for the Puritan members of the Church of Lngland, it 

will serve now only to introduce ao^a of tho personal­

ities of this England-New England complex, on© of ohose 

I have chosen is Hu^h Pet ors, \*no in lbi:4 xitrrlod Illz--

beth Cooke, whose d* û iater by hir. ijrst r.:~rriae,e (to AJd-

UESaxuel lliot ̂ orison, C£. oit., Ch. 1-, p. 65. 

file:///vithrop
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mund Read) was the wife of John >.inthrop.LtJ 

xeters beoajpe a freentn of ::> ssuchusetts in 

1635, being .> minister of ahe Puriton persuasion. In 

1641, he wus sent to ixyiand 

M-,.to be ready to make use of sxl... oppor­
tunities God should offer to give to the country 
there, as also to give ... ..dvice aa it should 
be required for the eettlein0 the right form of 
Church discipline there." 24 

Further indie?, tion of the Puritan nexus *ith 

New England is taken here: 

n... with John Verm, who <t the he. d of 6,000 
citizens, beset tne House cf L.rus caring the 
trial of Lord btrafford, and whom, . iter the 
battle- of Id&ehill (King CL<.rioe) excluded U O L 
his oifer of Pardon; with Owen Rowe, th*. fire 
brond oi uhe city; ..<ith Thenar Anaro»s, tne Lord 
;.w.yor '. no proclaimed the aboxition oi lu^al&y ... 
aix or aeVton (of tho Cox.pany) v.era at. uere oi the 
High Court of Justice for tr.o hinp*a trial ... 
four were ̂ eabers of the Coix-ittee of Religion, 
the most xmport'int committee of i-arllai.ent, tnd 
one ... John V.hite, woe its chcirman." £5 

These men, fiery Puritans all, were „ eabers of 

the i^aasaohusetts-Bay Company, end form the link between 

the Company ..nc the master-minds ol the conspiratorial 

alilance which were aet on deatroyin0 fac king's ̂ ô .er. 

Another lnat.<nce of the alii-ace ihlch oxieted 

p,3 Thomas Seccombe, in D.K.B., Vol. be, p. ea.6-ol. 

„4 CH. Firth, in D.L.B., Vol. 45, p. 70. 

25John Gorhaa Palfrey, op., cit.. on. 8, p. 3„4-5. 
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betv.een the various d l t s i a e a t groups in Eng^ond i c 

found in the Boot ..D6 Brench Bill a*, presented: (ut 

iirrt ac a petition) 

"Come 40 J* well-to-do i.urchants ..r.d tradesman v.ere 
oorne in ooaoheo to V.e&txdnlstor, tu ^rotent to 
the Commons a petition In support of Pya^s policy, 
in which they asked for tho removal of tho Bin-
hop s .ma Catholic lords fror- P' rliax.ent. Thty 
asserted th t the petition was signed by *JC,O0O, 
and tbxt many s.ore signatures could e-.sily h-.ve 
been procured." ?Jt 

indeed, taking a further gleince it this petition, 

one coi es to feel that it a,ight well pp«rv«? \s the for­

mal alliance between the various Jorces. For, o,s we 

shall see, it contained things highly acceptable to 

each p. rty of tho a:iiance. 

".. .i.horci.s the tovernc.ent -.•! Archaic hops .ad 
... Bishops, dowXia ...no. ̂ rckaaocona, xith ^xoir 
courts and .ainlatr- tions in thtn, lu-ve ̂ rovod .re-
judicial and v®ry d^n^erous both tj the Church and 
Coirĵ onwealth,... ana... is f v. unci by woeful exper­
ience to be a ... c.uee... of ;iany foul evils... 

V*e... pr^y ... that the e-ld ^ovornment, \ Ith 
all its dependencies, roots tnc breaches, a. y be 
:tbv.lished, and all laws in their behalf r.Ae void, 
and the government according tjg7God»s fiord may be 
rightly placed irongst us..." 

it 

The foregoing -was, of courae, tn<- ba... ohich 

drew in tho Puritans. But not only tia t, but it auificed 

for thearistocrats as well, since lon^ n..d they ^ufiered 

£6Samuel Rswson Gardiner, History of Ln&land from 
the Accession of Jcx.es I to the Outbreak of the Civil 
war, London, Longmans, 1664, Vol. fc, ch. 102, p. ©6. 

^75. R. Gardiner, Constitutional Documents, no. 17, 
P. 67-68. 
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fruxi eplecopal i n t e r f e r e n c e . Further sympathy to the 

P u r i t a n s , however, i s given in the f - . l l owl^ o^tt.logue 

of Precisian doctrines which the Bishops h^d been in the 

habit of forbidding: 

"A Particular of the l̂ ralfolc evilf, pressures 
m a grievances earned ...by t..c Prelates... 

1. The fe.int-heartodii.eaa of i iai^tor^ to ^reoch 
the truth of God, lest they should displewco the 
pre!..tes; .. s ra ; ely, tne doctrine wf ̂ rodeatinati^n, 
of free grace, of perseverance,of ori&inal sin re­
maining after baptism, of tho s..bbath..." 26 

For the merchants, the Root ond Branch retition 

h- d sympathy also, inoluding within its oopioua bound­

aries the multitude of their grievances. Reudiag as 

follows, it iilustr ites perfectly the alliance between 

tao Precisions ^na the merch..Dtt.: 

"2. The uiscourcgeuent ... oj. ... E>..-o sub­
jects, of who: i i. re iultlfcuv.es, both Ciothlura, 
merchants uru others, v.no being ue^riveu oi tneir 
ministers . • • h&v© dep. rted the kingdox, to Holland 
... anc u-ve dr? wn with thox. o great 1.^1 uiooture 
of cloth '.jud trading..." 29 

This, in & bill to r-.ot out t̂ o e^lscopuoy of 

th© Church of .England, root and brtinoh.' 

And now no longer concerned aith religion A Al$ 

but Solely with commercialism, tht U1J.J r..iis at: 

28S.R. Gardiner, Constitutional Pocui.eats. no. 17, 
p. 67-68. 

29S.R. Gardiner, ibid., no, 17, p. 7o, 

http://fe.int-heartodii.eaa
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"1&. The multitude of monopolies and patents, 
dr. aing v.ith theix innumerublo jerjurior; th<- j.arc,e 
Increase of customs and impositions upon commodities, 
the fihip-money, .-nd tho cany other gre t onrthens 
upon the Ccjamonweultn, under which all groan." 30 

This, again, in a bill to ch -nge the for;.i of the 

Church of England! 

That the aristocrats were .:.t one with the common­

er* 1© demonstrated by tho following incident: 

"On the subject of toleration for uae Catholics, 
too, the peers vers of one i<in& with the Lower House. 
The Commons had been clamoring >or the blood of 
five out of seven priests who v.ere lyin& under sen­
tence of death ... they asked th-t all seven should 
suffer, and to thia the Lords raised no objection." ̂ 1 

That this Bill {the Root and Branch) represents 

an alliance raong v rioux forces, ia ther th.n an action 

by a completely homogeneous group is iliustr ted by the 

fact tla-t Hyde declares: 

wIn the house cf CJE.X.OBS, though of uhc chief 
leaders, flathanl&l Fiennes, and young Lir Horry 
Vune, and shortly after I.'i. L.^bden (v»ho Lo.d not 
before owned it) v.ere ae-lievec to ae for r^ot t na 
branch; which grev, shortly after a coior.cn expros-
sion ...f yet Mr. Pym v/aa not of th: t mine, nor 
Mr. Eollls, nor any of the northern men, or those 
lawyers who drove or. moat furiously v,ith them: all 
who were ±leased with the government itself of the 
church." 38 

30S.R. Gardiner, Constitutional louun,ents, no. 17, 
p. 67-oS. 

3lt>.R. Gardiner, History of to;laMt London, 
Longmans, 1864, Vol. 9, ch. lOJg, p. few 

3£Edv.ard Hyde, QJ,. cit., *. 410. 
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The alliance which was foruod between the 

Anglican aristocrats and the Baptists a.s by no means 

a xaatter uf unmitigated joy ta many of the aristo­

crats. In fact, the- alliance is all tho more rc-Lwrk-

able since not many yeara before the Revolution, the 

aristocrats had regarded the Baptists as "^Jiaaaptiatc", 

a word which conjured up ajl x,he horror of tho ievel-

53 
ing tendencies of Reformation IOmeter. 

Archibald Carey, one of the Virginia Cavaliers, 

ana a prominent rebel, had, it seems, neen one of their 
34 

arch-persecutors. In f&ct, so severe bv-d been the 

persecution that it is claimed that no dlasenters ex­

perienced greater or more severe distress than aid they. 

However this may be, it is certain that they were the 

fastest gr-p/.'ihg sect in Virginia, the-e bein^ few 

counties, even in the r?.ost pronouncedly Anglican sec­

tions, in which they were not numerous. It ic natural 

that this should be ac, since their religion v.us one of 

a very emotional ra.turo and ao ogvealing pa the depresses 

portion of the population. And that portion up,, ears 

to have been in its turn the Lvoet numerous. 

33V,'Illium Teylor Thorn, The fctrukftlo, for Religious 
Freedom in Virginia}, the Baptist's. Baltliaore. Johns EopKlns 
Press, 1300, ch. 1, p. 17. 

34John Esten Cooke, Virginia. A Elstory of the 
People, Boston, Houghton Mifflin, 1665, ch. 7, p. 390. 
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The Church of Ingl. nd, on the other hand, w?.s 

powerful, being the established rellcl^5 cf tht* colony, 

and, besides being poeaer sed of I&rge glebes, wt.s sup­

ported by an official assessment on all of the population, 

orthodox «md dissenters alike laying far the support of 

the Anglican ministry. 

It is true that, as many of th. t a<*y asserted, 

religion occupied little pert of the lives' 01 the vell-

to-do. Kone-the-less, it cannot be denies thfct they 

v.ere attached tc it as a part of their constituted, es­

tablished order. Wherever the Church of Snglend was 

strongest, I#e., in the oldest counties, the : ersecutlon 

meted out to the Baptists was x*ost severe. In no wxy, 

prior to th® trouble with England, did the colonial 

aristocracy relent in the viciousness of its ttt.jcks. 

fee read th t in 1770, when the Baptists proaentod a 

petition to the House of Bur&Gczvc <*Ai?z that their 

ministers b© excused iro_. peering ix^e, the House, which 

was the organ of the Anglican, privileged class, rejected 
36 

their petition. 

All the sacred contact." between Cod -aci i..an n.c.c 

35 William Taylor Thorn, op_. cit., Ch. I, p. 4£. 

38William Teyior Thorn, op., cit., ch. 1, ?. -9. 
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to be made by the Anglican ministers, even for the 

Dissenters. This means thrt all Baptists had to- be 

baptized, married and burled oy ministers r.wt of their 

persuasion. Indeed, the Baptists, he4nr; rev/coders and 

;artlcularly of the lower classes, did not enjoy the 

privileges which long-established custom govo to the 

Quakers and Presbyterians. 

^Twenty years before the Revolution, fea of 
this sect could have been found in the Colony, and 
yet, in 1774, the Separ' tes si one had thirty 
churches south of James River, und twenty-four on 
the northi • nrt the Regul. rs, though not ao nunerous, 
hfcd grown with rupidity. The influence of the de­
nomination was strong smong the comaon people, and «-
w&s beginning to DO fult among those In high places." 

In order to ally themeelves *ith tin* Baptists, 

the arlstoorfaey necessarily had to offer them sufficient 

endueeiient. At first, th© coraElttment wus of a begrud­

ged n&ture, sine® by no means were the srlstocr.. ts 

ready to sweep sway the entrenched Church of Lnglc.nd. 

To do this Immediately would hove &rr<~yed against them 

the ninisters of the Est' blished Church, who were, ̂ s 

they were not in $2ew York, almost aolluly bebinu the 

revolutionary movement. 

The first concession to the La.ptiats (agud to all 

37 John Esten Cooke, Virginia, A History of the People, 
Boston, Houghton Mifflin, 1885, Ch. VII, p. bo9.'~" 

38Robert R. HowiEOn, o£. cit., ch. 5, p. 170. 
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Dissenters) was freedom of worship. This w_ s .̂ iven by 

the Virginia Bill of Rights, June, 1776, und its pur­

pose was, the writer believes, to tie the Baptists to 

the revolutionary movement. 

"Thrt Religion,..., red the rrsr.er -f discharging 
It, can be directed only by reason and conviction, 
not by fore© and violence, and therefore, all men 
are equally entitled to the free exercise of relit ion, 
according to the dictates of conscience..." 39 

Tliis would put the Dissenters, who were at this 

time, nearly two-thirds at th© population, squi'rely be­

hind the Revolution.*0And the fact that it did is evi­

denced by th© following %e\ ioranduza concerning Military 

Service of B&Ptlsts, written by Thomas Jefferson. 

"Had the Baptists been backward ,.., no doubt 
they would have smarted for it, by the I&te Act 
for xitching upon Men to fill up the last aix Regi­
ments, but there were no Baptists nor BaptlotB Sons 
pitched upon in th© Counties of Amelia or Orange..."41 

Mey one note the oblique threat cf thia pro­

nouncement? 

But it did not need threats to put the Dissent­

ers in Virginia behind the Revolution, for in exohenge 

for their aid, they received frcax the Virginia Anglicans 

39 Julian P. Boyd, ©d. rap era of Thorns Jefferson, 
Princeton, University Pre^s, l'.-5C, Vol. I,~eh. 4, ±,. 5o£." 

4QRobert R. Hovdson, Ô J. cit., oh. 5, p. Iva!. 

41Jullan P. Boyd, ed. op. cit., \A+. j, oa. 1, 
M tf O «*"^W» 4MMHWM * p , oo<£. 
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the following concessions: 

"The Act of 1776 ... Men ,aere no longer com­
pelled to attend ti.e worship of a ^articul&x aect, 
or to _&y fines for disobedience; the rights of 
citizenship were no longer conixneu to Churchmen; 
the authority to exercise i rivate judjpxent in 
religion v^s recognized; Dissenters were ... allowed 
to build churches when ami where they pleased unu 
to support their pastors as th«;y thought beat; even 
member® of the Episcopal churches were released from 
leg&i obligation to supxort their rcc+crs, and were 
left to th® guidance of conscience." 42 

The above Act was, in a sense, th© writer feels, 

direct payment to th© willingness of the Baptists to 

participate in th© war effort. For in 1775 they had 

declared: 

nAn address from the Baptists in this colony ... 
re. d thrt »... however distinguished froi* the oudy 
of their contryaen, by ... senti. ents oi & religious 
nature, they nevertheless" consider tnoj eelves as 
..., embarked In the soiae eouaxon c juse ... they had 
determined in soce cases It vi s lav.ful to go to 
war, and that they ought to a axe a x*ilitury resia-
tance against Great Britain ... in her tyrannical 
oppressions ... Many (of their brethren) had en­
listed as soldiers, and itny more aero re. dy to do 
so ...» w43 

Thus the Patriotic Arioresa of the Baptiats of 

Virginia to the Convention, assembled ~.t i.iili-aacburg in 

1775. 

Th&t this solution vvs acceptable to the Nev ing-

42Robert R, Howieon, op_. cit., ch. 5., p. 191. 

43KS5&ekiah Kiles% ©£_, clt.. p. a'65. 
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land Calvlnlsts is evidenced by the foilov,infc barmen 

prt*eched by Samuel v.est, puetor of the Dartmouth Church, 

before the Council and House of Representatives of the 

Colony of Massachusetts-Bay, May 29, 1776: 

"Such laws (to support religion) may be x.ade, con­
sistent with that liberty of conscience which every 
good ae."b<5»r of society ought to b& loasossed of:..,, 
let every one be allowed to attend v&orahip In his o*n 
society, or in tiut w>y th- t he judges ...oit agreeable 
to the will of God, and let him bo obliged to con­
tribute his assist;, nee to tho supporting < nd ut?fraying 
the necessary charges of his own meeting. ...be sure 
it would take off some of the net popular objections 
cgainst being obliged by lav. to support public worship 
while the law restricts that su^.ort only to one 
denomlrp tion. "44 

The Hew England Calvinista could '..oil assent uo 

such an arranj nent as tht- Virginian Anglican had aade, 

for It will be remoi>.bered that they were, in a st».nse, 

still considered as a part of tra Church of ixxgl.,nd, as 

they themselves i % their ©nigrt tion h d dcoi .rwa thoi.-

selves to be. And, In a aense also, tight yet be re­

claimed from their Brownist Independency or Congregation­

alism by the English Ipiscopasy. 

Their r-ntip.thy to the English government hap in 

it no refill ptrt ox fe'ar anent tho est .bllrh, ant oi bis­

hops in America. And they v-ere as anti-episcopcl, as 

fcealous for "paritie" as ever their Purit.-n forebears hod 

44J.K. Thornton, oaa, cit.. *,. 1:98. 
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been. Thus they reacted to the ^ropoa..! for an Ameri­

can bishopric quite as John linthrop himself right have 

done. There was, at this time, a forceful proposal on 

the p&rt of th® London Society for Propagating th© Gos­

pel in Foreign Parts to establish such a bishop of the 

Mglican Church in the Hew %orld. 

Neither must it be forgotten that tho New England 

Calvlnists suspected that Jacobite (Stuart) pretensions 

had been admitted into the Ehnoveriaxi throne, the Pretender 

himself being thereby abandoned by his Lnglish adherents. 

Lord Bute, himself a Stuart, TZZ beii^vc? to be- such a 

one. In this light, one can understand, tha hysterical 

outcries made over the discoveries (t.s the Americans 

believed) of Jacobitlsm in all the T.ensures taken by the 

Imperial Parliament to re-org-ni»e the opjpire. -.ny 

tightening of the lines invariably caxue to be oust in the 

light of tho old Stu- rt policies of "Prerogative" vdth its 

ccnooi.itant "Rule of Thorough1" and Divine fcignt. This 

in turn conjured up the old fe-r of Ari.inianism even in 

Anglican Virginia. But this fear VMS always strongest, 

of course, in Massachusetts, as the folicv.ing will bfca-

witness: 

"Mitred hypocrites, and cringing, base-souled 
priests, have impiously dcred to enlist tho oracles 
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of God into the- service of ueepotisaa; t*. asacart th^t, 
by the command of the supreme lsw-giver, we , re 
bound to surrender our rights Into the h.mdc oi the 
first bold tyrant who dare to seise them; and that 
when they -re seized, it is rebellion <.ut.in~t God, 
and treason against the „ rince, for us to «. ttwu^t 
to resume them." 45 

In Hew Xork, the rituation was by no aejas the 

same, f-r here the official church, a„so the Anglican as 

in Virginia, was b̂  no aieans the religion of i,ue .vhole 

arlatooracy. On the contrary, it w s tho reli&icn of 

the de Lanceys and tloir party, i.e., of the unpopular 

oligarchy. To overthrow this Lrcu;, tho op,c ir^ xac­

tion joined themselves to the severely r̂ô ca-ti-nt group, 

the O K osing religion. This group, of course, 'was com­

prised ol tho two branches of tnt Calvinlst Church which 

predominated in the colony. These two sr-ncixc were, 

naturally, the Presbyterian ana tl < Dutch FxiLP.tsu. It 

wos thus no accident th t, of the Living ton C- ail which 

fought the ae Lanceys, Dr. Prix.e, Dr. Rogera, and &r. 

Treat were Preabyterian aini..tt-ra, u.hil̂  ta*. P.ev̂ rehd Mr. 

Laidly, who apj. e: rs to nave noon tho Hugh Peters of the 

Cabal, vas Dutch Reformed• * He was 

"...a Scotch, Dutch, parson, of Jesuitic.1, re­
publican, and Puritanical ; rinciples." 4o 

The Rev. Dr. Laidly it wr s upo -. rot«r in the 

45Heaekiah Niles, op_. cit., p. %o. 

46Mimrd Floyd de Lanoey, 0£. oit., ch. 1, p. 19. 
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American whiff in 176& (six ye„-ra i'rior to tho devolution): 

"This country will shortly becoi.a a grc.t and 
flourishing empire, independent of Gr«..,t Britain; en­
joying its civil hd reii^i^us liborty, uncuiiW.ina-
ted and deserted of ail control fro/i bishop t>, the 
curse of curses, and from the subjection o; all earth­
ly kings, the corner rtor.es of thia great structure 
are already laid, the taaterials are prepared .'.no be­
fore sis years roll about, th.. gre-it, th© noble, the 
stupendous fabric will bo erected." 47 

It can thus be easily discovered that the ex­

treme Protectant group, led by 'Scotch, Dutch, Jesuitical, 

republican and Puritanlohl* parsons, was indeed inthe 

forefront, politically speaking, to effect the change in 

government. 

Thus In Hew York, the religious alliance was an 

Integral part of the struggle (with bishops being pared 

with kings), since one ^roup itvore or less homogeneous 

politically and religiously opposed another equally hor.o-

gen©ou«r. It wss not, therefore, necessary to offa*r 

grc t concessions to any particular sect. It needed 

only to propagandise th© evangelicals with canards against 

the* opposition, using reiijlous bigotry - s • n instrument, 

on the one hand, to unify the rebellious elei.eixt anc, 

on the other, drive deeper the gulf which Departtad the 

Anglican from the rest of the population. 

It wae thus that Isaac Low, an arch-rebel, and 

47Edward Floyd de Lanoey, c£. cit., ch. 1, p. £1. 
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a laember in good standing of the Livingston cabal, 

could harrangue the populace so: 

^Is&^e Low ... h-rranged th« mob ... in which 
he damned, the king, cursed the ministry ana abused 
the Parliament; insisted that a ... plan a<< s forced 
by Great Britain to enslave America, aeci^re*. that 
Sngianu was u bunKrupt nation ... th:t tae king vw-.s 
a Run or. Catholic, nay a Ipax̂-.n C'th<]ie tyrant ... 
had established tnepopieh religion In Ctoaaaa, wnioh 
was shortly to be extended te ail th« other colonies 
.... the ministry were in the interests of uxo 
Pretender..." 48 

It is tru« that all of this v*as, after uii, only 

propaganda. But a people*P. state of wind Is as certainly 

manifested by the propaganda it will swallow as by any 

other indication. All of this, of course, woulc appeal 

to the Calvinicts aho had always connected the English 

Church with Rome, <-nd were never siore so convinoed than 

new, when in 1773, the Catholic Church w*..s guaranteed 

freedom in Canada. 

The use of religious ;rlncirler VTC, however, 

by no aeuiia confined to the ih tive xnhabitants of the 

lnglish cclonies alone. The screw was given another twist 

when a^xiea to the Catholica or Cax̂ aô , it toiy the ob­

ject of Imperial solicitude resulting in the scenting of 

an alliance between the Crown and the Quebec Church. 

Here aha object oi û a'-rebels w~s to entice the 

4QEdward fleyd de Lancey, £p_. oit., ch. 1, p. 43. 
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Catholics of Canada to join with"them in their revolt, 

as-the following letter will testify: 

Letter fro.t Ccngrecs to the "Oi pressed Inluibitcxts of 
CanadaM 

.̂'hilfccelphie 
Friends ma countrya.en: 

M'. ..we hcve been La-r̂ y in conaiaarina ., -u Lx fel-
low-subJeotB ... as fellow-sufferers v.ith us ... be­
ing both devoted to oerx.cn ruin ... Be ». ssuia.f th t 
your unmerited degix-elation h^s engaged the i_ost un­
feigned pity of your'sister colonics; and we flatter 
our.selves you will not, bj t;a.,ol> bearing th© yoke, 
suffer that pity to be sup: leant@d by contort.... 
You .no. your wives ^na chiiaren ..re t^ae slaves... 
the enjoyment of your very religion *.. deiends on 
a legislature In which you have no share, and over 
ohich you have no control; aaO your jt-rieatr. wia ex­
posed to expulsion, banishment, .-.rid ruin... ».e csn 
never believe th t th .-ror ent ia ce of Canadians are 
so degenerated as to .oacess neither the spirit, the 
gallantryi' nor the courage of their ancestors.... 
Penal t us n^-in to repeat that we -are your Xricnds... 
As our conoern for your welfare entitles UF tc your 
friendship, &e presume you will not,..., reduce us 
to the disagreeable necessity of treating ytu .s 
enemies.* 4© 

Thus John Jay re-echoer tie ob_i:4ue threat which. 

Thomas Jefferson had used in regards a- tho Baptist 

aillanc© in Virginia. The difference hero is, uOwever, 

th t the Baptist a_Jiance 0 ae oif, f.i-ue tno /u,erican 

Calvinist-CHnadlan Catholic tiihnoe .Ae. a^t. 

Perhaps the Church in Cxnxda felt uh-t, in viev. 

of tfu. fcr:er pronunoiacentos 03 tho Cont-noatA Congress 

49fj[enry *• Johnston, ed., porresi oxcence & xubiic 
Papers of John Jay, 1765rl7&lt New T-rk, x̂Ytnaxas, 1890, 
Vol. 1, ch. 1., p. o3. 
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on the subject of Quebec Catholicism, th© Aaorlcans were 

hardly tc be trustee t. ret-in a dislntere. ted vle-v* bo^h 

of the "ritestern lands (now joined to Quebec Province) and 

thss freedom 01 the Churoh in Quebeo Itself. \%or Is it 

str&nge thut such should have • oen the ease, for the 

Congress had, as it were, blown the hern rather tea vigor­

ously when it attempted to ise the Quebec-Catholic Tolera­

tion issue to project another alliance - this tin©, one 

between i-x.erica and the English i^ople. 

"Address to the People of Gr« fc Britain. Ipom 
the lusiegtites ... of the ... Several in^iith <A lonlea.. 

September 5, A "74 
Phii adelj hit . 

Admit that the ministry, by tie powers of Britain, 
and tho aid of our Roman Catholic Neighbors, should 
b« -ble to carry tne point of taxation, « iA reduce 
us to a state of j erfect hUMiiieticn ni si vt-ry... 
in what condition, will you be? .. May not a minis­
try, with the Sfapie armies ensltve ycu? ... re-
aaeiiiber, th® t^xes frosa America, the vst* lth, . na \«© 
iiioy add the nan, <*uc particul .rly the Roman Catholics 
of this veet continent, will then be in tho pomer of 
your enemies.•." 50 

SOHonry P. Johnston, op_. cit., p. 17. 
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It if by no iae. ns aho object of t.x reporter to 

mini; ize the inp< ct ui certoin CJ.vinistic notions oi 

either government or eoonoDy in tie baric philosophy of 

the revolutions v*hich sho-k Renaissance govern.' eatol ..b-

sclutism in the English acrid. It is, ho v. ever, lo^iti. ate 

for the writer to emphasize the fv.ct that one ther inter­

pretation of ^.cveminent .'ad of cconcny axitto-o *.aieb of­

fered ayiu.a thy to the emergent bourgeoisie ^uito <.s ex­

tensive .r.u pervasive as did th. t of Calvinism. Kor 

-ware the Puritan merchants ma aristocr,.ta of 3jagland or 

America loath to accept the justification for ahcir 

policies which oae frorc this ccurce, hrnvFio«ver ia.teful 

on relitious groundo the Jesuits ai^ht indeed Do te than. 

It is true th.'t, Calvinists t, ^ ia-r., taa„, view­

ed the Jesuits as the arch-en-Puien of their <• lap , - ra tion. 

Nonetheless, way xasitotod lot at all to use the ihilo-

sophy which the thinker a <. i thia Coii; any set :.rth „.s ~. 

double-edged sv.ord, both clitics! 1.1 eaon< • lo, no they 

often proved to the Roy« lists tsa.t Jesuit ihilosolhy w..s 

far core urefuj to tneix th-n 1« ever vx a to txo ab­

solutists. 

With the break-up of aha medieval idea of unity, 

with its concept of the tv.o swords - tho l* J ©ror holding 

the secular sword anc. the Pope secure in the possession 
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of the spiritual - it was vital to the welfare of the 

new Europe that a new philosophy of politics come into 

beinfe to rationaiiss© the nev; situation v-.-h.ich faced the 

©en of the Renaissance and Reformation* fefcereas in th© 

medieval world there had existed no secular absolutist; 

no temporal lord who held unmitigated or unaisputed power 

in his dominions (or even claimed to hold such), such 

was not now tho- c.-s©. The medieval world had been a com­

plex wherein the secular prince had been he_d in check 

by several forces, not the least of which was, on 

the one side, the Church, which viewed the prince as a 

spiritual subject of the Church, and on the other, the 

medieval feudatories, which hud-contractual stipulations, 

to be strictly interpreted, which bounded **nd limited 

the duty owed by the leige to the lord, and the ex­

actions the lord could require ol hia leige. And all 

of tho medieval world participated in thia contractual 

system, from the peasant uo the Ix.peror. 

With the destruction of this concept md tho-

revolt a^.ihst the Universal Church, vvhich uad participated 

in it, Europe was fractured into national states. The 

various parochial lords arrogated to tneoselves, es-

peoielly in Germany, the position fcrxerly held by an 

http://v-.-h.ich
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incepenaent spiritual authority. It is beaide Lne point 

to labor the origin of this situ, tion for, whoever caused 

It, Europe was now faced with o spectacle new to the 

West, Byzantlniaaa renpant. In Germany, princes became 

bishops and, conversely, Bishops became princes. 

In no case, however, AOS this revolution uore 

completely successful than th t ~t ^ec oy Thoua a Cronu ell 

and Secretary Cecil, placing, t,e it did, Henry VIII and 

his successors on a spiritual trrone. And buttressing 

thereby his hold on the temporal throne. 

Thus implemented, natioiiulisai &rew by excess of 

what it fed on. The church, having oeen conquereu by the 

secular power, was helpless to moderate the course uf 

affairs. There then regained only the feudatory power 

to contest the absolute power of the Lnglish Crown. 

This Hizabeth*s suooessor, James ctuart, knevv full well. 

In his book of advice to his son and successor, Basilikon 

Doron he testified to that extent? 

"But the greatest hlnderance t~ the execution of 
our Lawes in this couatrie, are thwse heritable Shiref-
doraes and Regalities, which being In the hands of 
th© great men, do wr- eke the whole eountriej For 
which I know no present re&edie, but by taking the 
sharper account of then in their Offices; vsing all 
punishment against the siouthfull, thot the L«W will 
permitt and euer as they vsike, for any offences 
coaaiitt«sd by them, dispone thea neuer heritable cGaine; 
preassing, with tix.e, to Craw it to the laudt-ble ous-
tome of England;..." 1 

1C.H. Mcllwaine, 0£. cit., p. £6. 
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Despite these fulminations, the nobxes were, for 

the x.vst part strangely suppliant to the power of the 

King throughout most of the Tudor age. One reason for 

that might very well be that the aristocrats fcer© so 

very thoroughly bribed with the plunder of the Church 

thut, partners with the Grown in theft, u i v could htrd-

ly fall out. 

Again, ^ower grew by what it fed on - success. 

fthen therefore the Stuarts, in 1605, succeeded to the 

English throne, the ti^ee appeared propitious for a 

oontinueation of Tudor despotism. Her was Jaijes I be­

hind-hand In putting forth a philosophy which would up­

hold his absolutism. Although he b^sed (as vas yet nec­

essary in an age which saw terrible religious wars} his 

political philosophy on the divinity, clai-. ing as he did 

no intermediancy, either of Pope or people, between the 

royal king and the Divine Power, his philosophy, aespite 

this seeiflingly-plous basis, was for the i.ost part one of 

the most naked secularism which could be devised. 

First of all, as J.iues pointed out in his The Trew 

Law of Free Monarchies: or the feeoiproc.4» ~x^ &vtvall Dvetle 

betwixt a Free King and His Natural! Subjects, the King 

is above the law. All others are Inaeed bound bj it, If 

they disobey it's injunctions, they will oe .unisheo. 



PURITAN-JESUIT POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY: ENGL^L io6 

Not sc however the King. 

"... olbeit it be trew that I haue at length 
prooued, that the King is aboue the Law, as both the 
author one giuer of strength thereto;..." 2 

And oil of this is the result of force, which, seemingly, 

gives validity to all action, if successful. 

"For when the Bastard of Korm.andle. cx*e into 
England. and made himselfe king," was It not by force, 
and with a mighty army? Where he gaue tho L-w, and 
tooke none, changed the Lawes, inuerted the order of 
gouernement, set downs the stranger? his followers 
in many of the old posseesours roomes, as at this 
day well u.u eareth...: And yet his successours haue 
with greet happiness© enloyea u*e Ciuwn© to this 
day ;...** 3 

But as nationalism, whether as a cause or as a 

result, had aiaed in identifying royai < nd ecciesiastic&l 

pov.er, so likewise- AJJ, it, afoaln os . cause or an effect, 

aided in bringing forth the rising middle cl..ss 'with its 

theories of economic nationalise (mercantilism). 

And it was this mldule class, with its interests 

in industry una coia^erce, which will seek to protect those 

interests by neans of the weapon both beget - the x»,oney 

power. And it will use the Fov<er of money to attack 

and to overcome, If possible, all ^ower which is not sub­

ordinate to it. It is thus that, in the countries of the 

English persuasion at least, the fight between royal ab-

2C.H. ftfiollwaine, op_. oit., p. 63. 

Slbid.p. 63. Botii of these paabcî es are tt^en 

from James' Trew Law or iree Lonarchies: 
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solutlsa and the force wnich was to destroy it was a fight 

between the king and the middle class, not between the 

King and the aristocrats, and again, not between the King 

and the Church. It was not the last, for the Church was 

now effectively the handmaid of the royal power and was 

used by the King as a buttress for his own strength. 

The Church simply was not free. It was not between the 

King and the aristocrats, for most of the aristocrats were 

to side with the King,' although historically there has been 

much antipathy between the royal and the aristocratic. 

But even where the aristocratic did not side with the 

King, on the contrary, where It sided with the middle 

classes, that orlstocraoy was predominantly a i..iddle-cias. 

aristocracy, so to speak. That is to say, it was an 

aristocracy which had far uore in comuon with money a>nu 

banking, shipping and manufacturing, than, say, feudal 

dues and feudal rights. That is to say, egain, it wus an 

entrepreneurial, that is, an middle-elaes, aristocracy. 

The philosophical weapon the xdddle classes took 

up to use in beating the King was thot of the Social 

Contract. It has become, historically, the peculiar wea­

pon of the bourgeoisie* And here the Jesuits enter the 

soheiae of things. 

Mariana It was who put the philosophical scheme 
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of politice on the b. sis A t! •. social cu.trr.ct. 

The Parliament-ri-na, foz it is bj ax-t ruxe tix~t 

these aiverse allied elements had best r̂ w be -nuwn, set 

up their intellectual alliance v.ith u philosophy spring­

ing from a group which to ^A intent.' would seei. furthest 

removed jroij their (th© Par.ianent-ri-ns) i<ost cherished 

traditions. 

This was tho intellectual alliance uetween the 

English Puritans ..nd the Jesuits. The Jesuits, having 

been founded .-t a tine when the Protestant revolt v., s 

Iliustr. bin,;; net only tht ^ower of the now-nescent 

nationalism, but also at a ti- a when the parochial princes 

of a disunited Europe were availing the selves- of tho 

national spirit to >..iahe themselves wh. t thay had never 

before in Hediev.l Europe been, that is, absolute uon-

orchs chaining power direct frou God, hod thrown themselves 

v.ith greot vigor Into the contest to revive intern: tion«l 

Catholicism, with its supra-n.. ticra.l claias. 

To -Aage the strix-^le, they ..ut forth the theory 

of tho indirect . ov,er of the Pope ao exccn unicuto nd 

punish refractory conarchc. Concccr.i tartly, this theory, 

while affording no syn.p*<thy to the Puritans, had none-the-

less to urge th« necessity of iiiited kingly towr- .rjid 

it is this limitation of royal ôv.er upon which the 

http://cu.trr.ct


PUPITAH-J1SUIT POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY: ENGLAND 139 

puritans fixed with avidity. 

It Is f̂ .r thi«. reason th t James I cf Engit-nd 

hated the Jesuits and the Puritans with equal vigor, 

Jaxes, putting forth his glvus Augustus theory which haa 

been unknown to "western Europe froiu the Fall of tno 

Roman Expire, 

"...Paludotua. by the power of the sword: as 
your office is likewise mixed, betweixt tne Ecc-
lesiasticuii and oiuill est te: for ,t King is uot 
mere laicus, ae both the Papists and Anabaptists 
woulo haue hla, to the which error also the Pur-
itanes incline ouer f.rre.", 4 

had to be contested In his claims, since ultimately this 

would, under cover of religion, have aeont the triumph of 

naked secularism over religion. It was thus not only 

against the royal tyranny or absolutism th t the Jesuits 

fought, but for the freedom of the faith. 

It was therefore the Jesuits who bore the brunt 

of the punishment incuiabent upon the jou ^ teaching 

Europe"s kings th^t they were not absolute na th&t they 

might indeed have to come to bloody terras with the people 

for their claims. Indeed, Adrians *s thoory even went so 

far as to declare th t the Kihe; night ae eeprived of his 

life by assassination for his criae of tyranny. 

In defense of the seeiain̂  lawlessness t»na u.ne-

4C.H. Mollwsine, OLi. clt.. p. 45. 
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rchistic tendencies of this doctrine it would bo ..elo. to 

quote a modern Jesuit's reaction to the doctrine: 

"Much harm has also been don» by Mariana's alleged 
aoctrine .a regicide. On the face sf it, the book 
^ould-ihot h^ve^ been ..seditious,*"1 or It v:.~c vritten^&s 
an instruction for the heir cf Phili; II, ,.nc It is 
inconceivable that an autocrat, such as he was, should 
not only have put i book teaching regicide in the 
hands of bis son, but should have , aid for its pub­
lication. As a Xiotter of fact, the klEsa; c ixjured up 
by IZ rlana as a possible victim of assassination is 
u truster who could scarcely have existed."5 

Although Father Campbell's words Cllve, the writer 

believes, the trut» st< te of affairs, tax t ~s, tht t Mariana's 

works having been cereiully examined, he really odvocotes 

tyrannicide rather than regicide (two very different 

things!),.nevertheless, in th© popularisation of such a 

doctrine, it„wu.s inevitable tlu.t it should nave been mis­

understood, and the one confused with the other. Be that 

as it may, it Is oerttin thot however the facts cf 

Mariana's book stand, his generation and the ones fol­

lowing have interpreted him as standing forth on behalf 

of revolution. 

The Jesuits were, on the strength cf this, ex­

pelled from France, a Catholic nation. It is easy to 

understand, therefore, why a Protest .nt nation should 

view them with suspicion; a religious minority, as yet 

5Thoaas Campbell,(L.J.), The Jesuits, 1534-19&1. 
A History of the Society oi Jesus froc Its Foundation to 
the Present Time, New York. Encyoloneaia Press* 1931. 
5b. 4, p»JJV4. 
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tiiaid and suspicious of all strangers, afflicted with zeno-

phobia to a great degree, alone giving them some accord. 

The Puritans could take sympathy from such a view­

point i s this, even when it was expressed by a Jesuit: 

M..,I reply that the private individual who slays 
a tyrant of tht kind in question, dees not commit this 
deed without public authorization, since he is acting 
both by the authority of o tacitly consenting st^te, 
and by the authority of God, who has granted to every 
man, through the Natural Law, the right to defend 
himself and his etcte from the violence inflicted by 
such a tyrant."5a 

Suarez Is here speaking of tyrants and tho right 

of the people, not only to oppose them, but to slay them 

as well if necessary. Suarez declares tlmst there are two 

kinds of tyrants: 

1. He is a tyrant who rules without lawful right. Such 

a one would be a usurper, as ono *JUO L^x x.o right to a 

throne, yet has stolen It. This could not possibly be 

an argument or position to be used by the Puritans, how­

ever, since their welfare depenccd t.t this st.^e very much 

upon the acceptance of the principle of legitimacy ..s f..r 

as the Ctut-rts were concerned. And the Ct tholic ar̂ ui ent 

based on the right of Lary Queen of Loots over Elizabeth 

(who after Al was lllegitimcte both by the aa>clar..tion 

of the King, her father, one of Lis P_rllament) had like-

5-aFrancisco Suarez, Defensio Fidel Cethoii.es e, Et 
Apostollol Adversus An^licanae, seotae xtffores, iexo,in 
Scott, James Brown, e4., The Classics of Intern.tionai L-.w, 
Selections from three works, Oxford, Clarendon, Ibi4, p. 
Vol. II, Book VI, Ch. 4, p. 714. 

http://Cethoii.es
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wise coilapned when Mary's son, James I, bad ascenaed the 

throne of England. 

The second type of tyrant, however, filled the bill 

for both Jesuits «nd Puritans. The Jesuits, bee-use cf the 

Oath of All<igi'mce, denying \ ithln its context tho author­

ity of tn Duyromo rontiff, vvhich James insisted catholics 

take to htm. The Puritans, because, whatever politican 

pretenelcns th© King mip,ht !..<•> ve, he \u-s .aot one with thaw 

on religious matters and so needed to be fought. And so 

this second type of tyrant w^s one who 

"... is inflicting continual vnd actual violence 
upon the st» t© as lot̂ , os he unjustly retains the 
royal iOaer una reigns by force; so th t the said state 
continually wages against him an actual or virtual 
war, rot vengeful in its character (so tv ŝ oa.k}, but 
defensive.wbb 

Such a one would be a true king, that is, one who 

enherited his throne rightfully, era! who yet tyrannically 

assails tho rights of his own kinguom of state, ..s ̂ erhups 

wages an unjust war v^ last it. 

This Indeed wouie ae c4uite a-. t~cf.. ctery t̂  tx.e 

Purit ns, Vvbo couia cry "TyrannyH indeed on such - basis. 

All the Stuart actions, ship—> .oney, tonnutjt, -ho ^ ouia >-a,o, 

jcnighthoaa lines, olsr-Chso be-r proceedings, Court •-- miij>h 

Commission fines ana imprisonments took on the aspect of 

tyranny. And it beoane indood no crii e, but o ̂ osltive 

virtue to resist. This strengthened the Puritans,«s yet 

5bFrsncisco fxa.rez., op. cit., p. 716. 
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only half-rebellious ..gainst their king bain*, alone in 

giving assent to their viewpoint. 

However this xaay be, the Jesuit doctrine, while 

decidedly antl-tyrannical, had dtae^er foundations than 

mere distrust of kings. It is here that the ^rewteat di­

vergence exists politically between t>-p Puritans txu the 

Jesuit philosophers. As rtoeern Jesuits have .ointed out, 

even the present-day positivists tre cniused on this 

point. And st' ted succinctly, It is tnis. 

The secularists of LLP ̂ W were beginning to inter­

pret the i ediuvtil uv.ctrihos o- ra tur I jaw alia the sociax 

contract on a huaf.emi.Mtic ;l„.r.e. To the Jesuit, the sociax 

contract did indeed ^ive rise to lav,, but tiu t lew die not 

come from the ouzs&onalty or _• en to the , rince or ruling 

authority, but irom Gou to the com .onslfcy A ..en ond then 

through them to th© ruling authority. Thus tho Jesuits, 

derrlvi% as they did the authority of mho A w from God, 

were b̂  no r ef-na secular republicans. 

Although the roy.,1 antagonist of th*. Jesuits, 

JaB»er I, had cr^ued :g< inst r bert Caraimci .jo. „ermine, 

Juan de Kariena had preoeoood pexi'TT"^^ "** time a., it is 

to him rather th:-n to J'ones * opponent ti .t -, e s-.o for ,n 

6 

http://huaf.emi.Mtic
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explanat ion of the Natural Law ^no. the Social Contract . 

Xn the original, f t - t e of na tu re , lall was serene . 

There was no war; a l l w..a a sir a l e , a g r i c u l t u r a l , t r i b a l 

l i f e . L r l v t e , rooer ty uiu not e x i s t . God, however, had 

placed n©@ds in u.an v<^ich could only be s a t i s f i e d bj th© 

sto. te . Th© t»ift of speech .-iced in bu l ia in^ thiv. s t t e . 

Man w«s *,ot t u i f i c i e n t u t, ce th*. d i f f i c u l t i e s i i j i f e 

in hU p r l i tdve condi t ion. Tht *tr s\t < ura^rod the we^K. 

fiobbery p reva i l ed . The - a ker t^en, aoa i r la^ u oh< afce 

t h i s s i t u a t i o n , chore the mcxt v i r tuous v. to lead them 

inU b a t t K anc r a t t l e t na i r disoutof« By to l a • eana, 

there oamt in to kxistoi co u r l n communities >i>. the re^a i 

power. 

But the . o*\er of t r a n s i e r r i n g Ixuivlauui r i gh t s 

to tho s t .te did net JL„.ly tuc r tby tho .authori tar ian 

s t a t e , fv.r 

"It is up t- -.-a to aeoide aa a a lite te Is to be 
forced, but it is beyond man's p-,.er >.r will tu 6ive 
to the at^te w...tt it aveds to a c coir lish its end.**3 

Thus political j,Oi.er does i at origiht te «ith can, 

but merely tha oeclslon as to v. hen th*t political power 

will be used. 

"Another rerson 1- th- f. c t t t I t cu.iprJocs 
r i g h t s which . r« f r boyom. ivj Individual oi.'-i> but 

7Juan de Marians, Le Rege, l i b . I , Cap. I , *. l b , 
i n , Laures, John, 5 . J . , The i o i i t i o a l . r.concmy .f Juan de 
Mariana. New l o r * , FerdhaiTT0nl ve'r s i t y n c a , l&;-ti. 

a i b l d . , p . 4 1 . 
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are reserved t<~ God alone, i.e., the - o-aer over hui;un 
life, legislative power, power to bind In uonscienee, 
... If then no inuiviuu^l huu these powers, tae SUE; 
of all indiviuuals can not confer vaeiu, for they 
cannot ^ive aore- th .n e--ch inaiviuu-'I A .d ao-iore.0^ 

The whola burden of liariana's procchxierxts is that 

the king received poviar iron tht ô-opie ..no. juust not use 

It save tc further the good of cho people. 

"...otherwise tho people can reels it. oi..,t they 
have given."10 

That Mariana was not anti-reg-1 Is to be seen 

by the fact that a© followed St. Thomas aid Aristotle in 

their schemes of the best ana the worst types of uovern-

The Best The i-.cret 

I. monarchy 1. Tyrrimy 
Z. Aristocracy (rule of the ZZ. Oligarchy (rule of the 

best) rich) 
3 . Republic o. LertiOcracy (rule of the 

iu: sses with­
out regard 
for dis­
tinction) 

Froiu a ocnsideration or tho iure-going, it would 

a... ear that thia philosophy was liaae-to-oruer n.r any 

group wishing to displace tho iegitix.-.te aon-.rch, could 

they only be given z\\xAZci.<..ni,±y vuxid reasons i\,x uti:^ 

so. 

HJuan de Mariana, op_. cit., p. 41. 

IQIbld.. p. 41. 

Hlbid., p. 46. 
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The main outlines of th© political philosophy of 

the Jesuits was worked out by three men: Juane de Mariana, 

Francisco Suarez, and Robert Cardinal Bell*mine. Essent­

ially, all three taught ap-sroxiif̂ tely the flame thing, al­

though Mariana ruay b© said to have stuicu t**lugs i„uoh 

sore bluntly than the others. At tie outset, the writer 

would like to answer possible objections to the inclusion 

of Mariana. 

lather Campbell has decried h rlana thu£?ly: 

wKow, Mariana never was <..nd never could be o rep­
resentative of the Society, for: ltrrt sixteen yturs 
before the objectionable book attracted notice in 
Prance, m„\sly in IS64, Mariana hsd bten sole:aiu,y 
condemned by the gre< test assea-oiy of the Society, 
the general congregation, as an unworthy son; ..., 
his expulsion was orcered. ... Secondly, his tsx-
, ulsion did not tike place, .oosibly uecauso oi out­
side political influence like th.t of Philip II and 
the Inquisition, ^(evortheiess in 1605, th- t is five 
years before the French flurry, he wrote -nother book 
entitled, "be defeotlbus Socle tat is ii.e., tho i&esk 
Points of the Society), which * -s condemned as in­
volving the censure of tie papal bull "Ascender, te 
pomlno*. ... Why should such a man be cltea ^s the 
representative of a body frost which he a s oraered 
to*be expelled and union h© had attempted to destroy?" 

These objections, although they originate v.ith i Jesuit, 

may be easily answered. 

In tho first place, v<hnt he says a. y be true but 

it is \Ulte, the writer believes, beside the fact. T> r, 

12Thojaas Campbell, c£. cit*, p. a74. 

file:///Ulte
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regardless of the attitude towards Mariana which existed 

within the Company, he was accepted by the Puritans as a 

Jesuit (people, the good lather will agree, quite without 

pov»er to read anybody but of the company of Jesus) * There 

is evidence of some standing to prove that they were will­

ing to give unblushing acceptance to kailong's ideas on 

tyrannicide: 

"Cromwell bade Drummond tc stay and hear their 
conference, whiei he did... Cromwell entered Into a 
long discourse cf the nature of tho ragal power, 
according t., the principles .̂-f Dorians* and Buchanan; 
h© thought a breach cf trust in a kin^ ought to ue 
punished i-iore than any ether crlae whatsoever.. ."13 

Burnet related the story as he &ot it froa prux-.uond, Lord 

Strathallen, of a conference with the Scots in 1648 which 

Cromwell and Drummond both attended. 

Secondly, even if i'sriana v̂ ere not a respectable 

B,ei-.ber of the Society, there is plenty of px\--.f that other 

Jesuits beside Mariana taught tyrannicide, as >.iix be de­

monstrated b;> an immediate perusd of Suarez* teachings. 

This man, in his chapter "In v.hot Men Does Power 

To |dak© Human Laws Beside?", treats of the regal power. 

He declared, as had Juan de 2*sri-iu before him, that: 

"Therefore ve must say that this power, viewe-d 
solely according to the nature of things, resides not 
in any individual man but r..ther in the whole body of 
man-kind. This conclusion Is eoiaaonly accepted and 

* • * » " • ' ' — " — • « • HI 

lSe i lber t Bumet, ill s to ry of His Own Time, 
London, Nuntf, 1B16, Ch. 1, p. 43. 
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is certainly true. It is to i>e dedueeo a rem the w^rds 
of ft. Thomas... in so far «~s he holds th< t one 
prince has the power to <-aKe the laws, • nr' tf<. a ali; 
power w..s transferred to him by the community. 

The basic reason... is evident.... n^exy, the 
fact th- t in the nature of tain^ alx •. en ore aorn 
free; so that, consequently, no person has rclitlcal 
jurisdiction over another person, even as no , erson 
has dominion over f-nother, n^v is there any re. con 
why such power should ... In the nature of things, be 
attributed to certain persons over certain other per­
sons, rather than vice vorsa.,."14 

Ac to tho argument from Adfm, of •- aich royalist 

writers v/ere particularly fond, Suarez di,visees '-so .remise 

with the statement th^t Ad-m had only domestic, not polit­

ical power. 

Political power 

"..., however, did not ^a&e its up, earanoe until 
many families began to congregate into one perfect 
co.iiiunlty... Tills oouxunity n.<d its beginning ... by 
the will of ail who .,©re assembled therein.. ."15 

Hot only did the Jesuit pronounce the origin of 

political power to have been with the people {a doctrine 

particularly close to the hearts and inclinations of the 

Puritan faction), not only did he declare ih.t it still, 

in origin, remained viith the people; but he effectively 

scotched the argument that Jsmes would sav nee th-t, as it 

were, God had chosen Jam OP partlculwrl: to exercise po-ver 

as, ag iIn as it were, G. d*s particular vl<»#-reganfc on 

14Franclseo Suarez, De logibug ac Deo ie^ls^.atore, 
1612, Hoi. II, Book III, Ch.*"^ p.'''b737^nTCoi\i, J..mop 
Brown, ed., The Classic^ of intern* ilont + J->.'. , a>omotions 
from three ^Qrka,' tfPF7vrZT~Fr;r*.,t,Gn, 1&14. 

15Fri.noisco Suarez, ibiu., p. 373. 
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the English pert of the earth. 

••...the pov/er of political dominion or rule over 
men has net been granted directly bj God, t<- any 
particular human individual."16 

Kot only Is this so, but it would seem that the 

extent of governmental power would be far aore limited than 

It presently was, if one were to study effectively to dis­

cover the area of political activity, pertinent to those 

who have, by one wny or another, charge of the community. 

To flo this, one must have a due regard for tin ends to 

which political communities tvere instituted. 

"The multitude of man-kind should,..., be viewed 
from another standpoint, that is, with regard to 
the special volition or common consent, by which they 
are gathered together into one political body... for 
the purpose of t*ldin& one another in the attainment 
Of t single political end."17 

This proclamation would, indeed, if followed, have 

d profound effect on the tctivltles oi the xin^s ana ^rei t 

ones of this earth, since it would no longer be James* pre­

rogative, or the privileges of Parliament, or anything else, 

but rather an honest attempt to satisfy tm.1 in their needs 

and desires. However, one fe^rs th.t SUCJ: an interpretation 

would be ^leasin^ t o neither of tjue great reus of contes­

tation, the royv»l or tho parliamentary. 

It must not be imagined that the Jesuits »<ere, in 

16JTsnclsco Suarez, op. clt., p. 374. 

17lbid*, p. 374. 
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any uodern sense, dea-ocrats. On the contrary, they *rero 

true sons of their tL as, which consider mon .rchy, within 

due and prescribed lir. ts, the very L'est Ar:, of coverau.ent. 

This they Lxnd received rrom St. Thomas, .xc his ...r̂ uiaent 

from unity* However, tho Jesuits were not bi&>ted on the 

subject. For whixe monarchy is the best form of ̂ overa-

ajent, others ?,.ay also be &oou ana useful. 

However, whatever a;ay be said for th^so other foix,s 

of government, Suarez always returns to his task o: iia.it-

ing the great monster of his day, monarchical pov.er. 

The power of the prince is 

"... necessarily... bectovwod up<. n him by tho con­
sent of the community," 16 

It is easy to see why the Kings or Europe should be stung 

to the quick when Suarez announced his corollary to the 

foregoing, since it i-truck at th© very vitals of kingship. 

"Title by succession ... cannot be the primary 
source of this power us it resides in tuo sovereign." 19 

This was truly a doctrine to announce in that d^y, when 

dynastio wars, waged to prove that kin0s had titja to 

such and such a throne, were tho arder of tho day. And 

would, for th-t ratter, oontinue to be auoh lor ionc; yo:. ra 

to coi.e* Lngltind itself v.t.'Ule be troubled par je.-.n. in 

succeeding oenturlos over tat-. ,course of 1'iret-..aCera", who 

lePrunoiBco Suarez, op_. clt., ̂ .. 354. 

lilbid., p. 585. 

http://iia.it
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would profess their enherited rights from th© dethroned 

James II. 

The idea that succession was not the all-important 

feature the people of that time held it to be, ana the com­

panion Idea that a king wtuld, as it were, have t^ e.,rn 

his right to occupy the throne, was very radical indeed. 

It is easily seen why, therefore, when Boiiarmin© 

later echoed this to.' chlng, Jamos I should be wounded to 

the quick* And eharp came hit reply that indeed succession 

was enough. 13o monarch, in effect, need earn his right to 

ruler 

"S»hereunto..., I ^rant Indeed, th~t a wicked king 
Is sent by God for a curse tc his ;sc~le, and e plague 
for their elnnesj but that it is lawfull to them to 
shake off tlu t curse at their owne hand, which God h«th 
laia on them, that I deny, and may so do lustly. 
Will any ueny th t the king of Bsbel was a curse to 
the people of God, as was plainly forespoken and 
threatened vnto th«a& in tho ^ropheele of their eap-
tiutle? And what was Hero to the Christian Church in 
his time? And yet Iei'emy and Paul (as yee Laue ois© 
heard J coiamanded then not onely to obey them, but 
heartily to pray for their well re."&0 

But suare® continues, th. t uncer such circum­

stances (i.e., if the king is actually -tt eking the state, 

with the unjust intention of destroying it uu slaughtering 

the eltisjene), it will certainly be right ant" just to re-

20C.H. liollwalne, op_. cit.. ̂ . 67. 
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sist the ruler, be he prince or king, 

"...even by slaying him if defense can not be 
achieved in any other fashion." fjl 

St. Thomas Is again brought in to prove that 

"...it is permissible to slay a tyrant whose title 
to the throne is tyrannical...", 

i.e., one who has usurped a throne walch does not by suc­

cession belong to him, since 

"...no true majesty resides in hia."sX 

As a aatter of fact, Suarez bluntly warned King 

Jamas I, in his chapter of Lefensio lidel Catholloae. 

entitled "Does the Oath of King James exact More than 

Civil Obedience?" that 

"...even a King who, supreme in temporal matters 
»ay be punished with deposition and sentenced to be 
deprived of his kingdom..." £3 

And here suarez brought in th© indirect power of the Pope, 

although he left the way clear for action even if the Papal 

Office should be busy elsewhere, en the :art of some other 

agenoy. 

"...this power to depose a king may reside in either 
the state itself or in the pope ...I'or Lt re slues in 
the st.»te solely by way of a defense necessary tc the 
preservation thereof..." 24 

SIFrancisoo Suarez, o_£. cit., p. 710. 

22lbid., p. 711* 

23Ibi4., p. 718, 

24Ibld., P. 716. 
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Here Indeed the wound smarted, for it was over 

this set of doctrines thot the royal polemicist, who knew 

his enemies as well as he knew his w&y about Inside the 

bowels of a philosophic! or theological nr^tuent (he'd 

had plenty of experience with a-uon in «co u—-ad} angrily 

replied to Cardinal Bellursine, who 1. ter, in James* own 

tine, re-echoed Francisco Suarez. 

"But ... wh&t shield ... of defence i« reached to 
Kings, to ware or ae.t oif tav t. mot of <. muraerers 
weapon, a m to Sc.ue or secure their Hie? toeing 
the L. Cardinall, building vpon the subtile deuise 
and shift of the lesultes, hath U u^ht vs out of their 
Schooles, that by Kings »ro vnderstood Kinfcs in esse, 
not yet fallen from the eupreame degree LI Coueralgne 
Roy&ltie: For being once uepoeed by the Pope, (say 
t»&e lesultes) they tre no longer kings, out -re i^xien 
free the rights of Soueraigne dignitle; i nd conse­
quently to make strip and «*. at of their blood, is not 
forsooth to make strip and wast of Royall blood. The 
ifasultieall masters> in the ii^e oi thlre words ure 
so supple and so limber, that bj ieauiht, still in 
their speech some storting hole or other, U.oy are 
able by the same, as by a Aosternt ^r baexco re, to 
make an escape." 25 

That James» eagle eye discerned that coalition 

(intellectual, but an alliance nonetheless) which was now 

forming as an answer to his bole claims of Divine Right 

can be witnessed by the following 

"... the maine Article of the Romish faith; and 
th. t i?- the Beaa of the Church of Peters Primaclc; for 
who denleth this aenieth fidem Catholicism saith 
Hill, ratine. That Bishops' ought' to' be in^tht Church, 

S5C.H. Kcilwaine, o$». oit., p* „4o. 
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I euer maintained it ... contrary to the Puritanas. 
and likewise to Beljarmine; who denies that Bishops 
haue their lurlsdlotion immediately from God (But 
it is no wonder he takes the Pyrltanee pt-rt, since 
lesuits are nothing but Puritan-papists.) ... So was 
I euer en enemle to the confused Anarchle or paritl© 
of th© Puritanes, as well as.pe^r©th in ry BASILIKOK 
SOROH.* B8 

The above is, of course, taken from James* work, 

A Premonition to All Most fclghtle Monarches, ICln&s, Free 

Princes, and States of Chrlstandcme.tthe which he wrote 

as a strenuous defence against Cardinal Bel lamina. None­

theless, here he was merely re-echoing the sentistents he 

had expressed previously In his Baslllkon Doron. He had 

there taken up open warfare with the Puritans, showing them 

the same token of wrath as he had expressed to Bellarmine. 

5nat he knew what th© spirit of that party wt.s tending to­

wards is shown by the following ta&en from the Same Baai-

Iikon Doronr 

".., some fierie spirited men in the minister!®, 
got such a guiding of the people at that ti'ue of con­
fusion, as finding th© gust of gouernment sweets, they 
begouth to fantasia to themselues u Democrat!oke forme 
of gouernment: and haulng (by the iniqultie of time) 
beene ouerwell baited vpon the wracke, first of my 
Grandmother, and next of laine owne mother, one after 
vsurping th® libertle of tho time in my long ainor-
itie, setled themselues so fast vpon that imagined 
Deaiooracie, as they fed themselues with the hope to 
become Tribunl plcbls: and so in c popular gouerament 
oy leading the people by the nose, to ue-re the sway 
of all th© rule ... they that were vpon the factious 

26C.H. Mcllmlne, 0£. cit., p, 126. 
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part, were euer c- refuil to perowude a,u allure those 
vnruly spirits among the minlsterie, t„ apouse that 
quarrell as th-slr owne: . ...aoae of taa.x v- ula some­
times «na4^er out well grossely with tne trewth of 
their intentions, informing tu€ people, t:, *t ii 
Kings and frinee© were naturally enemies to the liber* 
tl© of the Church, and could neuer y >tiently be »re 
the yoke of Christ* with such sound aoetrino lea they 
their flcckes." 27 

Here James w. s ca„ tilting twx sort., cf eneral»s, 

the Puritans, ana their Coots allies, 'they th, , were Mt on 

the factious part', the rather rebellious nobles. The 

Scots nobles, be It noted, had ever ueen far less amenable 

to royal discipline than had those of England for ieudalism 

remained axlve in Scotland long tixucr it *«.u *,&oome mere 

dead form south of th© border. 

Nothing, it may perhaps be here remarked, woulu 

have suited James better, in xia own a©, rex lor allies 

(he h-o sent hi*> A Premonition to &J! taa secular rulers 

of Europe not so much, perhaps, to defunct himself as to 

secure assistance by showing the other ceeuiar rulerx that 

they faced the sa e danger* a© he) than a Cener-l or 

oecumenical Council of the Church. Th© strategy here would 

have been to so manege things as to legitimate the seizure 

of ecclesiastical power by the secular , lau-ces au, thur ^ut 

an Oecumenical Council's decree between hi. self <.nd the 

Jesuits. That the sohem© w..s of this nature is manifested 

fc7C.H. Mcllwaine, op_. oit.. p. : 3. 
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by hia condition that 

"... all tne incendiaries ana Jlouelist fire­
brands on either aia© being debarred from the same, 
as well lesuites as Purltanes." £8 

But Suarez* doctrine reaches not xierely to the 

tyrannt who, having aelaed a throne which aic ^ot oexong 

to him by right, was ruling tyrannically, on tho con­

trary 

"If, then, a lawful iiing ia ruling In a tyran­
nical fashion, If the state finds at hand no other 
means of calf-defence than the ©xaulsion or ueposltion 
of this king, the said state, acting as a vnole, un& 
in accordance with the public and general deliber. tions 
cf its communities and leading men, may depose hiin."£S 

Thus could the Puritans have anowered Charles 

Ctuart when, on January 21, 164$, ae a ^ i xai'ors them in 

Westminister Hall and asked, in answer to his accusers, 

"Then f~r the law of tuis xtaad, I am x*.. xess con­
fident, that no learned lawyer will affirm that an 
impeachment can lie against the kin^, txey ail going 
in his name; and one of their maxims is, th- t the 
King Can do ao %rong. Besides the law -ut.on which you 
ground your proceedings, must either be olu or new: if 
old, show it; if new, tell whet authority, warranted 
by the fundamental laws of theland, hath made it, and 
when. But how the House of Commons ĉ n erect ^ Court 
of Judiciature, which w~s never one itself (i.s is well 
known to all lawyers) I leave to Cod ana tho world to 
Judge."30 

Thus Charles I, in The Kind's Lessons xor Dec­

ree.H. Mcllwaine, op_. oit., p* 151. 

svrrancisoo suarea, Dsfenslo Fidel Cathollcae. 0&. cit., 
p„ 718. ~ 
30S.B. Gardiner, Constitutional Documents. No. 73, p. 285. 
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lining The Jurisdiction of The High Ccurt of Justice. 

Had Charles only known it, however, he bed aire.ay been 

given an anjaaer, im& by his neat oelebr ted opponent, 

Oliver Crc-i well. The latter t> d written „is now-f • cus 

letter to 'Dear Robin', his youthful friend who, tae King's 

jailer, had ezprecsed qualms ^bout the neatness of the 

cause. In his letter to Colonel Hobert Hammond, orom-

weli defended his actions (for by now Parliament's actions 

were ret^iy Cror, well • a I against Hummonn's scruples: 

"...Thirdly, Whether this Army be not c. xuwful 
Pov er, C--lied by God to Oi^ose no fi^at -^oinst 
the King u^on some stated grounds j mu beinu in 
power to pneh ends, may not o, t ose one Home of 
Authority, for th^ae ends, as well as another Name, 
- since it was not th© outw rd Authority su... oning 
them that by its power m de the quarrel lawful, but 
the quarrel was lawful In itself."31 

Thus Cromwell put into Lis o.n terms the aargu-

mer ts v*hich Suaiez had uaed belore him, x.&., the ouurrel 

w^s lawful by, ur it were, natural right. J'or the Puri­

tans in Parliament (or Cromwell, which v.ould taxount to 

tho same thing) had, in thoir Charge Against The Klngt 

accused Charles Stuart, now their prisoner after the long, 

bitter, internecine war, with 

"All which wicked designs, wtrs, ana evil ir c-
ticea ol him, tho cai_ Ca moc utu-rt, .. ve oen, 
und , r* carried on for tax advance oat a^o û holaitj*, 
of i personal interest ^f will, .o,er, uHo re-
tended prerogative to hlmee^i and his f-^iiy, ..*-
gainst the puoxic Interest, co.x.on rifcht, _ioerty, 
Justice, and i. ©ace cf the \ eo^Ie oi thia n; tion, by 

aiThomes Corlyle, on,, clt.. r_rt IV, setter LiOJCv, 
p. 3V2. 
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and from whom h© was entrusted as aforesaid."32 

And it was to this, then, th.- t Junes' precious 

prerogative came, when it ̂ et head-on under the evid­

ence of hi:, son, Chniues, with the entrenched ;oa;r 

cf the bourgeoisie, the 

"...proud Purltones, claiming to their Paritie, 
and crying, %'ee are ail but vile vvora.es, -aaa yet 
will iudge -Jno bIve Law to their iaing, but will 
be ludged nor controlled by ncne?*33 

as the royal father had obliquely prophesied. 

And thus was Charles done to death, as cer­

tainly the direct result of the teaching of fluarez ond 

his companions to the following effect: 

"...(the persons entrusted with...) oo indeed 
possess the povxr to deprive tho aald king oi ais 
realm even by slaying him, if no other Leum all. 
avail." 34 

as otherwise the direct result oi any teaching Indig­

enous: to the Precisians. Thus Suarez sufficed for the 

purposes cf the Parliamentarians since they declared: 

"For all which treasons ana cries... this 
Court {a truncated and malformed thing, now 
Cromwell ..ud purged it) doth aajudc,e th t he, 
the said Charles £tuurt, .6 a tyrant..., and 
public enemy to the good people of this n.tion, 
shall be .-ut to ceath by the aev-erin^ of ;d-
bead from his body."35 

32S.R. Gardiner, Constitutional Documents, Mo. 
?g, p. 884. 

33C.H. Mcllwaine, oj>. clt., p. 36. 
34Fra.noisoo Suarez, Defensio Pidei c^tholicae, 

op_. clt., p. 718. " — 

35S.R. Gardiner, Constitutional Locux-nta, 
No. 74, p. 286. 

http://vvora.es
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Thia was the ultimate result of Suarez words 

"The question... iu s to do ... v.ith ic.v.ful 
princes who rule tyrannically ... and ... (the 
King of England) ... is regarded b,, us as one 
of this group of lawful sovereigns."38 

It mutt not be i agined th*t the xurit~nr a.iv, the 

indirect rover of the Pope in « light .ny wort ;©ree-

abxe than did J mes or Cherioa, -LCIA ruyai opponents. 

For, of course, different ret sons, Jtmes hxted the 

theory for his Prerogrtive*s welfare. The Purltuns 

im.tec it (and thoae who i ut it It. aware, ie. th© 

Jeauits, for cp cu i,je«sure) f-r religious reasons. Ana 

yet the writer oeiievei ther-. w>.s another reason for 

their hcte. And that reason was, of course, tht com­

mercial reason. 

Per the indirect } ower oi the Pope would, if 

put Into practice, unbalance the whole set-up of Pro­

testantism, whether rcyad or cor...en. To the question 

"Do Kings have Supreme To<er in Civil Aflairo?", Gu&rez 

could answer: 

"...temporal doeinion with airect jurisdiction 
of a civil ra.turo over the ^Aole church a a not 
necessary for t.iu sjirltu.l gavarnmant c: tho 
church..."37 

And yet this was bait need by the st .tement that the 

36Frfctncisoo Cu^rcz, lefeaaio Ildel Cath-'licae, 
on. cit.. F» 716." 
""*" 37Ibid, P. 67V. 
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pox.er of the popes was supreme, albeit indirect: 

"...such sovereigns are as truly the sheep 
of Peter as are all ether (members of the flock) t 
neither does their temporal dignity nor their 
temporal power render them immune from the lorce 
of the said papal power..."38 

This then was the papal power, as put forth 

by th© Jesuit philosophers. And the Jesuit Order as 

a whole was most implacable in maintaining the truth 

and undiminished force of this doctrine. And con­

sidering the effect this doctrine wull x.ave on a set 

of commerclulists, it is easy to see why they woulo 

care for it net at all. For th© very basis of a com­

mercial nation rests upon that without which oo?.* eree 

would not be possible - trust* It is therefore one 

of th© first of the virtues to be put forward by any 

group which interests itself primarily in business and 

Industry. It is precisely, in short, the Calvinist 

virtue. It is also therefore the one virtue which all 

vrith whom that group deals must have. And if it does 

not possess that virtue, it is necessarily the enery 

of the first group. Cromwell ia1 our witness here. 

"...Make any peace with &ny State th« t is Popish 
and subjected to the determin- tion of pome and (of) 
the Pope himself, - you are bound and they - re 

3©?ranciaco Suarez,, Loifchaio ll^ei, Catholics. 
op. oit., p. «S». 
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loose. It lr the pie.-euro a tic xOpe L t any 
tir.e to tei* you, Th..t thou,vn tic ban ii „,u„ -
dared, yet hit o.uraerer has got into the sanctuary! 
And equally tru- it it,..., TL t ire. ct ii but 
to be kept so long as the Pope salts. Atuen to 
it. - V.e h, vo not now to ac with ^ny Popish 
State except Prance: and it Is certain that they 
do uot think themselves under auch <* tie to the 
Popej but think theuselvec at liberty to per­
form honesties with rations in ^reexxnt ,.ith 
them, anc protest against the obligation of such 
a think as ... breaking ^our word at the Pole's 
bidding. ... there Is no other Popish State... 
but will break tlu ir proaiae... - bein^ under 
the lash of the Pope, tc b© by aim determined 
..."3® 

It rdght, having viewed Crcaiweil's woroa, 

be interesting tc note that, f.r once, the royul 

Jaxies had at one tine ana earlier in the century, 

been in the saj>»e camp. 

"...like that Caeca obedlentls whereunto ell 
the lesuits are eworne: ».»th*.t uuix of Alieg-
lance, grounded vpon thwir £k turall Oath; vhich 
though at their taking it, they confessed they 
did It out oi conscience, ^na as obliged there-
unto hy their natural! duetiei yet now must tuey 
forsweare It egaine, for obedience to tho Popes 
command; to whose will their conscience and reason 
must be blindly ouptiuatod. And who euer denied 
this absolute power, might neither buy nor sell; 
for nc man wo® bound to Keepe any f..ith, or cb-
serue tmy olulll contracts with Heretikes: yea, 
to aequiuoeate hd commit periury towards theiu, 
is a iawfull thing in a Catholike."40 

Thus Hie Scots and English Majesty gives us 

the benefit of hie theological learning nna instruc-

SOThOEjaa Carlyle, ©j>. cijU,p. 69. 

40C.H* Meu^ine, 0£. ci&., p. 144. 
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t i o n . 

All of which tdvice and opinion on the part of 

these two learned theologians Is x,oat interesting, a 

since their advice is, in eooie respects, dealing with 

the nature of trust and credit, the which are octuuer-

cial, net theological, virtues. And yet in the raaixa 

of th^ economic, the Puritans were no xiore behindhand 

in borrowing sympathetic ideas than they had been in 

the matter of political ideas. It is this which makes 

the whole matter so interesting, this idea-theft. For 

even when th© Puritans despised a group cf people, (as 

they certainly did the Jesuits}' they hesitated not at 

all to steal their ideas. On© of the authorities cited 

In the preparation of this thesis mentions the fact 

that Bellamiine wrote, not entirely so &uch against th© 

royal position In Europe, as he did to afford an antl-

41 
dote to Calvinism.' That is, Bellarxine'e works were 

first of all, snti-Calvinistlc. If that is so, then 

we have here a very Interesting development, indeed. 

For Bellarfeine*s ideas were taken by the Puritans 

(English Calvlnlsts) and used by then against the 

King, whb, although absolutist and also non-Posian 

Catholio, was yet a grea.t deal closer, religiously 

41Kathleen E. Murphy, trans., De Laicis by 
Robert Belldrmine, New York, Pordham, 1^28, pT "6, intro. 
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speaking, to Bellarxdne ana the rext of tut? Jo^uit^ 

than ever v-ere tne Lnglish Clviniats. 

So here to is an example of -n lc.ee-theft In 

this line of toonc-iaics developed by tnc Jesuits, 

Thus, the j.ain burden of -chit, part of uia troidc is 

not neraly the tcce, tones by the Puritans- •-£ t̂ u 

Jesuits** political theories. Inceoa, oiiuix is ,.. i-r 

Cb^ior al^nilicence than . ore u^ranniciue aoro. lids 

deeper al^ajj Icanco â  be u.n oa î u a dhLo. oot. een 

the Jesuits A tno .do „ e Cit re. ConLito^iX iu t 

this cic.se In Ir-nce, the low Countries, u. i ;uu.tiia 

h-.u t vidly aeixea û -on Calvin's tutiChux̂ s union ̂ ad 

bolaly accepted Interest, not ^s v dan^er^uu thm 0 to 

be iorbidden, as tho Medievals had U.ught, but r~ther 

as an integral *art of the neceosities of GO1: erce, it 

is not surprising th-t they should do^ »...ve seized 

with oaual avidity upon the Jesuit'a tnaory of society, 

wherein they .scribed to tho p^ciai Caatr OL l,^> ^rowth 

of property. It is not too tauch to say, 1 believe, that 

the Jesuits ascribed the whole erection of the ctate to 

property. 

"Cut '-.1 t h e ortpahiv '- t ion 'i '• }<a oa u.a»u„ -arose 
the l n s t i t u t i u n c f , r i v . t e a o p e r t y . nri \,a J t h in 
g e n e r a l . " 42 

42Juan de Mariana, Bp_. cit., p. 1*7. 

http://lc.ee
http://cic.se
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It I© eeeily seen th^t a preacnaent of this 

natute would necessarily iaaply, to the casual reader 

(or indeed, tc one who aesired at amy cost to buttress 

the position of property - gainst the onslaughts of ar­

bitrary power) the necessity of the servitude on the 

part of the st*-te to that purpose for which it was in­

stituted, namely the protection of property. 

The Puritans were not, I believe, unwilling to 

accept this interpretation, although they be no means, 

at least in theory, acceptec it xxi u*x *ts naked 

potentialities* 

Kor did this Idea itself possess, for the Jes­

uits theta&elves, those same potentialities for econo­

mic eav&gery* with its jungle aoraltiy which later 

a&e» &ight, unbeknownst to themselves the origin there­

of, icake of the idea. This fact will be brought out 

e little later in the thesis, less harm should be aone 

to the Jesuits by a oareless reading of their philo­

sophy. 

Before he continues, the writer vvouid 11K© to 

make clear that he by no lueans «ooepts webber's thesis, 

(a© has been mentioned before} which Is th' t the evils 

of tfceage of Laissesj-faire, the lessening of the moral 

conditions of economic life, could be L-scrioed to the 
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impact of Calvin*s Immediate doctrines. On the con­

trary, he agrees with ^u^ney that these conditions are 

are not entirely to bs shelved on Calvin's door­

step, but rather to what later and lesser &en î ade 

of these teachings. 

It should not, of ooursa, be overlooked that 

it was Calvinism which re-aujustaa tu« «.~r«l sohe&e, 

placing the economic virtues first and assigning to 

charity the position of s Cinderella. Nonetheless, it 

is no part of the desix*© of the writer to tda further 

burden to those the Genevan already carries in his­

torical literature. Still less is It his wish or in­

tention to shoft any part of those unto the shoulders 

of the members cf the Society of Jesus, pur neither 

did they, as can be seen by a swift glance at Broderick^s 

work, lessen the force of the Church's teaching where 

usury or interest were concerned."*3 

For the Jesuits, and Mariana in particular, 

taught that 

"...the object of wealth is the service of the 
general good, ... and not the service of thein-
terests or the pleasures of individuals."44 

end 

•Will • » Wn**%M^»uWw niwW>WWWMW» 

43Jamea Broderiok, The Economic Morals of the, 
J e s u i t s , London* W o r d University Press, 19^4. 

44Juan de Mariana, ojg* oj t«. p. 176. 
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"Only unbridled and . ad greed arrogate to It­
self what Cod has given to all,*."45 

That the Puritans were not unaware* eitner, of 

the existence of the necessity for morality in econo­

mics can be instanced by the followingtnotes John kin** 

throp isade of a sermon preached by John Cotton on the 

morals of tradet 

*I# A m&ti may not sell above the current price, 
i.e., such a price as ie usual in the tine ana 
place, and t*s another (who knows the worth of ohe 
commodity) would give for it, If he had oec sion 
to use It.** 

2. when a man loseth in his cowtaiodity for 
want of skill, etc., he a*ust look at it is hie own 
fault or cross, and tust not lay it upon another. 

3. Where a &an loseth by casualty of set..,. 
it is a lose cast upon hiiaaelf by providence, and 
he &ay not ease himself of it by casting, it upon 
another.». 

4. A men may not aak any jaore for his coa-
siodity than hie selling price, as Lphron to Ab­
raham, the land 1® worth thus much." 

It i® without question therefore that the Puritans 

accepted th© medieval doctrine of tho just price. 

nevertheless, as in every religion, there were 

within the Puritan party some, especially of the aristo­

cratic entrepreneurs, who accepted only such of Calvin's 

doctrines or Mariana's teaohmgs h.h *>w>i*v«d their pur­

poses. Of none was this more true than of Lord Warwick. 

45Juan de Mariana, uju oit., p. 177. 

46Samuel kliot Morison, op. cit.. p. 161. 
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for it was this noble who formed one of the most im­

portant of the links in the liasion between the aris­

tocrats ant< the Puritan bourgeois. 

Yet such was the necessity ol the Puritans for 

intellectual sympathy that they v.ould accept, appar­

ently, even such a writer as Mariana, who supported 

hi® position against the sovereign's tasting power 

by an appeal to the Pope hii telf, who was, to the 

Puritanl, the veritable Anti-Christ. 

^A king, who imposes taxes without thw consent 
of the people not only acts in a spirit of violence 
and tyranny, but A so Incurs the exeuBiaiunictlGn 
threatenou by the Bull Coena Doreini*n47 

It was not Mariana, however, with his overtones 

of papal displeasure, who wt-s chosen to sponsor the 

Puritans' outburst against the King's attack on their 

purees. On the contrary, it was Suarez who wts se­

lected by John Pym and the occasion was the Parlia­

mentarian's attack on Dr. Manwarlng. This man was a 

Laudlan prelate who had, unfortunately for himself, used 

Suarez in a sermon to buttress the King *s position 

when he (Manwaring) entered the lists on Charies' be­

half. 

That Pyia knew gusrez well can be seen b;, his 

47Juan de Mariana, op_. cit., p. 125. 
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attack on Dr. Manwaring, who, Pyxi saia, left out parts 

of the Jesuit's doctrine when he (Jlanwarlng) preached 

hia sermon upholding the Sing's rights. 

•"It was secondly observed, that in the 27 page 
of his first Sermon, he cites these v»ords, Suarez 
de i.eaibus. lib. 5, cap. 17. Aooeptationo^ popuXl 
non esse oonditionea necesearlam ex vj Juris 
natural!& ant gentiua>, noou© ex Jurl co&muni,the 
jeauite* adds, ffieeffie "ex anSiguo jure HispanTaei 
which words are xeft out by the loctor, lest the 
Reader might be invited to inquire what was 
antiquuta Jus Hispanjae? ana it -light ix-ve been 
leurneo from the sane Author in another placs of 
that Y.ork, th t about tv.o hundred years since, this 
liberty was granted to the People by one of the 
Kings, th- t no tribute should be L^-o^ou without 
their consent. And the Author adds further, that 
after the Law Introduced "nd ĉ -̂ l "^"d by Custoia, 
the King is bound to observe it. Iroa thia place, 
he tock ccoi ricn to r.».,ke tnla abort uijression, 
that the Kings of Spain, bein^ powerful and wise 
Princes, '̂ould never .,... ve p-rted vdtjj. ,.-ucn a ip-i-k 
of absolute Royalty, if tncy had not found in this 
courre r.ore ;lv>.nt*-we th.n in tht otaor, ...nd in 
the suocess and prosperity of that Kingdom, through 
the valour and indurtry of the Spanish lotion, so 
much advanced since that tiise, do laanifest the 
wisdom of tiut change. 

The third observation of fraud, in perverting 
his Authors, v;ts thxe. In the 20tL P A © ?f the 
first Sermon, he cites taese words out of th® 
same Suarsz, de leglbus, lib. 5. o. 15. fol, 500. 
Trlbuta esse taaxlme naturalia, & prae se ferre 
Justitlam, qui exifaUntur de rebus propriis; 
this he produoeth In prooFof"the just Eight of 
Kings to lay Tribute, fond no ['.on th t re ds it 
doubts* but th<t In Suarez*s opinion, the King's 
Interest .ina Propriety in the Gv^ae of hie sub­
jects, Is the ground of that Justice; but the 
truth is, that suarez in th t Chapter a..d dis­
tributed Tributes into divers kinds, of which he 
calls one £$c&, Tributua reale, and describes it 
thus, 
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Solent ita yjocarl Tpen;;lpnes lUue^a onus., exduntur 
rê ib'us &"'prln^ exteria k atori£, gua.e a 
prin'oiplo Ad"J euflten^atlonen 1111s appllo..ta"Tuerunt« 
Ip"al vera" IxT^TeQ&mTT^"aIIis ''e'J aon..runt sub, certa 
penilone annua, quae jure civile canon appellar'e 
solet," qiula'"^rtv,*re^ulu &, le^e yr^escrij/ta erat; 
So that the issue' is, this whl oh Suarez af finis 
for justification of one kind of Tribute, which Is 
no xioro than i Fee-fans of Pent du^ by reaervt -
tion in th© Grant of King's own Lands; the lector 
herein, wore© than a Jesuit, d-. th wreat to the 
justiflcfttion of ail kinde of Triuute exacted by 
Imposition upon tho Goods of txe Subjects, wherein 
the King had no interest or propriety at uxl,n48 

We will meet again with this grant o^ the 

Kings of Spain to their subjects, when ve consider the 

position of the Jesuit philosophy in tho stru^gio of 

th*) American colonists against another absolutist in­

strument - the Parliament of England which replaced 

royal absolutism with legislative absolutism. The 

Americans were to remember the Spanish incident and 

to allude to it in their own defense. 

However, \,e are iniiedlatexy concerned with 

the use the PurlisJEentv rians uade of tne eoonowio 

teachings of the Jesuits, Here there is little or no 

Immediate documentary proof of k.ertinant connection. 

However, may not on© be permitted to place in juxta­

position those teachings and the actions oi! the Puri­

tans, with the suggestion that, overtly at least, 

46Johu Rushworth, ox., clt. Vol. 1, p.598-603. 
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there was a connection? 

Huving learned Fuarez» aoctrines s« well, is 

it by accident th-*t Mariana'f» %?f-?*•<•*£ ^n monopolies 

"..•monopolies do not differ In aubsunce 
from taxes, ana nonce hoed the people's consent." 49 

should be ^arellelea by the Grand Pemonatrance, vih±ch 

inveighed against 

"£7. The monopolies ci s^up, salt, wine, 
leather, see-coal, and in o manner of .11 things 
of most eomvon &xid necessary use.M? §0 

Without wishing to belabor the aurit..na with 

hypocrisy, and yet aesirin^ to deponetr .to that, such 

were the exegencies of revolution, tney willingly ac­

cepted such of the aristocrats v,bo had been foremoat 

in the matter of monopolies, an example of vdiioh is the 

Earl of Holland, who was one of those, as has ^een 

demonstr .ted, who formed the arietocratic-Purito.n 

51 
liaslon. 

This matter of monopolies will always carry 

with it overtones of revolution, since it vas aa a 

direct protest against the lonopolistic avctice of the 

British Last India Company that the colonists were 

later to revolt. 

4$Juan de liariana, op_. cit., p. 1^5. 

SOS.R.Gardiner, Constitutional Dooumentb, Ko. a'7, 
P«lo6. 

51Edward Hyde, op., cit., p. 516. 
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The matter way have been exacerbated a goad ue 1 

by the fact t u t Hyas deciirts th t the Cc thollcf ^ere 

themselves guilty of monopoly, particularly where the 

infamous *Iaudian» soap was concerned. It should not 

be omitted that ârxy Cathoiica, filterscd from poli­

tical activity, had piven their energies to ousineee. 

Particularly they u a beon engaged in cultivating cer-

tain monopolies" In fact, Hyde i aint ins that the 

soap v ith which the London mob pe^tec tno Arohuishop 

of Canterbury wu© of Catholie manulucture. In the 

religious ollisnces OM the tii es, thia ray help to ex­

plain the ease with aaich the PuriV-n txristoor. ts, aj.o 

were themselves guilty of this practice, joined *ith 

the populace in aenouncinp the system. 

Can it not further ue su^estod th t the situ­

ation here described , ay have *• daea further fuel to 

the Puritan's already burning h-tred cf Cathoiica? (It 

is to be noted that Ktaglish Catnollca by no i eana ac­

cepted the Jesuits' teacnin^s, there Dcin^ c severe 

split between many of uhe r-ithful. one party follow-

so the preachments oi un» aoeulc.r „ ritstt, tnd the 

other followed the Jesuitr, esptciolxy in the ratter of 

SfcLdwurd Hyde, ©£. cit.. r . -d9. 
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the Oath of Loyalty exacted by the King.) 

Mariana was, as we have seen, in -wst ro-aveota, 

medievalist in economic teaching, believing 

"...that one's gain necessarily means other's 
lose, ant; that... no one can amass a great fortune 
without injury to others ••-•" §5 

To the Spanish Jesuit, private property was a 

deplorable but necessary ©vil. In the u,oae of taxa­

tion, the eclecticism which would beaot the nimble-

minded Puritan ot'n oast ue demonstrated by saying 

that while they accepted veroatim what abetted them in 

their struggle with th© King, few of thou would willing­

ly accept kariana '& theory that taxation should be 

based on ability to pay. were thut the case, tner© 

would, th© writer believes, Lave been no English 

revolution. 

However, where Mariana proclaimed: 

"High tariffs are harmful...(they) must be 
moderate to encourage and facilitate imports from 
abroad.w©4 

the entrepreneurs, not as yet iuving uiscoverad the joys 

of high tariff barriers behind which to fleece their 

fellow-citizens, would welcome the teaching. In fact , 

the Instance of tonnage «nd poundage aay well ilius-

53Juan de Mariana, o£. cit., p. 85. 

D4Ibid., p. 94. 
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trate the reluctance of the merountili.tf to paj any 

tarlff at all l&t lea&t, to the King). 

"In Michaelmas Term, th© Parmers and Officers 
of the Custom-House seized groat quantities of 
Currants belonging to Mr. Samuel Vassal of London 
Merchant, because he refused to pay an Imposition 
**t Five Shilling & Six Pence upon every hundred 
height of the said Currants ao imported,... end 
shortly after, the Court of Exchequer imprisoned 
the ©aid Sir.,, Vassal for not paying such Sums 01 
Money..., and he could not obtain Eestitution of 
his Goods..*"bo 

In fact, In th© entire orientation of poli­

tical power, Mariana seems to hctv<= &j.uuvcu towards 

the bourgeoisie viewpoint, declaring 

M...the King should spare 10 endeavour to en­
courage c^ , ©roe and t-- make tia.de remuner^ ti\e. ni>6 

In the Grand .Remonstrance, thw Puritans ©mbodieu simi-

lar sentliients, protesting against 

"19. The Book of Pates lately enhanced to a 
high proportion, and auch merchants th~.t va.uld cot 
aubmit to Lheir illegal and unreasonable payments, 
were vexed ^ca oppressed above measure; and the 
ordinary courae of juatice, the com,..on birthri^xt 
of the subject of Lngland, wholly obstructed unto 
them. ... 

28. The restraint oi the liberties of che 
subjects j.n their habitation, trades :na otx.e-r 
interests. 

36. Merchants prohibited to unlade tn-ir 
goods in auch torts o.s ere ior their ev„n u.v.n-
ti.ve, and forced to bring tiiojw to those pieces 
which were ixuch for ah - advantage of the a.ono-

55John Rushworth. o_£. cit.. p. 641. 

56Juan de Mariana, o^. clt., &. -.wo. 

http://tia.de
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U s e r s and p ro j ec to r s . "&^ 

Ph i l i p I I I oeb^sed the Spanish cOi.er coin­

age. As a r e s u l t tfcu ancle na t ion .-ngrily re±.oii-

s t r ted with the Spanish ping. Aa.ong the i r e t c b t a 

w: B v.no by Juan ae l .crlana, vvbo %rote t a t celebrated 

Trac ta tus VII, In a t t eking t^e ...ction. Here he held 

t ha t t 

" . . . In cases of gre t importance, each ta the 
enactment of laws, taxa t ion wia change of coin­
a g e . . . the n; t i on i s higher then th.- king. "08 

And jue t i a Mariana was oupha t i c . l i y (although not 

uniquely) a j . l n a t the deb ,sei ont of tht c dna^e, GO 

oerc dae P u r i t a n s : 

"33 . And not enly p r iv t e in ters ,a t , but a lso 
publ ic i d i t h , h^ve been oroxx< n in 8olzir,b wj the 
coney n„ oul l lon _n the A. i n t , x c ta \ h«. l e King­
dom l i k e bo ae roabed a t once in t h a t aboLdnable 
p ro j ec t of brass iiomey." 59 

57s.R. Gardiner, Cons t i tu t iona l Locuiienta, p . .̂ 

SBJuan de Mariana, Trac ts tus VII . p . 13 , in 
Laures , John, The, P o l i t i c a l Iconoray of Juan De lA.rlana, 
Nevt York, Fordham, 1V&8. 

59C.E. Gardiner, I b i d . , p . 136. 
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That tie loyalist opponent:- ol t. v z urit-n-

Aarllamentarians war© not unaware of this alliance be­

tween the Jesuits* political philosophy and Ae Iuri-

tans can be demonstrated by many citations. 

The one I have selected is notable indeed for 

the oandour vsith which he unblushingiy couples both 01 

these mainstreams oi anti-royal absolutism. 

Too, he was a rather belated opponent, writing 

in 1674. Hovvever, hindsight , s an intellectual coo-

rodity is oheap enough to be possessed in great abun­

dance by both historians and politicians, and may there­

fore be relied Uwon to be expended rdner extravagantly 

by thoie who have a cause to del end, a severs. i-,n to 

^le^&e, or a slncecure to jr^op. 

Henry Poule^, In The History cf ahavdcked Plots 
ana Conspiru.ole&» of our Pretended Saints;. Kepresentlng 

the Beginning Constitution, ana Legions -f the Josultec 

..., gives us a Ooad idea of anat txia avera0e r^ja_ist 

propagandist thought of the inte. l6ctus:_ condition, 

anxioui as he w~s tu ...dd nia bit to txu , ost-iaert ein 

on the Interregnum. 

"Since the Jesuite... hath been thought ... 
somewhat of an actor, in ..* our late aufiorin&s, 
Though, 'tis far from ny intention to throw any 
dirt, either uxon all of thit icciety... or those 
of the Romish persuasion; since experience hath 
proved isany of them to be i en, really practising 
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honesty and loyaltyj ...Ana thtt Religion is 
csoet wlokea, whioh oppoeeth Civil Cbe<. ienee.M60 

Thus this rather extraordinary sentence. And 

yet, Foules thus points out what v,e haa before mention­

ed, that is, the split in the Engaish koinen Cathoiica. 

A part of theix loyally supported tae i:infa, a-n^ ah .red 

hia dangers and battles. Another part, ably captained 

by the Jesuita, said in effect, '; Plague an both your 

houa.es.*, joining neither the one nor theother. 

But despite this neutrality, the Royalists were 

sure that the Jesuits were behind ail the sufferings 

of the English people, ascrioing t- their jaadevolent 

action things which would astound t"h<* J^pults them­

selves, as for example: 

"...And the losce of the Palatinate (if you 
believe Sir SiLuonds D'Lwes) had Its "source from 
their brains..."61 

Thus any stick WOE goou enough to use while 

beating the Jesuits. And any rumour, hov.ever absurd, 

was assured of belief. But despite thi? ioollshness, 

Foules was aware of the inteilectuai axllanoe, as in­

stanced bj his wordst 

"No People rail HA I*O against lot Pope .T.CI a 

60Henry Foules, The History of the wio^od riots 
iondoa, (Printed for Several Subscribers), 1674, Ch. I, 

pljbld.. p. 12. 

http://houa.es.*
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Jeaulte than a Puritan, & yet in their destructive 
Principles of Government none agree more with theia 
... thus {though seeming mortal ene&les) are they 
united to destroy the Civil Power*"62 

Kor was the Restoration writer here cited un­

aware of the groundwork which had been laid by the 

great Jesuit philosopherst 

"...the Rowan C-atholicks bad as much Reason 
k law for their Cun-Powder Treason, as the 
Scotch & Eraellsh Puritans for their many Rebellions 
and »ey*...t as much rejoice, for their delivery 
from the Presbyterian Tyranny, •*., in this they 
aay both shake hands, and cry Quits Brother: 
wnloh hath made s»e smile as often as I bear a 
jxisoipllnariaan rail against the Romanists.*. 
since theaseives have been as guilty..• * « 

Having cited © Royalist as witness, the writer 

now wishes to call In one even ror* o-r «r authority, 

one who wan in at the inner councils of tha conspirators 

from the beginning - William Prynne. 

The extent to which the extre: ists would push 

the doctrines which they h»d,as it were,stolen from 

the Jesuits ultimately caused those who earlier had 

supported the Puritan position to be revolted. 3nia 

state of mind can best be described bj citing th* work 

of Vfllliam Prynne. This man was a Puritan to the core, 

of whom Hyde says: 

6SHenry Ponies, op_. oit.. p. Z4.1-.* 

65TbId., p, 207. 
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"William Pryn, a barrister of Lincoln's Inn... 
not unlearned in the profession o* the law, as far 
as learning is acquired by the esre reading of 
books; but being a person of gre<..t industry, hud 
spent more tiia© in reading divinity; and, which 
•erred th t divinity, in the conversation of fac­
tious and hotheaded divines: and so, by a mixture 
of all three, with the rudeness and arrog*noe of 
his own nature, had contracted a xroud ana veno­
mous dislike to the discipline of the church of 
Badlands, and so by degrees... an ao.ua! Irreverence 
to the government of the state tooj'both of which 
he vented in several ausurd, petulant, and super­
cilious discourses in print.*»64 

It was this Prynne likewise who had persecuted 

Dr. Laud, when that man was fallen from power and rest­

ed (with what little peace inay be imagined, plagued as 

he was by the most vicious sort of religious crlninalsj 

in the Tower. 

Prynne had served his i,asters 'Aell but there 

oaiae, apparently, a ti. e when his usefullness was at 

an end. Being of the Presbyterian party, ne was dis­

placed by Crouiwell and his "ect'-riep nft?r Pride'a Purge 

and found himself securely looked up in the Tower of 

London. That he lodged there uncomfortable, at le? st 

In Kind, can be seen by the fact th-1 he now began 

intensive diatribes against thone he had lately ser­

ved. 

In his pamphlets, he now bitterly complained 

64Mward Uyde, e£. oit*. p. 349-50. 

http://ao.ua
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of the work of the Jesuits, denouncing u»e Croivelllans 

as tho86 a no acted the Jesuit's part well. The fiery 

hute which bubbled In his pertfervid brain la <»ell seen 

in his punphlet, A brief© MHUHTO to tho Preaent Un-

ParjLJoiueat ry JWpC.,. : 

•*..,! held it uy JDuty ... to wriwe my Thoughts 
unto you... without your Fellow Members Advice or 
Concurrence, about the speedy deposing ,-a, execut­
ing of KILG CHAPLLS, your L&wfull Ceverei^ne, to 
plew.se the General Officer's end Gr̂  nd Counceli of 
the Amy who have unjustly uauri eu to "themselves 
the Suprece Authority both of Kin* and Pecliaaaent, 
or rather the Jesuits and Popish PrieEts among or 
neare them, b;y whose~Councells they and you f?re now 
wholly swayed, and whose traitorous Designee you 
really execute, in most of your late Votes > nd 
Actings ...w"l>o 

Prynne proves (to bis own satisfaction at least} 

that 1} this is high treason and, A It violates the 

Oath of Allegiance which <A1 took on entering tee House 

as 2„ex,bers of parliament. 

lie curses ^& efft-ctuâ xy aa A osdble that 

"...damnable Doctrine <.JU Position, that 
Princes which be excoffitnmicde .»nd deprived by 
the Popes, cay be deposed or curdered by their 
subjeots...**66 

And to clinoh the natter, h*» "farther declaims: 

"...let your ccnsclence aetermine wnether or 
not you are acting herein tho Pope*, -.ad Iesuites 
Derive." 67 

65Lord Sowers, APourth Collection oi Lcarce 
ana ynluab-e Tr..cts,London, Cogeh,' 17ald Vol. I, t . 325. 

o6Ibid, p. 327. 

67lbld, p. 3£7. 
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Pierce indignation seethe within arynne's 

hitherto disloyal breast, as he, fo-jaeriy the crea­

ture oi the PuriUns, ralla against his fxruer com­

rades 

"...the Officers and Army, or rather those 
lesuits and Popish Priests, who have over-reached, 
and InntlgLted thox. forcibly tr ^r^^cuie t. ese 
their treasonable Designee..." 

And he concludes: 

"Yihere will you, where will your at. oron-
weiJ, St. Iroton, St. Price, bt. Peters, th t 
fact anc loose c.riu 1 prophet ,* i.a .< rch-lesuited 
Incendiary in these present tumults)ee with 
other grand Saints of the Anay, who now force 
you, the General, the Amy, and th*. whole King­
doms, upon such dangerous Counoels as theee 
..•(by thf? Jcsuites Principles nun Practices) 
...?" 69 

68The Peters referred to is th( t agent cant 
by the saints cf raasachuxetts to aid tic 'Good oxc) 
Cause' wherever possible and in whatever way possi­
ble. L'ay one ra.. rk v.ith soae .no ap_. -.rent cynicism 
that 'St. Peters* had i revlously been vo-ry acceptable 
indeed to our adi.irablc but bed tad uuicnier of the 
royal Charier? 

69Lord goners, o£. oit., p. o46. 
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In thw curious structure of th^ constitution­

al defence which the American colonists ereoted as 

a barrier against the absolute power of Parliament 

(which poi&er had been itself erected by their spirit­

ual forebears against the royal power), the colon­

ists had necessarily to throw themselves on, as it 

were, the mercy of the regal power. 

In 1649, Parliament had obaerveb tba-it (in An 

Act Declaring; England to be a Commonwealth.): 

*'3e it declared and enacted... that the peo­
ple of England, and of all the dominions txnd 
territories thereunto belongin&,..., shail from 
henceforth be governed ... by the supreme au­
thority of this nation, the representatives of the 
people in Parliament...*70 

Therefore the colonists, suffering from the present 

(1763-83) Implementation of this absolute power, bad 

to shift their allegiance. Hitting back at Parliament, 

they declared against 

"The large strides... taken by the legis­
lature of Great Britain towards establishing over 
these oolonies ... absolute rule ..."71 

To make the protest effective, they maintained 

that the colonies had been founded by the power of 

the kings of England, and were therefore dependent 

70S.R.Gardiner, Constitution*! documents, Ko. 80, 
p. hS7. 

71Julian P. Soyd, ed. Papers of Thorns Jefferson, 
1706-77, Princeton, University Press, 1V50, Vol7~% 
p. 1»8. 
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entirely upon him. It was Thoiaas Jefferaon himself 

who was given, as it were, the Job of working out 

the theory of this proposition. 

"Our forefathers...(having emigrated) ar­
ranged themselves by Charters of compact under... 
the same oo/sfnon King, who thus completed their 
powers of full and complete legislation and be­
come the link of union between the several ^arts 
of the empire... *»7& 

And It was therefore, in the American view, only by 

the regal power in conjunction with their -ssrious 

parochial assemblies that they should be ruled. 

fee have, therefore, the <*url̂ i'*» fiction being 

presented in the Declaration of Independence thut the 

colonies were revolting against the King rather than 

against th® Parliament. 

To revolt against George III, the colonists had 

first of ail to: 

1. Establish the fact th-t they had all this ti.e 

really been ruled by the King. 

2. Establish the fact that they had a right tc revolt 

against him. 

Here the greatest confusion abounds. For in 

attempting the first proposition, the colonists, on the 

one hand, struggled to persuade tho world (and, one 

?2Julian p. Boya, ed., 0£. cit., p. 199. 
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feels, themselves) that the colonies were In a sense 

feudatories and yet on th® other hand, they had to 

prove that the king had no feudal rights over them. 

The writer believes that all will easily recognise the 

basic contradiction here. It ic, the reporter thinks, 

the substance of much of Jefferson's remarks on the 

allodieal nature of American land. 

The first step in this business was to dis­

play the various Charters. This the Virginia House of 

Burgesses did in 1765 when it asfciorlelized the 

House of Lords: 

"The privileges Inherent in the persons who 
discovered and settled these regions, oculd not 
be renounced or forfeited by their removal hither 
.»., on th© contrary, it W&P p«»cmr«̂  to the© and 
their descendants, with all other ri^hte ..he 
ls&sunlties of British subjects, by a Eoyal Charter, 
which hath bsen invariably recognized u*A con­
firmed by his Majesty and his predecessors..."73 

Having thUF £.ut their oiaL.s en the Ch rter 

basis, they hud then to defend themselves fror, the 

claims of the King, v.ho would, by the saws Charters, 

be their feudal lord, since the Charter cf Virginia 

put thut colony on the same "aa sis as the lienor oi 

East-Greenwich, a rather unit p-crtant nanor to heve 

the sax;© status ec >. gre>. t colony such < s Virginia, 

73Paul Allen, A History of the American 
Hevolution. €&» !•» p. eJi. 
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t s f o l l o w s : 

"•And" finally, we do for Us, our Heirs* •• Grant 
... all the Lands... TO BS HOLDER of CS,... us of 
our Manor at SfcSt-Greenwlch in the County of Kent, 

in free uid coEJ&on iloccuge., »M74 

Thus King James I, founding the colony In x&OS, to 

his new lieges of j&ierlca. 

Yih&xi rescinded of this fuct of feudalism by 

Hutchinson, together with a strong asseveration of the 

implications inevitable to such a situation, the King's 

vassals of Massachusetts (where Hutchinson uas Lieut­

enant Governor) had nimbly to leap from logic to in­

vective:-
"We trust your Excellency does not r«ean to 

introduce the feudal system In Its .erfaction; 
which, to use the words of ono ol our greatest 
historians, w&s "A state of perpetual w.̂ r, ana­
rchy and confusion,.. In its jrevisions for ... 
order and tranquility of society, extremely de­
fective, etc...."75 

Despite this defective r'r£urerit, tht colonists 

still appear to huve felt that a Charter basis was the 

best foot upon which to stand vdlle contesting Pariia-

cent'e absolute rule. But was thia rxt leaping froir. 

the .-tin into the fire? for if thb„ j-oft Parllacohtiry 

absolutism, Wus it not to be exchanged for royal ab­

solutist? 

74»illiam IlacDonald, ed.t Select Charters and 

VSHezekiah Hiles, 0£. pit., p. 80. 
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"If our government be considered us lxerely 
feudatory, we are subject to the king's absolute 
will, u.nc there is no authority of L ariiaii.ert, 
as the sovereign authority of tr^ ̂ r^tioh 3k.̂ ire.T"76 

John Advias dla not feel tut thi* \* s any 

difficulty. He sustained the fact in hia cherteter of 

Nov-n^us, maintaining: 

w...it follows... thf t he ai.oa.rp *Xing of 
Massachusetts, King of PJaode I aland, Kin<j of Con­
necticut, etc.*, thia is no absurdity at ail."77 

To escape the impasse into which they h. a by 

theao arguments enmeshed theaaelves, It remained onxy 

to justify reoeJlion against an absolute king. There 

»-?ere, it appears, no ready-amde arguments against >crila­

ment-ry absolutist, save only th© r. ther we'k one tx t 

the colonists were not represented therein* The which 

Is no argument against such absolutism at ail, but 

merely the st' tersest th. t they did not help administer 

such absolutism. 

But there were plenty of pr^vwt*1 afc(. inot 

royal absolutism, since the whole husinecss had been 

fought out In the previous century by the spiritual 

} reaecessors of the American revolutioi ia-tc- - the 

Parliaxtontarians. 

?6Hezekiah Nlles, 0£. cit.. p. 91. 

77Chsrles Pranois d̂tuus, ed.. The .iorks of 
John Adams, Boston, Little,Brown, 1850156, Vol. 
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I t would, tho a r i t e r <oxdts, DO f..r n_ re . . r o -

p e r t o say tht- t t h e Americans r e a l l y r e b e l l e d a ^ l n s t 

tho E n g l i s h system then r e v t d e n t , of t h e K ing - In -

I-a.rli anient. Hot t h e King . d o n e , nor the r c r l i d , an t 

a l o n e , b u t t h e K l n g - i n - P a r l i a t i a n t . This neeos only 

t h e b r i e f e x p l a n a t i o n t h t t h e King, by v i r t u e oi 

£,atronfcige ana o t h e r l e s s a l t r u i s t i c : e ans , ;.~s . . t 

t h a t tin,©, a o t merely t h e Chief of s t a t e (as King) but 

was a l s o t h e cr. ief p o l i t i c i a n of tho B x p i r e . 

lord North to Cooper: October 5, 1774 

"His ^ordship (Lord Falmouth) turt b© tola 
... that I hope he will permit ne to recommend 
to throe c: Ida six seats in Cornauii. The terx.s 
he expects are LS,S0O a seat, to wbich I sn 

ready to agree."78 

Thus King George III, working ulthln Parlia­

ment, was a much move powerful king than Ch,ries 

ftuart, who worked without Parliament, since as Black-

stone observes, now it was Perllament which could ao 

no v»rong - th«t Parliament within which George worked. 
"If the iaarlior-.ent will i-ositiveiy en&ct n 

thing to be done which is unreasonable, I know of 
no torer in tho ordinary forms of tho Conctitution 
th>t is vestod with authority to control it."7© 

It was thus as much by the Declaratory Act 

(Parliament's own declaration of supremacy over the 

78Dorti Mae Cx rx, British Opinion ana tho Ameri­
can Revolution, New Heven, Yale University Press, Iii30, 
cl i . iv» p . tea.. 

7«01ftrence Kanion, The I d y u ?o? ce , Bhicugo, 
H e r i t a g e , 1*51, p . 9 1 . 
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American Colonies) as by the Aot for Rescinding the 

Provincial General Court of J>ds&uchusetts in 1774 th^t 

the King-in-Parliaiuent system proved itseii absolute ana, 

sinoe it was against Acts of this sort th- t the Americans 

were goaded to rebellion, we u^y &ay th t tne Americans 

rstilly rebelled against tho Purli.~x.tont. Nonetheless, 

at tho risk of repeating oneself, tae writer .. g&in em­

phasizes that the Americans theoretically reotiled 

against the King. 

Since this was so, it was only m tural th.it the 

rebels could ux.-̂ e us® of precisely the some arguments 

which the old-time Puritans hac uaea ^ .Inst royal ab­

solutism. 

Indeed, Jefferson soulu recall thut 

"A family of Prince© w-s tuen <.n the British 
throne, whose trta,.norp die crlaes .̂gp.iiist t.ieir 
people brought on them,..., th© exertion of thoae 
sacred &nC sovereign rights of punitQxaont, re­
served In th*i hands of the people for cases of 
oxtrei.e necessity, and judged by the constitution 
unsafe to be delegated to any other Judiciature."80 

It is no part of this thesis to attempt to ad­

vance the Jesuit influence ahe«d of the Lockian, just 

as It was no p«-rt either to exclude Calvinistic antl-

rcytxlism in f.vor of Jesuitism in Lngltnd. However, 

http://Purli.~x.tont
http://th.it
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it 1B pert of this work to show that, while the Lockian 

influence is not mlnlr.laed, tht Jesuit philosophy was 

nonetheless present in th© American involution. In 

this view, may not one ask concerning Jefferson's 

statement if it is not almost purely a Jesuit-inspired 

st tement. What, Indeed, was it but the ola Jesuit doc­

trine whieh suarez had expounded? It is true that 

Jefferson may not have known th© source oi hia idea, and 

it is also true thfct the idea itself m..y have unuer-

gone iasny strenge and varied sojourns in th© journey 

from tho Jesuit to the Deist, but the similarity la too 

great to be overlooked. 

Here we trace our thread not from K&rlana to 

Cromwell, but rather froja Bellr<rr.ine to Jeiferson uiui 

George liason. It will be ro; e, bered that 3elian;dne 

btd engeged in i. verbal battle vith King Jaa.es I. 

Jexaes had answered hotly with lever. 1 ismphlots but 

especially with his Basiiikon Doron. of which he was so 

proud that he wrote it in capital letters. It will al­

so be recalled th«t another writer, Sir Robert Pilmer, 

had continued the royalist attack antthe Josuit position 

uith his work, Patriarchs.81 This work had upheld the 

Slfilmer, Sir Robert, Patrlarcha &, Other Political 
V,orks., Peter Laslett, ©d., In Blackweii '3 Political 
Texts. Oxford, Blackweli, 1949. 

http://rhlLv.tA.PU
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by-no% traditional vlow of the Divine Right of Kings as 

a monarchy patterned after the Domination of Adam over 

creation. Another writer, this tlas a Puritan and an 

anti-Royalist, Algernon Sydney, had answered hix. in 

his Discourses concerning govermi-snt.68 

It has been argued tip. t Sydney's v.ork h-d no 

effect whatever tn the, .eveiopment of Jo-fferson'a 

thought. However, the writer feels thet thia is a false 

view. Certain It is that Jefferson knew of Sydney's 

work, since he had a copy of it in his library. 

Sydney it was who claimed, at his execution in 

1683, that 

"...magistrates *ere set up for the ^OOQ of 
nations, not nations for th© honour or glory of 

Magistrates."83 

The which is certainly in complete conforiaity 

with the political philosophy of the Jesuit v.riters. 

It can be compared with Jefferson's aorda of 1774, con­

tained in "A SuM.ary Viow..." that the King 
"...is no more than the chief oificer of the 

people, appointed bj the la<. s end circumscribed 
with definite powers, to aasist in wording the 
grest machine of government, erected fcr tia.ir use 
and consequently,'subject to their superintendence.M 

82Algernon Sidney, Discourses concerning govern­
ment .by.... witn His Letters, Trial. Apology - nd some" 
Memoirs of His Life, London. Miliar. 1765. 

saibld.. p. 83. 

84Julian P. Boyd, ed., 0|>. clt., ch. , p. 
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It is easily discovered here th. t, despite the 

mechanistic overtones in Jefferson'» phrsaeology (which 

might possibly j,rocede, the writer foels, from his 

Deism), the two men, Sydney ano Jefferson, had quite 

identical ideas on the position of tho chief aiâ is-

tr te. 

In Sydney's work, Bellar die la quoted ti-

teneively, juat as he was by Flitter. Sydney declares: 

"Pilx.er. ..thinks it enough to render his 
doctrine plausible to .is own party by joining 
the Jesuits to Geneva unfi coupling Buchanan to 
Doleraun, un oath aaintain the aaice ooGtrine."85 

It might be well here to mention that this in­

tellectual alliance which v.© have seen existing be­

tween the English Puritans and the Spanish Jesuits 

was by no means a fraternal one. The dependence on 

Joauit thought is an irksome one to the gruding 

Sydney, since he declares that tho propositions of 

the "school-divines" are true, but not, hovever, de-

cause they Bay so. 

It remains only to link aiydney to the American 

rebels, since it was through Sydney that aae Aaoric-ns 

ctxt. to know the doctrines cl the Jesuits. It aaa- the 

work of Gaillard Hunt to point out the siailarlty 

8SAlg©rnon Sydney, Discourses concerning govern­
ment, Ch. I, p. 6. 

http://Ai.dP.IC
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of the Virginia una the Lnglish Bills of Rights. Hunt 

declared that the English Bill of Rights was the 

"natural model" of the Virginia declaration. 

"The English Parliament which in 168& declared 
that James 11 had fori sited tho Crown tiia which 
prescribed the conditions upon which i'.illiao of 
Orange was accepted as King, was the prototype of 
the Virginia convention which put Gaorge III off 
the American throne."86 

While this is true, it was George ilason's son, 

writing many years after the American Revolution, who 

noticed that there was yet an essential difference: 

"The famous English bill of rights sanctioned 
by William and l ary on their ascending th© throne 
... is a contract with nobility and royalty, a 
compromise with despotism, in whioh tho voice of 
the people ID heard in a tone of disturbed suppli­
cation and prayer. But in this declaration of 
Sift son *s, nan seems to stand eroct in ail tho 
majesty of his nature - to assert the inalien­
able rights and equality with which he has been 
endowed by his Creator, and to declare txe funda­
mental principles by whioh all rulers- should be 
controlled, and on which ail governments should 
rest." 87 

And thet difference is there, as Hunt later 

points out. For the first three principles of tae 

Virginia Bill of Rights are lacking in tho e..riier 

Bill- And these are: 

1. "That all Bien are by Nature etpually free 
and independent, and have certain inherant rights, 

66Gaill«rd Hunt, Virginia Eeclar^tiun of Eights 
and Cardinal BcilarEine, Catholic Historical Review. 
Vol. HI, 11*19, ft>. m-ses. (Eeprint) 

87Eeaekiah Klles, op. cit., t.. 301. 
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of tohlch, when they enter intc a stute of society, 
they cannot by uny compact deprive or cdvest their 
posterity; namely, the enjoyment of life ana li­
berty, with the means of ac^uirin^ and possessing 
property, and pursuing ana obtaining Lewdness t,na 
safety. 

2. That uii power is vested in, ana consequently 
derived from, the people; th-t magistrates are 
their trustees and servants, and at all tii es a-
menabie tv them. 

3. Th-t government is, or ought to be, instituted 
for he cosjiton benefit, protection ; i,u security of 
tho- people, nation, or community; of -11 the Vuri-
oufs ... forms of government, that is best whioh 
is capable of producing the greatest degree of 
happiness and safety, and is iiost effectually se­
cured against the danger of rialadmlnistr tion; 
and thut when any government shall be found in­
adequate or contrary to these purposes, a majority 
of the cosaaunlty hath an Indubitable, unalienable 
and indefeasible right t© reform, alter or abolish 
It, In such manner as shall be juufe«>d iaost con­
ducive to the public weal•"88 

Here we have four basic impositions: 

1. The idea of natural Law. (Hot of Jesuit origin. 

It ""as ve axer - development <4' Aristoteilan-Thomiatic 

philosophy which Is and was cora:on to cost systems.) 

However, the Jesuits based their philosophy upon it. 

£• The idea cf a Social Contract or {> s the Americans 

phrssed it) a Compaot. This is, the writer believes, 

thoroughly of Jesuit origin• 

3. The idea of Popular Sovereignty. Here we call in 

Suarez: 

3 8 s . I . i iorison, ed. Sources &, Lpovuaents j j d u s -
t r . t i n g the A er ican Revolution, *morc , o'larenaon, 
l*fc3, p . 14*. 
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"Therefore we ? ust sa^ ih t thi£ pov.er, 
viewed solely aocorulng to tho ratUiu A* things, 
reaides not in any Individual r; r> but r ther in 
the whcxe Dvdy of can-kind* "The b ado reason 
...is... the i.̂ ct th it*.. all rien ro born free 
...n89 

Having a&ain quotec this i„ssage from the 

great Eianish philosopher, the writer taics it for 

granted that it is proven tL t „her<y ii an identity 

of uheory here, -t the very -eirt. 

4. The Idea of the Right of Pvevolution. Here a^ain 

we call in Suarez: 

"...I reply th't the private mdiviuual who 
slays e* tyrant."*. does not comit this deed with­
out public authorization, sine© he is acting both 
by the authority of a tacitly consenting state, 
and by the authority of Qod, ;«ho tus granted to 
every man, through the Rstur.-d La-.., tht ri^ht 
to defend hir .self rn, his state from tho vio­
lence inflicted by...a tyrant."90 

And if tyrannicide is right and just, then 

is not also rebellion, under certain conditions, e-

qually right and just? 

It Is Hunt's thesis, and having examined the 

evidence, bcth fcr and against, I ^ inclined to a0ree 

with hlBi, that the three propositions of the Virginia 

Bill of Rights are far r re of Jesuit origin tia n 

they are the mind-children of any of tht other men who 

69Pranoisoo Suarez, De Lo^ibus ao Deo Levied'-tyre. 
Book III, Ch. II, p. 373. 

feOFruaclsco Suarez, Lofenslo Pldel C^thvdioae, It 
ftpostollcl Adveisus AngiiocJiae Ssctae Irrorea, Ik ok. Ivj 
Ch. IV, p. 714. 
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so influenced the political opinions of the American 

rebels* Xramples of these would be Montesquieu, 

Rousseau and James Berg. 

As Hunt points out, iaoatesauieu's work, while 

valuable, is an analysis of aovernsiental machinery and 

nothing more, it put forth no new theories. Jaaes 

Berg*s Political Sisqulsltjons was published in* 1775, 

and so would be much too late for the ground work of 

the American rebellion which was laid long before. 

The two then who did Influence American poli­

tical thinking undeniably were Algernon Sydney and 

John Locke* Both of these drew their inspiration, as 

bas been demonstrfeted In Sydney's case, from the 

Filiaer-Beliarraine complex. 

Hot only, however, on the higher levels of 

rebellious policy were the Jesuit's doctrines still 

used, but on other levels likewise. That the New 

England Calvinistsr had by no means forgotten their 

Puritan-Jesuit heritage is fcvidsncou a,, the Election 

Genaon preached at Cambridge, Massachusetts, by the 

Reverend Samuel Cooke before Governor Hutchinson and 

the Governor's Council. It reads just as If it were 

extracted vihole from Mariana. 
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"...The people, the collective body only, 
have a right, under God, to determine wha shall 
exercise this trust for tht* common interest, and 
to fix the bounds of their authority; &nd, 
consequently, ..., those in authority,*.., are 
accountable to tm society which gave their their 
poltlcal existenee* The is the... natural origin 
... of all ... governsent, the sole end end 
design of which is, not to ennoble a few and en­
slave the multitude, but the public benefit, 
the good of th® people.. • ** 91 

And to dso&onstr te that he w«.s not alone, 

the Beverend Samuel lest defends the position; 

Bl"ro» what has been said in this discourse, 
it will appear that w© are in the mo.y of our 
duty in opposing the tyranny of Gr«>.t Britain; 
for', if unlimited submission is not uue to any 
hua»an power, if w© have an undoubted rl^ht to 
oppose and resist & set of tyrants thut are 
subverting our just righto andprivileges, there 
cannot remain <* doubt in any man,..., whether we 
h&ve a right to resist and oppose the arbitrary 
measures of the King and Parliament; for It Is 
plain to demonstration, nay, It is in a manner 
self-evident, thot they have been and &re elidesv-
oring to deprive us not only of the privileges 
of Englishmen, and our charter rights, but they 
have ende&vored to deprive us of what is uueh 
more sacred... of the inalienable rights that 
the Sod of nature has given us as aen **nd 
rational beings...n 98 

91Saisuel Cooke, Sermon, in Thornton,John 
fodngate, gn. clt.. p. 158* 

SSSsBiuel West, Sermon, in Thornton, John 
V.ingate, on., cit.. p. 36*. 
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Although the foregoing is an extremely inad­

equate unravelling of some of the threads of these two 

historic revolutions, the writer has attempted to a.ake 

it as factual as possible. He has given individual In­

stances, rather than generalizations of these trends,in 

an endeavour to demonstrate aa clearly as possible the in­

stances of definite x overrents in thet t two bourgeois 

revolutions. The writer likewise trlea to parallel the 

two revolutions (which he acknowledges as being only, as 

It were, primary revolutions, thct is to say, ueTely 

first stages of, ag_in as it were, secono*ry revolutions). 

This attempt to establish parallels may indicts some 

basis for establishing the rules which bourgeois revolu­

tions follow. 

On the basis of this admittedly 11 ited study 

(which is a bare portion onl> cf via t aa.s ori&inally pro­

jected), the writer believes he may declare thct tno 

main juechaniccd structure for ail bourgeois upheavals 

must exist in the dissatisfaction of that part of the 

aristocracy, first of all, which iinds t- comnunity of 

interest (or, at least, a bcsis for eoiouion action) vith 

the moneyed class. Thus ae have thy primary iractioning 

of tbe pov»er (aristocratic) class (wnicn ti- uitionaily 

assisted the King in ruling). Ana the- subsequent 
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adhesion of this dissatisfied faction with the money 

(bourgeois) group. Alone they could do little. To­

gether they could overcome all. 

Coupled with this arista-bourgeois mechanism, 

there must go a spiritual jaovement with two facets. 

The firat facet is one which luuet express it­

self in terass of the o&sic spiritual ur^es of the 

lower class, it being this class whioh mill ao the 

fighting (e;en©raled by the aristocracy and provisioned 

by the jsiercantillstB). In the cases studied, these 

spiritual urges took th© form of extreme Protestantism, 

a religious fora which was, on the one hand, a part of 

the alliance between the classes (bourgeois and aristo­

cratic) and,on theother, the rationale within thc-

framework of which both aristocratic . nd bourgeois 

oould find justification, both economic ;no political, 

for their actions. 

The other part of the spiritual will be a 

buttresslnggof the political scheme which the victorious 

party will seek to substitute for that Milch it destroys. 

In the oases studied, this force was Jesuit 

philosophy. In England, the alliance (intellectual) is 

open, forthright, easily discovered and not at all 

reprehensible to those professing it (even though tney 
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were the most rabid Puritans). In America, It cannot 

be historically proven by definite citation. However, 

so much a part of the Zeitgeist was it that a com­

parison of the writings of Jesuit philosophers and 

American rebels shows the similarity of the lines of 

thinking. Similarity so complete is almost the equi­

valent of identity. 

A further point which must be noted is the un­

willingness of the bourgeois to share its neW.y-gained 

power. The laerchant alone nuct have the field, politic­

ally speaking. Thus we see the destruction (as far as 

possible) of the political power of its former ally -

the aristocracy. In England, this neons the destruc­

tion of th© House of Lords. In America, the overthrow­

ing of the entail system is the equivalent parallel. 
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The following citation will, the writer believes, 

establish the faot that *t least fcr x,aay of ahe zaeabers 

thereof, the alliance with religion (with its incumbent 

morality as a direct consequent) was a matter of the 

purest convenience* it may, therefore, be called that, 

rather than conviction. In turn, therefore, the arrange­

ment may be consequentxy termed, wita. justice, an alli­

ance. 

"As governor, he (Captain Argaxl) robbed the 
company with one hand -no the hapless colonlsta with 
the other. ... Ho boldiy fitted out a ship belong­
ing to Lord Rich, und sent an expedition of aheer 
piracy to the west Indies under an old letter of 
laarapue from tb© Duke of Savoy. tohen advices from 
England v.crned Argall tint his downfall w&s Im­
minent, he forthwith redoubled his ielonious dili­
gence. His chief partner in England was Lord Rich, 
who became the second Larl of Warwick in 1619, 
about the tiiae of Argall's return, and aho Is known 
to history in his l..-t©r character as a gre. t Puri­
tan nobieiifn, who served God \«hile he contrived to 
better his estate with both hands by such means as 
troublous tines put within his reach. He was not 
content with small pickings. Rich appears to have 
aimed at nothing less than wrecking the company .and 
securing the land and fc-vernwent cf Virginia. The 
first step toward this WLS to fcet a charter for a 
private or proprietory plantation within Virginia 
which should be exeaa t fron all authority of tho 
company and the colony. This independent govern­
ment v.cs to serve as a refuge fro/:, prosecutions for 
/argall and other piratical agentE, 'aid at last tc 
per sees itself of tho wreck and rou.ainder of Vir­
ginia. The secona step in this intrigue was one that 
could have availed nothing; la uny t—o loas respect­
ful to shadowy technicalities una less*.prone to legal 
chicanery than that of Jaiues I. ... Argall, on his 
arrival (in England), hastened to noiify the company 
that Opechankano, the brother and successor of Pow­
hatan, had resolved not to sell any r.ore land, but 
to reserve it for the son of Pocahontas -..hen ae 
should be tprown. The company charged tha.t thia vvas 
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a ruse to serve the ends which argall, Rich, and 
others had in view. The larger plan miscarried, 
but Argall ... lingered longer than was safe, and 
got away In the nick of tl.e by the aid of Lord 
Rich, who had stood guard like a burglar's ual, 
and who contrived to delay the ship carrying out 
the new governor until a small swift-sailing 
vessel could b-e sent to fetch av.ay jirgi Ii and his 
varied booty of public ana private plunder."! 

lEdw&rd Sggleston, The Beginners oi a ftdtion: 
A History of the Source and' 'pise of the Earliest Lng­
lish Settlements in"America with special reference to 
the life and character of the people. Mew York, 
Appleton, 1896, p. 50-1. 
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ABSTRACT OP 

The Bynamlos of Revolutiont An Attempt to Trace the Essen­
tial Alliances of a Bourgeois devolution; Vdth That of 
Stuart Jtogland and Revolutionary America Serving As 
Examples.l 

The writer has attempted to show thct both of 

these revolutions were of a bourgeois nature, being each 

of them inspired by th© use, on the part of the legltl&ate 

government, of the money or taxation power. The need 

of the legitimate government to use this power rather 

more stringently than usual was occasioned by the fact 

that in each case great debts had accrued as a result 

of military adventures with foreign powrp. The result 

of this stringency was that the taxing power made it­

self felt where the bourgeois or middle olass was con­

cerned. This, in turn, was unfortunate because the afore­

said middle class has, historically speaking, been very 

articulate, possessing in a high degree the instruments 

needed to place Its grievances before the public eye and 

being in no wise reluctant to do so. 

The middle class having determined to raise the 

standard of revolt, it was necessary for it to disoever 

allies for Itself. 

Because of th© peculiar conditions attending 

IPh.D. Thesis presented by Vdlliam Clarkin, in 
1952, to the Faoulty of Arts of the University of Ottawa, 
200 pages. 
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the financial standing of the aristocracy at that time, 

in both cases thb aristocracy was, as it were, fraction-

ed into two groups. In this disunited stede, one of 

the two groups was attracted, in each case, to ad­

here to the cause of the bourgeois. To do this, it 

left the position it had historically maintained, that 

of siding the legitimate government to rule the nation. 

In exchange, it received a share in guiding the revolt 

and another potential share in the rewards resulting, 

should the revolt be successful. 

In both cases, however, the dissident aristo­

cracy wes ultimately cagt off by th« victorious bourgeois, 

which, zealous for its own power, stripped the aristo­

crats In each case of their peculiar status. In the first 

case, th© House of Lords was destroyed. In the second, 

the peculiar system which upheld and preserved aristo­

cracy in America, entail and primogeniture, were over­

thrown by the bourgeois. 

The writer has attempted to trace the parallels 

between these two revolution in some detail, being as 

factual as possible. Nowhere has this been r-ore so than 

In tracing the most vague and at the some tiae the x.ost 

substantial of the alliances which the middle class 

arranged. And that was the one set up with the religious 
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element. Here the alliance was one between, on the 

one hand, the aristocrats and the Rierchants, and, on 

the other, between these two groups and the Purituns. 

The definite instances of alliance cited were 

the erection of th% Massachusetts-Bay Company, a purely 

coiawercial enterprise, into a uurexy ifej.ig3-.-us enter­

prise, its nature being finally to act as a place of 

refuge to the dissidents of whatever class, and also 

the Grand Eemonstranoe. This latter acted the part, in 

Ingland, which the granting of religious ireedom to the 

Baptists in Virginia played in the American Revolution. 

There was, in addition, the citation of the Hoot and 

Branch Petition, which made the alliance formal, as it 

were. 

Finally, we come to a consideration of the over­

all political philosophy which motivated the rebels in 

both revolutions. And here the writer has considered 

the intellectual alliance which appears to have existed, 

nelle, veil*, between the Puritans and the Jesuits. 

Because of the peculiar <.nd unique poltica.l position each 

group took in relation to the Kiiia; c*nu nwy«d. Absolutism, 

each found itseif, to sous extent, in the other's camp. 

To the extent, then, that each used the argu­

ments ap ertaining to the other, this o&a al-dance exist-

http://ifej.ig3-.-us
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ed. They both of them, imi..ediutely in England and very 

much leter in America, assumed positions very proximate 

in matters of political philosophy .-and economic philoso­

phy. Thus far, and admittedly no further, did the 

alliance pertain. 

The writings of Mariana, Suarez, and Beliarmine 

were cited as examples of tho anti-Divine Right of Kings 

dootrine3 which the Jesuits upheld. Both John Pym and 

William Prynne are cited as instances of the Puritans 

acknowledging at least some connection v.ith the Jesuits. 

In the caae of America, no direct connection can be dis­

covered. Therefore, tha writer had to prepent the caae 

for the similarity of situations and therefore a simil­

arity of argument. The arguments being similar, the 

possibility strongly exists that the source was the same, 

with the Axierioan rebels as with the Puritan rebels. 

To prove the truth of at least this, the writer 

has used Algernon Sydney as a citation, considering him 

to be a link between the Puritan rebels ana the Avierican 

anti-royalists. 
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American Revolution, Four Essays in American Colonial 
History, New Haven, Yale University Press. 1924. 

Bassett, John Spencer, The Relation Between the Vir­
ginia Planter and the London Merohant, Anerlcan Historical 
Association Report, - 1901, Vol. I, p. bbI-73. 

Becker, Carl Lotus, The Declaration of Independence. 
A Study in the History of Political Ideas. New York, 
liar court, Brace, lfcfiE.'' 

Chalmer, George, An Introduction to the History of the 
History of the Revolt of the American Colonies, being a 
comprehensive view of it's origin, derived from the state 
papers contained in the public offices of Great Britain. 
Boston, Monroe, 184s, Vol. I, (Two Vols. In one}. 

Clark, Dora Mae, British Opinion and the American 
Revolution, New Haven, Yale University Press, 1950. 

Cooke, John Eaten, Virginia, A History of tho People, 
Boston, Houghton Mifflin, 188S, Sixth Id. 

de Lancey, Edward F., ed., History of New York during 
the Revolutionary Yfar and of the Leading Events in the other 
polonies atihwt Period by Thoxsas Jones.Justice of th^ 
Supreme Court of that Province. New York, New York Historical 
Society, 1879, Vol. I 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Duer, Wi.:llam A., Th© Life of willla* Alexanoer. Larl 
of Stirling; Ma.1 or Generrl in the /rroy of the United States, 
during the Revolution, wjUi selections a rex his Correspondence. 
New York, Wiley, New Jersey Historical t>oolety, lb47. 

Eaton, Clement, A History of tho old South, New York, 
Kacmillan, 1949. 

Iggleston, Idward, The Beginners of a Nation. A History 
of the Source and Rise of'the"'Earliest English LeLtlenenCs 
in America with special reference to the Life end Character 
Of the People. New York. Appleton* 1696. 

Ellis, Geo. S., The Puritan ido in laaoscohusetts, 162%-
85, Boston, Houghton Mifflin, lSPlV * 

Harreli, Isaac Samuel, Leyallem in Virginia. A Thesis 
In History, Philadelphia, University of Pennsylvania Press, 
1S26. 

Hendrick, Burton J., The Lees of Virginia, Boston, 
Little, Brown, ll.35. 

Howison, Robert R., A History of Virginia from its 
Discovery and Settlement by feurbpcans' to The Present Tlu.e. 
Richmond, Drinker & Morris, 1846, Vol. II. 

Hunt, Gaillard, Virginia Declaration of Rights <ana 
Cardinal Bellarmine, Reprint fn; the Catholic Hiitorioal 
Review, Vol. Ill, (1S17), Pp. 276-289. 

Hutchinson, Thomas, History of the Province of 
Massachusetts-Bay, from the year 1750, until JuneT 1774* 
London, John Murray, 1828, Vol. III. 

Jameson, J, Franklin, The Axaerioan Revolution considerod 
as a Social Movement, New York, Siith, 1950. 

Johnson, Alien, ed., Dictionary of American Biography. 
Nov. York, Scribnors, 1&28. 

Kelly, Alfred H., and Winifred A. Idrbison, The American 
Constitution. Itc Origins and Develo.cient. New York, korton, 
1948. 

Lossing, Benson John, ed., Harper's Encyclopaedia of 
United States History. New York, Harpers, 1S05, Vol. II. 

Llcllwaine, CH., The Ax.erlcan Revolution, A Coastitution-
al Interpretation, New York, Macmiilan, I £23. 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Miller, John C , Origins of the American Revolution. 
Boston, Little, Brown, 1943. 

Monlson, S.2., Builders of the Bay Colony. Boston, 
Houghton Mifflin, I53od 

Sohaff, B.S., The Beilarmine-Jefferson Legend and the 
Declaration of independence, a Paper read before the American 
Society of Church History. Dec. 27. 1&S6" (Reprint) T 19£7 

Schlesinger, A. M., The Colonial Merchants & the 
American Revolution, 1763^TT, New York. Columbia' University 
Press, 1818. 

Thorn, VdT., The Struggle for Religious Freedom in Vir­
ginia? The Baptists. Baltimore. Johns Hopkins Pressr 1600. 

Tyler, L. G., The Cradle of the Republic, Jamestown 
and James River. Richmond, Hermitage Press, 1906. 

Van Doran, Carl, Benjamin Franklin. New York, Viking, 
1*38. 

Van Tyne, CH., The Loyalists in the American Revolution, 
New York, Sruith, 1929. 

Wertenbaker, T.J., The Planters of Colonial Virginia. 
Princeton, Princeton University Press, 192.?.,, 

Primary Sources - England 

Baxter, Richard, The Autobiography of Richard Baxter, 
being the Rellfluiae Baxterlanae, Abridged from the flllo 
(1696), London, Dent, 1925. 

Brooke, Lord, Robert Greville, Discourse openingthe 
Nature of that Episoopaoie. which is pr^rplsed in England, 
Faoaitdle Reprint. In Halter. Via., ed.. Tracts on Liberty 
in the Puritan Revolution, 1638-47. Vol. II, 1934, p. 35-163. 

Carlyle, Thouas, Oliver Cromwell's .otters and Speeches 
with Elucidations, Vol. I, II, Boston, Dana Estes, ±601 

Coates, V>'.L.,ed., The Journal of Sir SU.onds b*lA.es. 
from the 1st reoess of the Lor̂ , parliaa.ex.t to the withdrawal 
of King Charles from London, Haw Haven, Yale Dnlver:ity aress, 
164li. 

Firth, C.H., Stuart Tracts, 1603-93, Nov; York, button, 
1903. 

http://lA.es


BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Foulis, Henry, The History of the kicked Plots & Con­
spiracies of Our Pretended Saints representing the Begin­
ning. Constitution, fc Designs of the Jesuits, with the Con­
spiracies. Rebellions. Schisms. Hypocrjsie, Perjury. Sac-
rlledgef Seditions and Vilifying Hugour of some Presbyter­
ians proved by e series of Authentick Examples, as tney 
have been acted in Great BrTEfrain From the Beginning of Thtt 
faction t(Tthls JDtae. Oxford. Wall, 1674. 

Gardiner, Samuel Rawson, Constitutional Documents of 
the Puritan Revolution. 16£5-16"60. selectee & edited by... 
2nd, sd», Oxford, Clarendon, 1896. 

HcIlA-tine, C.H., Political i.orks of James I, reprinted 
fron the edition of 16l6j with an Introduction by C H . Mc­
llwaine, Cambridge, Harvard University Prer.s, 1918. 

Muddiman, J.G., ed., Trial of King Charles the First. 
Edinburgh, Kod&e, 1985* 

Parker, J.H., ed., The Works of the Most Reverend 
Father in God, William Laud, P.P., souetite Lord Arch­
bishop of Canterbury. Oxford.'Library'of An^lo-Cathollc 
Theology, 1847-18G0. Vol. III. 

Rushworth, John, Historical Collections of Privaoe 
Passages of Stvte, weighty' katters In Lavv. Remarkable Pro -
oeedings in Five~"Parll&CTents. Beginning The Sixteenth Y^r 
of King James. Anno 1616. And Ending the fifh. Year of King 
Charles" Anno 162S de&ested in, Order of Time. London. Printed 
for Several Subscribers, 1721, Vol. I". 

Somers, Lord, A 4th collection of ecrfo.ee and valuable 
Tracts on the most Interesting and entertaining subjects: 
But Chiefly such us relate to the History & Constitution of 
these Kingdoms, selected from a number in printed fc manus­
cript, in the Royfal, Cotton. Sion. and other public as 
well as private librfaries particularly"ttot of the l'de""lc. 
Somers. London, Cogan. 1752» 

Secondary Sources - England 

Belloc, Hllalre, Charles I. King of Englana. Phila­
delphia, Lipplncott, iVSSZ 

Burnet, Gilbert, Bishop Burnet's History of His Own 
Time. Frox- the Restoration of King Charles II to the Con­
clusion of the Treaty of Pet.ce at Utrocht. in the Reign"" 
of Cueen Anne. To which is prefixed a summary^recapitu­
lation of affairs in Church & PtHte. fr^t vizik Jciaos I "to 
the Restor tion in 1660. London. Nunn. Iblti. 

http://ecrfo.ee
http://Pet.ce


BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Figgis, John Neville, Divine Ri^ht of Kings. Cam­
bridge, Cambridge University Press, 1914. 2nd Ed. 

Firth, CH., Cromwell's Army. A History of the Eng­
lish Soldier during the Civil ftare, the Commonwealth and 
the Protectorate, London, kethuen, 1902. 

Gardiner, S.R., History of England, 1603-42, froxa the 
Accession of James I uPEhe Outbreak of the Civil ftarT 
London, Longmans Green, 1884. Vol. IX (1636-41} 

Gooch, G.P., English Democratic Ideals In the seven­
teenth Century. Cambridge, Cacbridge University'Press, 
1898. 

Hyde, Edward (Lord clarendon), The History of the creat 
Rebellion & Civil fiars in Inland, to which ia added an" " 
historical view of theHkf fair's of Ireland, a new edition 
exhibiting a faithful collation of the original inanuscrTpt, 
with all the suppressed passages; also the unpublished notes 
of Bishop^warburton, Oxford. Clarendon Press, 1826, Vol. I, 
II, ill. 

Innes, Arthur D., The Maritime and Colonial Expansion 
of England under the Stuarts, London. Low, 1932> 

Jameson, Storm, The Decline of Merry Fn^land, Indiana­
polis, Bobbs-Merrlll, 1930. 

Kingsbury, CM*, A Comparison of the Virginia company 
with the other Engilsh^Tradfng Companies of the 16th and 
l7th uenturies. ASierlCch Historical Association Annual 
Report for the year ife06, Washington, , x*oo, Vol. I, p.159-76, 

Markham, Clements R., A Life of th*, Gre^t Lord ialrfax 
Commander-in-Chief pi the Army of the, Parliament of England, 
London, Macmiilan," 1670. 

Sewton, A.P., Colonizing Activities of tho Ijstgllsh,. 
Puritans, New Haven, Yale University Press, ltI4. 

Rogers, Jaxnes Jg. T., A History of Agriculture and Prices 
in England from the Ye>r After the Oxford Parliament (12b ST" 
tn the commencement of the Continental War 11795). Oxford. 
Clarendon, 1887, Vol. V,h&-Vm; 

Sanford, J.L., Studies & Illustrations of the Ore t 
Rebellion. London, Parker, 1858. 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Seott, ft. R., The Constitution and Finance of Lnglish. 
Scottish & Irish Joint-stock Companies to 1720. Cambridge. 
Cambridge University Press, 1S10. 

Stephen, Leslie, ed., Dictionary of National Bio­
graphy. London, Smith, Elder, x«et>. 

Taunton, EIL., History of the Jesuits in England, 
1390-1775, Philadelphia, Lippineott, 1601. 

Tawney, R.H., Religion and the Rise of Capitalism, 
A Historical Study. Few York, Penguin, 1946. 

Townshend, Dorothea, George Di&byT Seoond larl of 
Bristol. London, Unwin, 1S24. " 

Unwin, George, The Gilds and Coiapanies of London, 
London, Methuen, 1^08. 

Wade, Charles E., John Pym, London, Pitman, 1912. 

ffiilliamson, H.R., John Hampden, A Life. London, 
HOdd erIfc-Stoughton, 19331" 

Primary Sources - England and Aiaerioa 

Aequinas, at. Thomas, On Kingship to the King of 
yprus, Phelan, Gerald B., Trans.7 (under title On The 
overnance of Rulersh Toronto, Pontifical institute of 

Medieval Studies, 1949. 

Beliarmine, Robert, De Laiels or The Treatise on 
Civil Government. Murphy, K.&., Trans., lew York, Ford-
ham University Preea, 1928. 

Filmer, Robert Sir., Patriaroha aha v w r Political 
Works, Easlett, Peter, ed., in Blaokwell's Political Texts, 
Oxford, Blackweli, 1642. 

Laures, John, The Political Pconomy of Juan de Eariana, 
New York, Fordham University Press, 1928. 

This work contains in the back portion the Latin texts 
of De Rege and De Mututione Monetae. I used these inhere it 
was possible. This is an excellent v.ork, especially for one 
who is not familiar with Jesuit philosophy, and is just 
beginning to make acquaintance therewith. 

* 



BIBLIOGRAPHY 

Suarez, Francisco, De Leglbus, ac pec Legisictore (1611) 
Defenslo Fidel Cathollc^e, Et Apostolloi Adversus Anglicanae 
Seetae Errores. (1615j, pe Triplici Virtute Theologica, 
Fide, Spe, et Charitutep (1618) Selections froir the aorks 
of Francisco SuareJTTs. J*, in The Classics of Intern tloual 
Law, gcott. James B.. ed*. English versiors of tne test pre-
pared by Gwladys L. Williams, Anml Brown and John kaldron, 
with certain revisions by Henry Davis,3.J., together *ith 
an introduction by J.B. Scott, An Analytical T^ble of Con­
tents, Index, and a portr.it of Suarez, Oxford, Clarendon 
Press, 1S14. Vol. II. 

This is a beautiful piece of work. The first volume 
is the Latin text, with the second belnp the translation. 
Pitifully, these are only selections fro' the texts cf the 
above works by Suarez, Only, for example, certain chapters 
of the De Leglbus «are given. The which is a great j-lty. 
Especially since the ^ctual texts of the philosophers are 
very hard to come by, ano. vixen one does get an edition, it 
would be nice if it were all there. However, such as is 
presented is very well done indeed. 
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