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INTRODUCTION 

In attempting to assess the problem, "George III of 

England and his role in the American Revolution, as seen in 

the writings of American history, 1920-1950," the present 

writer is seeking to pursue the perennial task of the 

historian: the re-evaluation of the conclusions of his pre­

decessors. 

Ideally, the purpose of a dissertation in history is 

to uncover new information or present for learned consi­

deration a new approach to a subject which has already been 

researched. Usually the master's essay serves as the point 

of departure to the hypothesis for a dissertation. While 

this may not appear to be the case in the present disserta­

tion, there is a close bond. In preparing a master's essay, 

the author was impressed with the fact that redactors or 

historians of a period frequently borrow information from 

sources which are considered unassailable and pass this 

information on uncritically. After a time a conclusion 

appears to gain credence from the fact that it has been 

adhered to by a great many historians or writers on the 

subject. Picking up a text uncritically the student of 

history or reader is under the impression that the near 

unanimous adherence of historians, text book writers- and 
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use in collateral source material- indicates that a. parti­

cular conclusion, opinion or evaluation "must be right." 

Often a curious student will search long hours to find the 

original source of a statement only to discover that what 

has become iron-clad fact was stated initially as less than 

timid opinion. Once having had this experience, the student 

approaches all secondary source material warily. He is 

inclined to read prefaces with greater scrutiny than texts, 

and to be more conscious of those attitudes and circumstances 

which would incline an author to strain truth or fact to fit 

his particular hypothesis or the urgency of the present 

moment. 

Such, then, is the connection between a master's 

essay on marble and the present dissertation which seeks to 

evaluate American historical writings of the past twenty-

five years on the American Revolution and their attitude 

toward George III. It is innocent enough for a fact of not 

too-great importance to be passed uncritically from one 

I generation to another without being subjected to vigorous 

re-examination. Considering the plethora of historical 

writings that rolls ever faster from the printing press, and 

that the historian must keep vigil not only over those facts 

which have already found their way into print but also of 

current events, which are history in its embryonic or raw 

state, it is even understandable and excusable. Yet, it 
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would seem that the qualified willingness to forgive cannot 

be extended to broader areas. At the same time that the 

historian eschews the role of iconoclast, tumbling the 

writers of the past and their tomes from deserved pedestals 

and arraigning them before the bar of evidence (which in 

many cases may not have been available to the writers of 

their age) , he may be willing to swallow the gnats of in­

accuracy because the pressures of research are well-known to 

him, nevertheless he must strain at swallowing camels. 

References, for example, to "mad King George" abound 

in the history books. But for a long time the reader might 

be confused and think that "mad" refers to fanaticism, 

stubbornness, single-minded zeal. He wonders if one of 

these synonyms might not be more exact, unless, of course, 

"mad" actually referred to a mental state. At this point 

the historian must examine the background and interpret, 

affirming anew or destroying a popular myth. For the myth 

itself, however popular, is something that the historian 

should refuse to condone. 

And, again, suppose that the "myth" has been set 

aside. The former butt of the historian's partisanship, 

(because the writer of history is human, this happens all 

too often) appears in a more sympathetic light. He receives 

"better treatment." But is the reader getting sounder 

history or has "whitewash" been substituted for myth? The 
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result may be closer to the historical fact, but the history 

may be just as distorted. 

Faced with this problem, the present writer pro­

ceeded to examine his misgivings in regard to the writing of 

history, viz. the acceptance of names or catch-words in 

history without establishing their validity. 

The immediate result was a study of George III as 

"Patriot King" and the validity of this appellation. This 

all too common coin of the historian when examined alongside 

the Bolingbroke original proved almost entirely counterfeit. 

The research served to compound the original doubt that in 

some cases historians uncritically pass from hand to hand 

and book to book— and generation to generation— the 

dubiously founded bon mot. 

This prompted an examination of the question of 

what goes into the writing of history. To condemn historians 

for a misstatement of fact or a readiness to accept what 

might not be entirely true, seemed unfair. This study 

uncovered the difficulties attendant on historical research 

and the problems which confront the writer of the history 

of every epoch when he tries to interpret facts. If it 

contributed nothing more to the present dissertation, it 

indicated (1) that a work of this nature should not be 

undertaken in a spirit of accusation or condemnation; 

(2) that whatever hypothesis is being surveyed, it should 
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be submitted with the humble realization that, while facts 

do not change, the historian, however much he may seek im­

partiality, is almost inevitably the creature of his own age, 

its methods, its prejudices and historiography and (3) that, 

almost as certainly, his own analyses will call forth the 

challenge of a subsequent generation. 

While your author acquired thereby a more sympa­

thetic understanding of history and its writers, he still 

wanted to see whether the vogue of one historical sobriquet 

had so passed into the entire treatment of George III that 

inaccuracy inevitably followed. He wanted also to see what, 

if anything, had been done to correct this inaccuracy. To 

this end he made a second preliminary study of "The Illness 

of George III" incorporated in this text as Chapter VI. 

Although disappointing from an historical point of view, the 

results of this study were encouraging to the fuller project 

of this dissertation, for they revealed the worthwhileness of 

pursuing the question of George III and his role in the 

American Revolution through a greater range of facts among 

other historians. 

Such private studies as "The Patriot King" and 

"George Ill's Illness" might appear somewhat too personal 

for the point of departure of a dissertation. This writer 

thinks not because the apparently "personal" problem is 

less personal than it is the case history of many historians, 
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Too frequently the printed page, by the mere fact of 

repeated publication, assumes a misleading finality. 

Moreover there appears some affinity between the 

symptoms of this case history and the position taken by 

some prominent historians of 30 years ago. 

The position of Frank A. Mumby in England Is one 

instance. 

...there were grounds for hoping that the old 
partisan textbooks, which no fair-minded his­
torian could possibly accept today, would have 
ceased their traditional task of innoculating 
new generations with the prejudices of the old. 

Another example of the same point of view is that of A. M. 

Schlesinger. 

The fact is that the average American still 
accepts without qualification or question the 
partisan justifications of the struggle for 
independence which have come down from the 
actual participants in the affair on the 
American side...Indeed, many Americans of 
the present generation...condemn as un­
patriotic any effort to consider the origins 
of the war for Independence from a standpoint 
of scientific historical detachment. 

Therefore, the present thesis is presented to 

explore the validity of one commonly repeated historical 

1 Frank A. Mumby, George III and the American 
Revolution (London, 192M-), p. vii. 

2 A. M. Schlesinger, NewJViewppints in American 
Histpry, (N. Y., 1922), p. vi. 
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interpretation and to see whether the hope which Mumby 

expressed has been realized, or whether the fact that 

Professor Schlesinger observed still operates. 

The choice of approach to this topic presents a 

problem. What writings on American history shpuld be 

cpnsulted? Dpes the need pf reaching a cpnclusion about 

George III and his role in the American Revolution impose 

the necessity of consulting all the historical literature of 

the past 25 years on the American Revolution? This would 

be a prohibitively monumental task and hardly thoroughly 

rewarding since the ordinary student does not need to 

command the entirety of history as the foundation for an 

opinion. A better approach seemed to be to take the 

writings of American history which came to hand in the 

ordinary course of teaching and reading and to address the 

bibliography specifically to those writings which were 

concerned with the problems of historiography and 

influences on the writing of American history. To have a 

working guide and to provide a picture of the field, the 

writer compiled a more complete bibliography--^ Textbooks 

have received what seems to be proper attention. Usually 

they teach rather than opine (and to captive audiences), 

3 Compiled from: The American Historical Asso­
ciation, Annual Report, Supplement: Writings in American 
History. 
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and they present a barometer to the widest influences. In 

regard to these latter it seemed wisest to take those which 

came to hand from the average library shelf. My aim was to 

see the general influence and impression which textbooks 

have made. 

In this thesis George III appears not so much for 

himself as for his reflection of an interpretation of 

American Revolutionary history too common among earlier 

writers. Yet George of Hanover figures as an important 

person in this history. By presenting him as a pivotal 

figure it should be possible to ascertain whether the 

history of the American Revolution has been revised in the 

light of a less hostile climate than that which existed at 

the time of the Revolution. A noticeable change in the 

conclusions concerning him would be a good index to the re-

evaluation of American history and the principles inspiring 

it. 

To pinpoint the research more specifically, the 

author asked himself this question: 

Has the rapprochement between the United States 
and Great Britain since the First World War been 

^ Writings before i860 have not been considered in 
this thesis because of their closeness to the violent pre­
judice stirred up by the Revolution and the self republican 
justification of a ready independent state. 

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 



UNIVERSITE D'OTTAWA - ECOLE DES GRADUES 

INTRODUCTION ix 

responsible for a re-assessment of the history of 
the American Revolution and George Ill's part 
in it? 

From this another question derived, namely: 

Has this re-assessment fpllpwed a spunder his-
tpripgraphy than that fprmerly emplpyed in the 
writing pf the histpry pf the American Revo-
lutipn, pr is it represented simply by a re­
writing Pf Revplutipnary histpry in terms pf 
a friendlier climate between the two countries? 

As a corollary to these questions, the writer tried 

to discover any conscious motivation which has prompted 

writers of American history in the past thirty years to 

extend their re-assessment more widely to the body of his­

torical literature in the American Revolution. 
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CHAPTER I SUMMARY 

George III is frequently referred to in history as 

the "Patriot King". The epithet is borrowed from Boling­

broke *s monograph, The Idea of a Patriot King. As a test of 

how accurately George III has been written of in history, 

the first chapter seeks to find from comparing the acts of 

George's reign with the principles of Bolingbroke whether he 

was striving to realize the Bolingbroke blueprint. There is 

a discussion of the background of Bolingbroke's life, his 

connections with George III, the influences on George's 

concept of kingship, a comparison with the principles of the 

Patriot King and the conclusion that George III was not 

trying to fulfill the aims outlined by Bolingbroke for the 

Patriot King. 
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CHAPTER I 

GEORGE III: PATRIOT KING 

In this chapter the thesis of Lord Bolingbroke's 

"Patriot King" is applied to the monarch with whom he came 

in contact, George III, and the period to which he (Boling­

broke) wished it applied, England under the restored 

monarchy of the Hanoverians, to see whether George III can 

properly be called "The Patriot King". 

The intention is tp cpntribute a better under­

standing pf Geprge III in his relatipn tp the "Patript 

King". By placing the criteria pf Bplingbrpke alpngside 

pf the utterances and actiens pf Geprge III, his backgrpund, 

and preparatien fpr mpnarchy, we can decide hpw great his 

indebtedness tp the Bplingbrpke scheme was during his 

actual reign. 

When Geprge II and his heir apparent and 

pplitical ppppnent, Frederick, Prince pf Wales, came tp the 

parting pf the ways, the latter rempved himself eventually 

tp Leicester Hpuse and tppk up residence, but first he 

went tp Kew Hpuse and then, at Nprfplk Hpuse, St. James's 

Square, "...where two months before his time there 

entered the world on June h, 1738, the future monarch whose 
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boyhood was so ignored by George II."1 From that time 

forward the infant was surrounded by the friends of his 

father until the Crown Prince's death. "Bolingbroke, 

Chesterfield, Cataret, Wyndham, Cobham, Pitt..." reads one 

litany of Frederick's domestic entourage.2 Under such an 

influence and the Princess-Mother-Bute alliance, did 

George III live until the time of his accession. The 

point is worth establishing since it provides some clue 

as to the influence, for better or for worse, that the 

author who wrote on "Patriotism" and on the "Idea of a 

Patriot King" could have exercised on the King-to-be. 

The background of Henry St. John, Lord Bolingbroke 

is important to the future narration. 

Born October 1, I678, of a family which fought on 

both sides in the Glorious Revolution, St. John (Boling­

broke) was educated at Eton and after study at Oxford was 

sent to Paris where Lord Jersey, a relative of his mother, 

was Ambassador. At 23 the good natured, frank and 

impetuous Bolingbroke already held a seat in Parliament. 

The year was 1701. By 1702 he was Secretary-at-War and of 

1 Guy M. Boustead, "The Lone Monarch", (John Lane, 
The Bodley Head, Ltd., 8 Bury Place, London, W.C, England, 
19*+0) , p. 21. 

2 Ibid., p. 21. 
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the Marines, which office he held until 170& when he 

resigned. During the period of this tenure, he had guided 

the English war machine through the battles of Blenheim, 

Ramillies and Turin, leaving office on the eve of the 

victory at Oudenarde. 

Bolingbroke rejoined the government in 1710, after 

the two year Whig incumbency, as Secretary of the Northern 

Department and remained in office until 171^- He procured 

for England and his Tory Party the convenient peace of 

Utretcht in 1713; convenient for Bolingbroke, as he 

thought, since the imminent death without issue of Anne 

would bring to the throne the Whig-supported Hanoverians, 

and this respite from war would enable the Tories to 

negotiate with Hanover for their party's continuance 

in office.14" 

Anne's death, and the threat of impeachment for 

treason by Marlborough and the insurgent Whigs, exiled 

Bolingbroke to France en March 28, 171^. His abprtive 

attempt tp restpre the Sept Pretender in 1715 is the last 

heard pf him until 1723 when he was pardoned and restored 

3 A. Hassall, Letters on the 'Spirit p_f Patriptism' 
and pn the 'Idea pf a Patript King'. with an Intrpductipn 
by A. Hassall? (Clarendpn Press, Oxfprd, 1917), Intro­
duction, p. vi. 

^ Ibid., Introduction, p. viii. 

5 Ibid., Introduction, p. ix. 
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tp citizenship, but denied his seat ampng the Lprds. 

Despite the denial pf his right tp sit ampng the 

Lprds Temporal, Bolingbroke attempted to fuse the Whig 

opponents of Walpole (who was shaping a prime ministry for 

the first time in English histpry): The Cpnstitutipnal and 

Hanpverian Teries pf Sir William Wyndham and the Jacpbite 

Tpries pf Shippen. He succeeded in uniting them by 

1726.6 But Bplingbrpke's pplitical bedfellpws, the Mal­

content Whigs, were not amenable to his view opposing the 

usurpation of royal power, a supreme cabinet, and the 

division of Parliament by parties. They wanted simply to 

assume Walpole's position for themselves. Bolingbroke did 

not want a party system in Parliament, merely a consultative 

body, presided over by the king. Impelled by the collapse 

of his opposition coalition, Bolingbroke again moved to 

France where he substituted political writing for political 

action. 

When Queen Caroline died in 1737, he thought the 

time ripe for a visit to England to re-examine the party 

situation. This he did in 1738, only to find that the Mal­

content Whigs still just desired a change pf the Walpole 

ministry, while the Jacobites of the Tory party still would 

not accept his np-party gpvernment. 

Ibid., Introduction, p. xi. 
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One source of encouragement to Bolingbroke was the 

group that surrounded the heir apparent: Wyndhan, Pitt, 

Chesterfield and Cobham were frequent visitors and guests 

at Leicester House. Inspired by the members of this dis­

tinguished cabal, he composed the "Idea of a Patriot King" 

which he proposed as the means to 'a coalition of parties 

meeting on a national bottom'.' But insofar as Bolingbroke 

may have aspired to participate in such a coalition, it was 

never to be, since the death of Wyndham in 171+0 deprived 

the group of the parliamentarian capable of effecting it, 

and Bolingbroke, himself, died December 12, 17^9, before 

the Pitt attempts to realize the same scheme were made. 

Pitt had been in the cabinet in 1756, but no 

experiment in all-party government could be carried on 

until the death of George II; and Frederick's death in '53 

left in the midst of the illustrious heirs of the cabal a 

15 year old crown prince whose mother had tutored him in 

one school, "George, be King."8 

While the time elapses between Frederick's death 

and George Ill's accession, it is well to examine the 

principles of Bolingbroke's "Idea of a Patriot King", which 

ideas during this period might have acquired a new urgency 

7 Ibid., Introduction, p. xiv. 

°" Ibid., Introduction, p. xiv. 
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for the lad of 15 who could now contemplate being King of 

England. 

Bolingbroke sets himself the task of delineating 

the duties of a king to his country, especially of those 

kings who are appointed by the people, "...for I know of 

none who are anointed by God...," i.e. divine right kings, 

to rule in limited monarchies. And the authpr dpes net 

hesitate tp say that he intends to apply the principles to 

the present state of Great Britain, with both strength and 

directness.° 

Lord Bolingbroke claims for his principles, human 

nature as a source and refers them ultimately to the divine 

source whence ultimately all public and private morality 

must be derived. Bolingbroke acquits himself of any mis-

chievousness in making such an inquiry on the counts that 

he is not an oriental slave fearful of looking his king in 

the face, and, that there are no secrets so important to be 

known and no heart more deserving to be pried into than 

that of a Prince;10 since a prince stands highest and is 

most inclined to self-interest, profligacy and corruption, 

and his crimes cannot be measured by the immediate conse­

quences they have or what they are, but as sins against 

9 Hassall, Introduction, p. ̂ 1. 

1 0 Ibid., Introduction, p. ^1 
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posterity, as much as against their own age, since the con­

sequences of princely example remains to corrupt the morals 

of future men.11 

Bolingbroke does acknowledge that the emergence of 

a patriot king may require much time but dreads that a 

great calamity might arise put pf which either tyranny er 

patriptic kingship could ensue. "Either may happen: and 

such an alternative at the disposition of fortune is enough 

to make a Stoic tremble I" He goes on to point out that such 

uncertainty can be avoided. 

We may be saved indeed by means of a very different 
kind; but these means will not offer themselves, 
this way of salvation will not be opened up to us, 
without the concurrence, and the influence of a 
Patriot King..,12 

Putting aside any inquiry into the kingly insti­

tution de facto, he states what it ought to have been 

according to right reason, the common rights and interests 

of mankind; and assails its present situation as a plain 

matter that has been complicated by lawless ambition, 

extravagant vanity, the spirit of tyranny, and abetted by 

the private interests of ambitious men and the superstitious 

1 1 Ibid., p. 1*3. 

1 2 Ibid.. p. if6. 
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adulation of timid ones.1^ To redress such a condition 

he contemplates the unlearning of the lessons taught by 

ambition and timidity and the return to first principles. 

Such a resolution would eliminate any divine right 

attitude toward kings since such attitudes are the result 

of mixing the priestly and regal, but have no foundation 

in historical fact.1^" They come from the desire of priests 

to sustain royalty by a communication of their pretended 

sacred office to the king. 

Appealing to the law of nature, Bolingbroke claims 

that it subjects men to the law of reason and subsequently 

to those laws by which all men are governed: since the law 

of reason entails God's general Providence for men and the 

laws of nations stand in relation as by-laws to it. 

Bplingbrpke prescinds from admitting that God 

imposes any special form of government: monarchical, aris­

tocratic or democratic; rather God exacts only a person's 

obedience to the country of his birth or legal attachment.i5 

From which Bolingbroke concludes that kings have a just 

authority and are entitled to a due obedience, all of which 

is better than a pretended divine right, but which does 

13 ibid., p. 1*9. 

llf Ibid., p. 1+9. 

15 Ibid., p. 53. 
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give rise to a divine right in kings to govern well, for 

"...to govern ill would be blasphemy" since it would be 

against the happiness for men that God desires to effect 

through government.^" 

Declaring himself for monarchy, limited and 

hereditary, Bolingbroke examines the steps which lead to 

tyrannical kingship and assails Louis XIV as a disciple of 

Machievelli who desires only the amplification cf his pwn 

ppwers, the extending of personal dominipn and the subjectipn 

pf the populace.1'7 After criticizing such a code of rule, 

he establishes his "Idea of a Patriot King": 

i- The King who does not see himself and his 

people as rivals with different interests.18 

ii- The King who will regard his rights as a trust 

and the rights of his people not as the spoils of the 

19 crown but as sacred property. 

As regards corruption: 

iii- Should his people be corrupt he will preserve 

their Constitution by eliminating the corrupt and choosing 

1 6 I b i d . , P . 5*+. 

17 I b i d . , pp. 63-72. 
1 8 I b i d . , p . 75. 
1 9 I b i d . . P. 75. 
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only the best men/ 0 

In regard to party: 

iv- Having non-partisan ministers he himself will 

espouse no party. 

v- He will allow no party government since govern­

ment by party will end in faction. -1-

Toward a united nation: 

vi- The King will aim at ruling a united nation and 

put himself at the head of the people.^ 

vii- When there arises a division because of general 

principles or particular policy he will be the arbiter, 

guided by a national and not a party spirit, seeking to 

keep the Constitution unimpaired.^3 

viii- He will from his vantage as non-partisan 

distinguish people from party, redress grievances, correct 

errors and punish and reform ministers.^ 

ix- In rebellion he shall treat his people not as 

irreconcilable foes, but as rebellious children.25 

2 0 Ibid., p. 81. 

21 Ibid., pp. 92-93-

2 2 Ibid., p. 95. 

23 Ibid., pp. 95-98. 

2lf Ibid., p. 98. 

25 Ibid., p. 102. 
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x- Infatuated factions, like the Jacobite adherents 

of divine right, can be treated in the same manner. 

As to practical policy: 

xi- He will avail himself of the individual 

differences that accrue to him as an English monarch, since 

England is not easily attacked, is capable of being a 

balance of power for Europe, and like amphibious animals 
017 

should only occasionally assert its power on land.'1' 

His examples: 

xii- Elizabeth is to be imitated and James I 

shunned.C1U 

In personal life: 

xiii- He will be careful of ministers, woman 

companions and not come under the influence of favorites.29 

In conclusion Bolingbroke cites the apologia for 

his principles, restating their foundation on right reason, 

their confirmation by universal experience. 

To a prince whose heart is corrupt, It is vain to 
speak: and for such a prince, I would not be 
thought to write. But if the heart of a prince 

26 i b i d . , p . 108. 

27 i b i d . , pp . 115-122. 

2 8 I b i d . , pp . 118-119. 

29 i b i d . , pp . 123-131 . 
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be not corrupt, these truths will find an easy in-
gression, through the understanding, to it...What 
in truth can be so lovely, v/hat so venerable as to 
cpntemplate a king en whpm the eyes ef a whple 
peeple are fixed, filled with admiration and 
glowing with affection?3<J 

Lord Bolingbroke thus outlined the principles of 

the reign of a patriot king and it remains to compare these 

principles and deeds to see whether George espoused or dis­

avowed the scheme of his father's would-be mentor. But 

since precedent as well as preaching in some way binds every 

British monarch it would be advantageous to anticipate the 

Georgian interpretation of the British kingship, v/hether it 

prove to be that of the Patriot King, or no, with the 

practice which preceded it in the Tudor, Stuart, Resto­

ration and first two Hanoverian reigns. The reason is 

clear: By jpining these periods together as if they v/ere 

a unit and Geprge Ill's reign a unit, the compariscn that 

we wpuld later get wpuld suffer a distprtipn since the 

rather sharp blacks and whites in the background would nave 

been reduced to a falsifying gray as a basis of comparison. 

The British Monarchy as interpreted by the Tudors 

represents an anomaly. 

30 Ibid., pp. lUO-l^l. 
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After his victory at Bosworth Henry Tudor (VII) 
summoned Parliament and placed before it a claim 
to the throne based on the rights of conquest and 
heredity. Parliament granted him the crown, but 
was silent about his hereditary right which, as 
a matter of fact, did not exist.31 

It is not necessary here to trace the successful marriage, 

domestic and foreign policy that Henry VII pursued in order 

to insure the monarchy that at his accession he could claim 

only for himself. And, in the same way, the Henry VIII and 

Elizabethan policies are characterized with the same defining 

tendencies. The Tudor monarchy is a self-conscious, nabob-

monarchy, most anxious not to talk pedigree or legalism. 

It exercises its constitutional rights but is not anxious 

to examine their basis. In this exercise they were abetted 

by the industrious middle-class from which they had risen 

who were satisfied with the strong but gloved fist abroad 

that gave English shipping, English trade— and English 

piracy— a respectfully wide lane on the seven seas. 

If "the nation was beginning to fret under the 

tight reign of the Tudors"32 it were better that they had 

reigned to decide or bargain for the new dispensation. They 

would have had two advantages that the royal bargainer, 

31 W. E. Lunt, History of England. (Harper & 
Brothers, N. Y., 1951), 3rd ed., p. 2b2. 

3 2 Ibid., p. 387. 
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James Stuart, did not: nationality and tenure. And James, 

despite his Scottish setbacks, and unlike his predecessors, 

insisted on the theory and basis of monarchy, which they 

had been happy to forget. 

A foreigner, without ability to comprehend or 

gauge the British temper, or a willingness to court the 

popular favor, he conceived himself as all powerful (in the 

Constitutional sense) and his subjects all dutiful except 

the royal prerogative grant them indulgence or privilege 

from its treasury. This was the theory of divine right 

monarchy. The King would rule, decide his duty and 

dictate that of his subjects and render account for neither 

shortcomings or overindulgence except to the source of his 

power, God. And the view that the Parliament wished to 

interpose almost as a condition to the continued Stuart 

succession represented very clearly a limited monarchy. 

Thus was joined the battle that was concluded only at the 

Glorious Revolution and whose treaty of victory was the 

decision of a victorious Parliament that substituted, 

"William and Mary, rulers by act of Parliament" for 

"...James II, king by divine right..."33 

3 3 Ibid.. p. 1*62. 
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The Revolutionary settlement thus defined its terms 

of sovereignty: "Since Parliament had made a king, it 

could unmake one," and therefore, "The theory of divine 

right as a working principle of government, in England, was 

dead.'^^ So the victorious Parliament substituted a limited 

monarchy for a divine one and thus for William and Mary and 

their successors ever after there could be no question as 

to divine right or parliamentary prerogative. But the 

Parliamentary definition was not clear cut except to the 

living parties on either side. The monarchy was limited; -

how limited? The Parliament was Supreme but Parliament is 

a body and only with Walpole would it acquire a head; 

precisely because of these unknown quantities the Parliament 

profited by the royal weakness. Limitations on monarchy 

were easily expanded with newly appointed royalty and 

Hanoverians who did not know the language, the temper of the 

people, the real power of the Parliament or the terms of 

the settlement, and, far less, the English Constitution and 

constitutional system which were both growing rapidly apace. 

In short the Restorers had concentrated on abuse, had 

declared that the King of England was not a ruler by 

Divine Right, but they had not said what he was— and no 

one had yet heard of a prime minister. Who was to say he 

3lf Ibid.. p. *+63. 
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could not be the King acting in another relationship, 

which could make him, by Constitutional Right, a ruler far 

more effective in practice than divine right could in 

theory? George III was to test the feasability of this 

dual monarchy— royal and parliamentary. He was to become 

as a result of its demands a political schizophrenic. 

George III of Hanover has been assigned the role 

of Patriot King by some historians who would thus account 

for the turbulence of the reign which lasted from 17oC-l82C, 

during part of which time the English sovereign was pos­

itively insane and at other times doubtfully sane. Whether 

or not this car. be justified (the appellation Patriot King) 

is part of the scope of this chapter. But before coming to 

the events of George's reign and his reactions to events 

against the yardstick of his blueprint by Bolingoroke, 

something should be said about the milieu in which the third 

Hanoverian and fourth King of the Restoration acquired the 

raw material for the split personality that was his attempt ! 

at monarchy and accounted for the turbulence of his reign. J 

George III of Hanover did not succeed George I and , 
I 

George II of Hanover nearly as much as monarch as he 

succeeded Robert Walpole and the first Pitt. He did not i 
i 

issue forth from the Hanover line with nearly the impact 

j 

. I 
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that he came from the loins of Frederick and Augusta and 

"opposition house" in Leicester. If we attend only to the 

bald historical facts and leave aside trivia that are here 

pregnant with meaning, we shall miss this third Hanoverian 

entirely and misunderstand him completely. His great 

grandfather and grandfather were his ancestors only 

according to the flesh. His political and spiritual 

ancestry were much different. Mark well, however, that 

his racial, although not national origin, was the same. 

The absolutist George I was an absolutist in 

Hanover and though his body crossed the channel his soul 

never did. Even this queer absolutist-very-limited 

monarchy-dichotomy did not offend his Whig supporters. He 

was very much for them what William and Mary were intended 

to be: paper hanging in the palace windows of the Empire. 

The Jacobite rebellion was not nearly so much a reaction 

to the 5^ years old George in 1715 as a reaction to a shift 

of power from an attempted impeachment of the Tories by 

the Whigs.35 And by 1721 the Whig victory was reflected in 

the quarter where the rebellion actually festered: Parlia­

ment. For by that year Robert Walpole had galvanized a 

cabinet and was beginning to be a Prime Minister, a minister 

acting in relation to the cabinet as the King had formerly 

35 Ibid., p. 507. 

. 
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done, but since George I rarely attended the meetings of 

the ministers who spoke a language he did not understand 

(English), Walpole was replacing him.3 And with the lapse 

of a scant ten years the habitual or infrequent attendance 

of George I developed into precedent with George II (1727-

1760). A cabinet that could command a majority in the 

House was an essential to a King who could not influence 

cabinet policy and George's attempt to do away with the 

persona non grata Walpole, proved abortive.37 Walpole, 

benefiting from the king's need and his influence over Queen 

Caroline, could not yet inject another principle, cabinet 

homogeneity (an all-Whig ministry), something unheard of 

before 1716.3 By a combination of popular legislation, 

corruption, and favorable civil lists, to placate the 

source of corruption, Walpole and Whigs were building a 

new political and Constitutional economy in Parliament. Its 

sole opposition would be largely personal as long as the 

balance remained so one-sided. From this milieu, dis­

gruntled and evicted, openly hostile to Walpole en pplitical 

rather than pn mpral grounds, emerged the writings of 

3 6 Ibid., p. 512. 

37 ibid., p. 512. 

3 8 Ibid., p. 513. 
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Bolingbroke and the "Idea of a Patriot King.'°^ Into this 

milieu George III was born to a father who was the political 

rather than social antithesis of his own father, in a house 

which had been put outside the pall of grandparental 

patronage and pleasantry. He was born into the house of 

the king-in-waiting. He could know his father's, his 

mother's, Bute's, Chesterfield's, Wyndham's and Cobham's 

conceptions of royalty^c and from them synthesize a 

negative of his grandfather and great grandfather, Hanover, 

but experience tells how misleading a picture a negative 

can give and apparently George III got just that picture of 

his Hanoverian predecessors. 

Augusta, Princess of Saxe-Gotha and Bute are 

supposedly the immediate political mentors of George III. 

The former was his mother and the latter a fourth at cards 

for his father who was to play an important role in the 

Georgian interpretation of the English constitutional-

1+1 royal arrangement. 

Augusta's tutelage dissipates the myth of George III 

as the first English Hanoverian that has been put forward 

39 Supra, p. *+. 

1+0 Hassell. p. 21. 

^1 C. E. Vulliamy, Royal George, (Jonathan Cape, 
London, 1937), P. 52. 
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conundrum in the problem of George Ill's unhappy reign.^ 

In 1751, even George II complained that Augusta wanted to 

rule before her time. 3 She kept young George surrounded by 

...women and pages, in an atmosphere of petty 
household intrigue, far removed from and with 
little understanding of the life and affairs of 
the people he was destined to rule. Intellec­
tual pursuits he had) none, for his education 
had been negligible. 

And Augusta herself is thus described: 

...truth was that Augusta, Princess of Wales, while 
a fond and devoted mother, was a woman of limited 
intelligence who had been much embittered by her 
experience of life. Brought up in the ridiculous 
pomp and absolutism of a petty German Court, she 
viewed with something akin to horror the extent 
to which George II allowed himself to be dictated 
to by his ministers. She regarded such conduct 
as a shameful betrayal of a divine heritage and 
found no condemnation too severe for the men 
who occasioned it. Resolved that her son should 
revive the glories of monarchy in her person, 
she spared no effort to instil in him a proper 
sense of kingly prerogative and a contempt for 
the state into which the English monarchy had 
fallen. 'George, be a king' was the endlessly 
repeated admonition which dominated the un­
eventful days of the King-to-be.^ 

1+2 Horace Walpole, Memoirs of the Reign of 
George III,(reedited by G. F. Russell, Barker, Lawrence 
and Bullen, London, 189^), p. 3. 

^3 Vulliamy. p. 55. 

^ Ibid., p. 22. 

^5 ibid.. pp. 22-23. 
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Verbal arguments are weak but the article preceding king 

in Augusta's admonition is significant, since her idea of 

kingship was doubtless a romanticized version of what she 

pictured the kingship of Hanover should be. She did not 

know the English monarchy well enough to say, "Be the King." 

It wpuld have implied a cencept and understanding pf the 

English kingly mpld pf which she was incapable. 

And fpr the practical implementaticn pf her ppwer, 

since she appreciated her ewn limitations, she turned to 

Lord Bute. He was the proper combination of deference and 

not-too-Englishness that would satisfy her. To George, 

Bute and later Lord North, would serve as "windows on the 

Parliament" that he could not understand, and a world into 

which he never went. 

Perhaps it is this very dependence on favorites 

that first calls into question George Ill's adherence to 

Bolingbroke's principles. But that will be seen. For the 

present we remark the immediate influence on George, from 

Augusta most directly and from Bute as a moral rather than 

doctrinal, a pragmatic rather than conceptual point of view. 

Schizophrenia develops here on a second head: A man 

convinced (George) he is an Englishman, the first English 

King of his line,^ who has spent his time sipping tea 

1+6 Ibid., p. h. 
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with bishops;4"' h a s seldom played with other children; is 

constantly admonished to be a king in a kingdom he does not 

know. He is tutored by a mother whose concept of kingship 

is based on a negative and whose closest confidant is at 

best a mediocrity in the politics that were evolving in 

England (as subsequent events were to prove). Bute's Scot 

ancestry was more than a liability even alongside of the 

German-born Augusta and more than offset the English born 

George who in fairness to himself— had he but gotten out­

side to know it— was as much German as his Hanoverian pre­

decessors and even at a slight disadvantage by comparison 

because they had known the world outside, English or 

German-speaking, into which he never emerged, before or 

after his accession. These then were the Bute-Augusta 

frustrations which contributed to the kingship that can 

best be described as Georgian. 

Now that the canons have been stated whereby 

George Ill's kingship, Patriot or otherwise can be measured 

in the light of Bolingbroke, the other interpretations of 

the British sovereignty and home influences, it is possible 

to examine some of the principle acts of his reign to see 

in fact how he matches or misses the mark. 

4"<7 Arthur, Seven Heirs Apparent, p. 135. 

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA - SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 



UNIVERSITE D'OTTAWA - ECOLE DES GRADUES 

PATRIOT KING 23 

i- George to all appearances did not see his 

people as rivals with different interests, but the initial 

proclamation of his reign leads one to surmise that he did 

not see them very realistically, for it announced that he 

was determined to discountenance and punish all manner of 

vice, profaneness and immorality in all persons of whatever 

degree and quality and especially those close to the royal 

person. Calling for strict Sunday observance and demanding 

that it be read three or four times a year in all churches, 

his document concluded.Lf8 So on the first canon at least 

and the third, which called for a king to preserve the 

Constitution among a corrupt people and eliminate those 

who were corrupt from his midst, George was the Patriot 

King at the beginning of his reign, although the religipus 

tenure and tpne ef the prpnpuncement might have scunded 

alarmingly "divine rightish" te Bplingbrpke had he been 

alive. 

That was pn Octpber 31,^ but the speech tp 

Parliament, November 18th is a little more cryptic in tone. 

Historians have the document and the pronouncement: "I 

glory in the name of Britain." George III added this 

1+8 Vulliamy. p. 63. 

^9 Ibid.. p. 63. 
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himself, 

Born and Educated in this Country I glory in the 
name of Britain (he changed it from 'Briton') 
and the peculiar happiness of my life will ever 
consist in promoting the Welfare of a people 
whose Loyalty and warm affection to me, I 
consider as the greatest and most permanent 
security of my Throne.5° 

On principle two: the fact that George regarded 

his rights as a trust, is seen in the vehemence with which 

he defends himself against any who would usurp them and 

the resolution that he made never on any account to suffer 

the ministers of the former reign who had tried to fetter 

and enslave him.51 That he was not so zealous of his 

subjects' rights but rather arbitrary in his view of them 

is sesn in the fact that he treated John Wilkes very 

summarily, viewed his attempt to assail the favorite Bute 

as treasonable and used means definitely outlawed by his 

own command to attain his end. And aside from his use of 

corruption, George ignored the parliamentary immunities 

which belonged to Wilkes. He issued general warrants 

confiscating the offending press, author, printers and 

50 ibid., p. 6*f. 

51 Boustead, p. 65 (used because he had benefit 
of Georgian papers). 
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publishers all of which were set aside as illegal. " 

On the third principle: George found corruption 

upon his ascent to office, not in the dice games forbidden 

on Sunday, but in the control of Parliament and the selling 

of votes. He proclaimed himself to put it to an end but 

actually centralized it in the monarch. He also extended 

it by his use of newspapers, e.g. in the case of the elder 

Pitt's acceptance of the Lordship he (George) had announce­

ments of the same published with all accounts of his 

resignation to create the impression that Pitt had accepted 

a bribe.^3 ^n^ ^e entirely reversed this principle by one 

of his own when in his anxiety to advance Bute to the prime 

ministership he introduced Fox to the leadership of commons 

with the dictum, "We must call in bad men to govern 
eh. 

bad men."^ 

On the fourth principle: George may have been 

sincere in his no-party stand, but by the time that he had 

shifted the ministry to put in his favorite Bute and 

mustered the votes necessary to force the Wilkes issue, 

there was definitely a king's party. He purged the Whigs 

52 Boustead, pp . 67-69 . 

53 i b i d . , p . 5 1 . 

5^ I b i d . , p . 55. 
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and organized his own party at the same time,-?-? and he 

created weak ministries to destroy cabinet and parliamentary 

solidarity, adding to the strength of his "placed" picked 

majority by the simple expedient of purchasing the votes 

of outgoing ministries.^ 

v- And by creating a King's party and playing party 

politics to gain faction and thus weaken other factions and 

prime ministers, George III violated another precept of 

the master plan. 

vi- From his appeal to faction and divisory tactics 

George could not hope to rule a united nation and was using 

the principle: Divisa et impera.57 

vii- Since the King considered himself the personal 

ruler, the shaper of policy and leader of party, he could 

not be an impartial arbiter as in the case of Wilkes. 

viii- Likewise being factitious George could not 

look to the advantage, the redress and correction of 

grievance and error. 

ix- On the question of rebellion George did fulfill 

the dictum and perhaps herein the American Revolution 

succeeded whereas it should have failed. 

55 i b i d . , p . 60 . 

56 i b i d . , p . 6>+. 

57 I b i d . , p . 6 5 . 
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x- He was never concerned with the Jacobites and 

was too busy being King to worry about pretenders. 

xi- In many ways he seems closer to James than 

Elizabeth. 

xii- Just the name of Bute implies his failure here. 

Certainly, then George, the experimenter in govern­

ment, who flirted with divine right and embraced party, 

except on an accidental score, could hardly be called 

Patriot King. Rather he was the victim of his dual 

monarchy: royal and parliamentary. 
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Chapter I indicates that George III was not 

accurately described by historians when they apply to him 

the epithet of "Patriot King". To see whether the same lack 

of accuracy has entered into the writing of American Revo­

lutionary history and George Ill's role in it, a number of 

histories are examined in this chapter. Since the writings 

of American historians represent the primary sources, they 

are quoted more than ordinarily. The picture that emerges is , 

broadly speaking, that George III, is cast in the role of 

villain by the pre-1915 historians on the American scene. 

Chapter III analyzes their statements in the light of 

evidence not found therein and other canons for historic 

accuracy. The present chapter opens with a treatment of 

Anglo-American relations during the years preceding the 

First World War in order to see in a later chapter whether 

improved British-American relations are responsible for a 

re-evaluation of the history of the American Revolution. 
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HISTORY OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION BEFORE 1915 

Commonly, the student of history who was born into 

the decade of post-World War I, believes that the relations 

of the English-speaking world were always as cordial as 

the alliance between the United States and Great Britain 

in World Wars I and II would seem to indicate. The history 

of the period prior to the First World War does not bear 

out this contention. For this reason it might be worthwhile 

to quickly delineate American-British relations before the 

First World War. From this it will be more understandable 

why the first war has been chosen as the dividing mark in 

this study; and what effects the pre-war atmosphere would 

have had upon the writing of revolutionary history in the 

United States. 

Walter Lippman, distinguished American journalist 

and analist of foreign relations, put his finger on the 

sensitive spot in American-English problems, when he argued 

that the American nation, since it has commitments outside 

of its boundaries, should have a foreign policy commensurate 

with these commitments. Lippman contends that as early as 

1823 the Monroe Doctrine recognized an American commitment 

to Latin America and it was based on an unwritten agreement 

which involved Great Britain's consent to support American 

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 



. UNIVERSITE D'OTTAWA - ECOLE DES GRADUES 

HISTORIANS BEFORE 1915 29 

American policy with her navy. However, since the Monroe 

Doctrine was challenged only fleetingly (by Maximillian) 

between 1825 and 1895, when the United States began its 

Pacific expansion, most Americans were not aware of the un­

written alliance on which their national foreign commitments 

were based. Notwithstanding this omission the United States 

in making commitments in the Pacific and Far East presumed 

on the strength of this alliance and the British Navy. 

Thus American foreign policy had extended commitments with­

out providing the foreign policy to accompany them. The 

American Senate consistently refused alliances until war 

forced them. This fact is further underscored by United 

States entrance into World War I as an Associate rather 

than Allied Power. This confusion, according to Mr. Lipp­

man, accounts for the unrealistic situation in which even 

the foreign policy statements of American Presidents contra­

dicted actual American foreign commitments. The American-

British Alliance although unwritten (1823-1895) worked so 

well, that when foreign commitments were increased, foreign 

policy which presumed upon it did nothing to expand the 

alliance or to reenforce it. 

1 Walter Lippman, United States Foreign Policy: 
Shield of the Republic, Boston, (Little, Brown and Co., 
I9V3). The author's entire thesis in the monograph is 
summarized here. 
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This lack of American foreign policy was not sig­

nificant in British foreign office eyes, perhaps, until the 

twentieth century when the United States, all the while 

presuming on this unwritten alliance, launched itself 

imperialistically into the South Pacific and, competitively 

into the world trade picture. 

England's poet laureate, Alfred Austin, acknowledged 

an America that had come of age in the Spanish-American War 

and called for a closer union between the English-speaking 

peoples. Addressing himself to the people of the United 

States, he sang of them, 

Yes, this is the Voice on the bluff March gale, 
We severed have been too long. 
But now we have done with a worn-out tale, 
The tale of an ancient wrong, 
And our friendship shall last long as love doth 

last, and be stronger than death is strong.2 

The overtures of England at this time were due to 

the growing strength of Germany and other European and 

world circumstances that prompted her to seek alliances 

against the expanding Bismarckian Treaty System. Colonial 

Secretary, Joseph Chamberlain, pleaded for a public avowal 

of the unwritten alliance with the United States, when in a 

2 London Times, March 29, I898, 8:3 in Bailey, 
Thomas Diplomatic History of the American People, p. 511, 
(Appleton-Century-Crofts, Inc., N. Y., 5th Edit., 1955). 
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speech upholding the American cause over Spain, he 

proclaimed, 

...I even go so far as to say that, terrible as 
war may be, even war itself would be cheaply 
purchased if in a great and noble cause the 
Stars and Stripes and the Union Jack should 
wave together (loud and prolonged cheers] 
over an Anglo-Saxon alliance.3 

A further statement in the same vein underlines the opinion 

already offered by Lippman; it observes sagaciously, 

The United States was pleased with British 
sympathy and applause, but saw no need of a 
foreign entanglement. Even if there had been 
such a need, the dead hand of George Washington, 
to say nothing of the live hands of the Irish 
and other groups, would have raised insuperable 
obstacles. 

The fact was that a nation just 30 years before 

divided by civil war had found an arena (the world) to take 

its mind off of its national hurt, and was so busy flexing 

its muscle that it had no time to consider alliance. This 

was the era when President McKinley was proclaiming that the 

currents of destiny were flowing through American hearts. 

They would flow through the energetic and aggressive dollar 

diplomacy of William Howard Taft, the "walk softly and carry 

3 ibid., May 1>+, I898, 12:3 in Bailey, op., cit., 
pp. 5H-512. 

** Bailey, op,, cit., p. 512. 
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a big stick" diplomacy of Theodore Roosevelt's Cuban 

expeditions, Portsmouth, New Hampshire peacemaking, Middle 

East arbitration and Panama Canal building. Their echo 

beating upon the rocks of destiny would drown the pleas of 

England, with whom there was an unwritten alliance, from 

the ears of the "phrase-making" Woodrow Jilson. The 

United States, busy finding its place in that sun, which 

never set on the British Empire, was too busy growing up 

to think of Anglo-Saxon romance. At the same time American 

imperialistic escapades were pressing the unwritten British 

alliance to provide more; British-American relations under­

standably deteriorated. 

And so the United States, unwritten alliance or no, 

could remain neutral when England entered World War I. 

Referring to the plight of a nation of hyphenated-Americans, 

the British ambassador castigated, "America is no nation, 

just a collection of people who neutralize one another." 

A rimester in the New York Sun concurred in his description 

of a man who had gone to the barber for a shave, 

The barber to the left of me was hacking for the 
Czar. 

A gentleman from Greece was sheering off my fleece, 
While very near a swart Italian stropped his 

scimitar. 
And, when presently discussion, polygot and fervid, 
On political conditions burst about my chair, 
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I left the place unshaven- I hope I'm not a craven, 
But I sort of like to wear a head beneath my 

hair I? 

The United States was finding that very difficult: keeping 

its neutral head beneath its many colored hair. 

Finally, American insistence on the freedom of the 

seas (with President Wilson leading the insistent chorus) 

caused a desparate and blockaded Germany to provoke the 

United States to abandon neutrality. The Boston Globe 

editorialized, of the choice between Germany and England, 

that the latter was a "gang of thieves" and the former, 

"a gang of murderers...On the whole, we prefer the thieves 

as the lesser of two evils.'̂  The commentator further 

delineates the unhealthy complexion of Anglo-American 

relations as they were at the eve of American entry into 

World War I, with these remarks, particularly pertinent to 

our full discussion. 

The transition from a neutral to an "Associate" 
of the Allies was not accomplished without some 
difficulty. The anti-British textbooks had been 
poisonously pervasive; the Irish were acutely 
unhappy; and the recent controversies with the 
London government over neutral rights had left 
an unpleasant aftertaste. The situation called 

b Bailey, OJJ. cit., p. 611. 

5 Mark Sullivan, (Our Times, V, N. Y. 1933), 
pp. lUO-l^l in Bailey, OJJ. cit., p. 611. 
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for a new propaganda campaign, and, as before, the 
British were conspicuously successful. The King 
practiced baseball throwing and ate an American 
buckwheat cake, which he pronounced 'good'. On 
July if, 1917— of all days— the Union Jack and 
the Stars and Stripes floated side by side over 
Westminster Abbey and the Houses of Parliament. 
The Americans suddenly discovered that the anti-
British textbooks were hurtful to Allied morale; 
and a rewriting program was launched, as a result 
of which liberties were taken with the truth.7 

These, in summary, are some of the emotional and 

psychological factors that continued to divide England and 

America at the beginning of World War I. The turbulent 

days of 1776 and 1812 still contributed their share. The 

"freedom of the seas" issue recalled the war cry of the 

"Second War for American Independence" in 1812. All the 

time the British-American alliance implicit in the Monroe 

Doctrine of 1823 was forgotten. And even in days more 

recent than 1812 there had been animosity between England 

and America at the time pf the Civil War, fpstered by 

Northern fears that England's need for Southern cotton 

would incline her to give aid and succor to the Confederacy. 

While this did not materialize, the victorious North 

cpntinued suspicious of English intentions. 

Perhaps the arguments of the South that "Cotton 

was King" intended for foreign consumption, had registered 

7 Ibid., pp. 6^6, 6̂ -8-6*+9. 
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more at home than abroad. Senator Hammond's declaration 

of 1858, 

Without firing a gun, without drawing a sword, 
should they the North make war on us, we could 
bring the whole world to our feet...What would 
happen if no cotton was furnished for three 
years? I will not stop to depict what every 
one can imagine, but this is certain: England 
would topple headlong and carry the whole 
civilized world with her save the south. No, 
you dare not to make war on cotton. No Power 
on the earth dares to make war upon it. Cotton 
is King,6 

proved the betrayal of the southern cause, because of its 

fallacious economic foundation. Southern intentions, and 

therefore American intentions, in some way were tainted 

with a background of blackmail in England's regard. But 

the North was so sure in the days of the "house divided" 

that southern hopes in England's regard were so ill-founded. 

In later days of victory, while the South could feel 

the traitous results of its disastrous economic reasoning 

to England, the North continued to regard England as having 

I been unsympathetic to her cause during the war and the 

underlying hostility of "Mother Country" and "Colony" from 

another century continued. 

° Harold Underwood Faulkner, American Economic 
History, New York, (Harper and Brothers Publishers, 19^9), 
Introd., 1-726, Index, Bibl., p. 350 from Scherer, James 
A. B., Cotton as a World Power, p. 239. 
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Despite both the attitudes of North and South, 

England seems less sinning than sinned against. 

That events did not bear out these sanguine 
hopes Ho encouraging to the South and so frightening 
to the North} was due to two chief causes: first, 
to a surplus of cotton on hand, resulting from 
overproduction; and second, to the European 
need of northern wheat...Thus the cutting off 
of the supply of cotton was at first a benefit 
to cotton manufacturers, for it enabled them 
to dispose of their surplus stock and to keep 
up prices. When the mills in the North lowered 
production, operatives readily found employment 
in war industries. In England there was unem­
ployment and great distress among factory 
operatives, but they realized that in the 
terrific struggle in America was being fought 
their battle as free laborers, and they stood 
stanchly by the side of the North, opposing 
any recognition of the Confederacy by the 
British government. 

V/hether the need for American wheat actually 
kept England neutral it is difficult to say... 
She bought wheat from the United States, first, 
because it was cheaper and more convenient to 
purchase it here, and second, because she could 
exchange arms and ammunition for it. For the 
moment at least, Britain's economic interests 
seemed more closely identified with the North 
than with the South.° 

Whatever the reasons for British non-participation in the 

American Civil War England was bound to suffer either from 

Northern or Southern historians, and ultimately from both. 

So the Civil War became a spawning ground for the attitude 

that colors the period that will follow the Civil War, and 

9 Faulkner, op. cit., pp. 350-352. 
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the light in which the British appeared in the writing of 

history of the American Revolution is partly colored by the 

actions and attitudes of the British toward this struggle. 

Unfortunately, it would take the present study too far 

afield to examine the histories of both Northern and Southern 

writers to measure the influence. This digression would 

extend to a thesis in itself which cannot be developed here. 

To return to the mainstream of pre-World War I 

history, and the statement, that a rewriting program was 

launched in which liberties were taken with the truth,-^ 

it is well to introduce as evidence what writers were 

alleging of George III and his role in the American Revo­

lution prior to 1917- The works introduced assume the 

nature of primary sources in the present work because they 

are the raw material from which the ultimate conclusions 

will be drawn. They are not chosen because they are pro-

British or anti but because they were in use at the time. 

Using the yardstick of George III and the American Revo­

lution that has been adopted: What attitude do they 

reflect between England and the United States in the degree 

that they are historically accurate and free of rancour and 

malice or misstatement or the contrary? 

1 0 Above, p. 33. 
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The authors selected have been chosen at randpm tp 

insure that theirs are the views that "might" cpme tp the 

hand pf any reader pr student ef history in the pre-World 

War I period. One rule has been observed: the books are 

taken in chronological order of the date of their publica­

tion just in case intervening events or historiography 

might have changed later views. The full theme of the 

paper and conclusions will summarize these intervening 

influences if they occur. 

Turning now to the authors, what do they reveal? 

a. Bancroft, discussing, in his five epochs, "The 

American Revolution," takes up in number three of his five 

epochs this thesis: "America Takes Up Arms for Self-

Defence and Arrives at Independence." Bancroft finds that 

the Revolution was a necessity based on the seizure by the 

American people of "their peculiar inheritance in the 

traditions of liberty" and responding to the political 

aspirations which they had "deduced from universal prin­

ciples, a bill of rights, as old as creation and as wide as 

humanity." Bancroft found it surprising that Britain should 

not view this colonial attitude "as the crowning glory of 

the country from which they Ghe colonists} had sprung." 

Citing that the majority of the ministers were bent on the 

using of force, and the abandonment to ministers of the 

running of the government by Lord North, creating the need 
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for the king to become "the only point of administrative 

authority" and describing George and the Parliament as 

"infatuated" Bancroft depicts the result thus, as regards 

George, 

In him an approving conscience had no misgiving 
as to his duty. His heart knew no relenting; his 
will never wavered. Though America were to be 
drenched in blood and its towns reduced to ashes, 
though its people were to be driven to struggle 
for total independence, though he himself should 
find it necessary to bid high for hosts of mer­
cenaries from the Scheldt to Moscow, and in 
quest of savage allies go tapping at every wig­
wam from Lake Huron to the Gulf of Mexico, he 
was resolved to coerce the thirteen colonies 
into submission.In­

citing George Ill's reaction to Chatham's appeal 

of January 20, 1775 to remove troops from Boston, Bancroft 

describes the monarch in his reaction to Pitt. 

He raved at the wise councils of the greatest 
statesman of his dominions, as the words of an 
abandoned politician, 'void of gratitude'; and 
months afterward was looking for the time 'when 
decrepitude should put an end to him as the 
trumpet of sedition. ,J-2 

George is pictured as confident of the loyalty of 

the New York Assembly when it refused to consider the 

1 1 George Bancroft, History of the U. S., vol. iv, 
p. 5. 

1 2 Ibid., pp. 100-101*. 
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resolution of the Continental Congress on independence. On 

the day of the anniversary of the Boston Massacre, he is 

quoted as writing to Lord North, "I am convinced the line 

adopted in American affairs will be crowned with success." 3 

On July 2*+, 1775, a stubborn king is viewed as 

refusing to change his ministry despite a petition submitted 

by the people of London desiring that he consider the 

situation of England, "who had nothing to expect from 

America but gazettes of blood, and mutual lists of their 

slaughtered fellow subjects..." The English are praying 

for the dissolution of Parliament and dismissal of the 

ministry. In contrast George is pictured as relying upon 

the attachment of "his faithful allies," the Six Nations 

of Indians. 

Detailing the events of August to December, 1775, 

in the "Final Answer of the King to America," Bancroft sub­

mits what he thinks is the question being mooted between 

England and America, 

The administration of numerous colonies, each 
with a representative government of its own, was 
conducted with inconvenience from a want of cen­
tral unity; in war, experience showed a difficulty 
in obtaining proportionate aid from them all; in 

1 3 Ibid., pp. 132-133. 

1^ Ibid., p. 188. 
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peace, the crown officers were impatient of owing 
their support to the periodical votes of colonial 
legislatures. To remedy this seeming evil, James 
II. consolidated all authority over the country 
nprth pf the Potomac, and undertook to govern it 
by his own will. 

According to Bancroft this situation was adjusted by the 

Glorious Revolution of 1688 and representative governments 

were restored to the colonies. Conflict resumed between 

crown officers and colonial legislators. The parliament 

did not intervene although it often threatened to do so in 

the ensuing 75 years. 

For Bancroft, George III is the innovator of a new 

colonial policy, averse to governing the colonies by consent 

of the governed. This new policy reduced all colonies to 

dependence on the King. The British Parliament was to 

establish a permanent civil list, independent of the 

assemblies, making every branch of the judicial and 

executive government entirely of the king's appointment and 

subject to his will. Finally, the British Parliament was 

to tax the colonies for maintenance of their military 

establishment. 

In Bancroft's eyes "Townshend, as the head of the 

board of trade, was unfolding the plan in the house of 

commons just before Bute retired." The execution was to be 

Grenville's, who believed "implicitly in the supreme power 

of Parliament." Having described the Grenville-colonial 

_ _ 
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conflict, Bancroft states that Grenville is driven from 

office by "a difference at court." And, "...his theory lost 

its importance, for no party in England or America under­

took its support." A resume of the ensuing moves and 

countermoves follows: Charles Townshend, the Boston Tea 

Party, the changes in the Massachusetts charter, the second 

petition to the king. Then enter George again, appealing to 

Russia and Catherine II for troops. After sketching 

Catherine in properly despotic terms, Bancroft writes, 

To Catherine, George himself with his own hand 
wrote: 'I accept the succor that your majesty 
offers me a part of your troops, whom the acts of 
rebellion of my subjects in some of my colonies in 
America unhappily require;...nothing shall ever 
efface from my memory the offer your imperial 
majesty has made to me on this occasion.' ̂  

Bancroft further condemns George from his own mouth, "I know 

what my duty to my country makes me undertake, and threats 

cannot prevent me from doing that to the utmost extent." 

Rockingham and Chatham are censured by George as the fellow-

travelers of the rebels and, 

...it was the fixed plan of the king and ministers 
to lay America waste if she could not be reduced. 
Britain and Ireland could spare few troops to 
execute these designs; but the British king 
scrupled as little as his ministers to engage 
foreign hirelings wherever they chanced to be 

!5 Bancroft, pp. 276-277. 
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in the market, and had in contemplation a scheme 
of stupendous grandeur for obtaining a subsidiary 
army by negotiations at Moscow... 

Even the despot Catherine, by contrast to George, is pic­

tured as wishing (in her words to the British minister 

Gunning). 

For God's sake, put an end to it as soon as 
possible, and do not confine yourselves to one 
method of accomplishing this desirable end; 
there are other means of doing it than force 
of arms, and they all ought to be tried... 
There are moments when we must not be too 
rigorous. 

Catherine's answer to George's illusions of 

grandeur with regard to the troop plan was a polite: 

"...one cannot go beyond one's means." In his attempts 

to receive aid from Holland, George receives the same 

17 
negative reply. Further negotiations with opportunists 

from Saxony, Brunswick and Hesse were more successful from 

the bargaining point of view, but not for supply in 

America or in the eyes of Parliament which condemned the 

policy and its instigator through the mouth of Lord Irnham. 

The landgrave of Hesse and the Duke of Brunswick 
render Germany vile and dishonored in the eyes of 
all Europe, as a nursery of men for those who 

l D Bancroft, vol. iv., pp. 265-278, passim. 

1 7 Ibid., p. 3^7. 
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have the most money, making them destroy much 
better and nobler beings than themselves.16 

At the same time Bancroft introduces an apologia for 

America's having resorted to the same policy, in a state­

ment by Hartley, 

You set the American congress the example of 
applying to foreign powers; when they intervene, 
the possibility of reconciliation is entirely 
cut off.19 

Previously, Bancroft had given his estimate of 

George Ill's character. We quote it fully. 

He had many qualities that become a sovereign: 
temperance, regularity, and industry, decorous 
manners and unaffected piety; frugality in his 
personal expenses, so that his pleasures laid 
no burden on his people; a moderation which 
made him averse to wars of conquest; courage, 
which dated to assume responsibility, and 
could even contemplate death serenely; a for­
titude that rose with adversity. 

But he was bigoted, morbidly impatient of 
being ruled, and incapable of reconciling the 
need of reform with the establishments of the 
past. He was the great founder and head of 
the new tory or conservative party, which had 
become dominant through his support. In zeal 
for authority, hatred of reform, and antipathy 
to philosophical freedom and to popular power, 
he was inflexibly obstinate and undisguised; 
nor could he be justly censured for dissimu­
lation, except for that disingenuousness 
which studies the secret character of men, 

1 5 Ibid., p. 357-

1 9 Ibid., p. 357. 
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in order to use them as instruments...he required 
of his friends an implicit obedience. He was 
willing to govern through Parliament, yet was 
ready to stand by his ministers even in a 
minority; and he was sure that ene day the 
government would disregard majorities. 

With a strong physical frame, he had a nervous 
susceptibility which made him rapid in his utter­

ance, and so impatient of contradiction that he 
could never bear the presence of a minister who 
resolutely differred from him, and was easily 
thrown into a state of excitement bordering 
upon madness. Anger, which changed Chatham 
intp a seer, pouring floods of light upon his 
mind and quickening his discernment, served 
only to cloud the mind of George III., so that 
he could not hide his thoughts from those about 
him, and, if using the pen, neither could spell 
correctly nor write coherently. Hence, the 
proud, unbending Grenville won his aversion; 
and his years with the compliant Lord North, 
though full pf public disasters, were the 
happiest pf his life. Censcipus of his 
devotion to the cause of legitimate authority, 
•=nd viewing with complacency his own correct­
ness of morals, he identified himself with the 
cause which he venerated. The crown was to 
him the emblem of all rightful power. He had 
that worst quality of evil, that he, as it 
were, adored himself; and regarded opposition 
to his designs as an offence against integrity 
and patriotism. He thought no exertions too 
great to crush the spirit of revolution, and_ 
no crims too cruel or too severe for rebels.^u 

This estimate of George's character clearly indicates the 

basis on which Mr. Bancroft expands his treatment of 

King George. 

20 Bancroft, vol. iii, pp. 382-383. 
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b. Albert Bushnell Hart, writing in a series that 

stresses "the causes rather than events"21 relates of 

George III, that he 

attempted to restore the Crown to the posit^pn 
which it had occupied under the last Stuart^ 
that he was for repeal of the Stamp Act... 
that he and his friends were resolved to 
maintain the principle of colonial taxation23 
in the face of the divided Parliament of 
October 15, 1775. 

George's position was: "Every means of distressing America 

must meet with my concurrence." 

George's embitterment with Pitt in 1778 is confirmed 

in the words that, "no advantage to this country, no 

personal danger to myself can ever make me address myself to 

25 Lord Chatham or to any other branch of the opposition." ̂  

Of George's zest for war, Hart writes, "Meanwhile, in England 

the king was imposing his relentless will upon a ministry 

tired of war, and upon the English people."^ His comment 

upon George Ill's acknowledgment of peace, "Before peace 

2 1 Albert Bushnell Hart, American Revolution. 
Longmans, Greene and Co., Pref. to 1st Ed., p. vii. 

2 2 Ibid., p. 3^. 23 Ibid., p. 57. 

2^ Ibid., pp. 70-71. 25 Ibid., p. 87. 

26 ibid., p. 88. 
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could be reached it was necessary to break down the iron 

opposition of the king." His comment upon the acceptance of 

the Conway resolution of February 28, 1782, for the 

cessation of hostilities is an extension of his comment on 

the king's warlike attitude, "The fatal day has come."27 

c. James Albert Woodburn, editing Lecky's, The 

American Revolution: 1763-I783, is "confident that those who 

are interested in the beginnings of our national history will 

find these pages luminous with instruction." He believes 

that, "American history...is to be studied in the light of 

Europe." Further, 

No doubt American journals and schoolbooks of a 
past generation...have conveyed false and exaggerated 
conceptions of British despotism and tyranny.'1 

Such a viewpoint led Lecky to the following comments 

pn the Revplutipn and Geprge: The King is ampng the first 

tp realize the disastreus effects pf the Stamp Act, "One pf 

the first perspns in England whp fully realized the magni­

tude pf the questien was the King." 

Geprge is the mederate in regard te the rebellipus 

colonies. He writes to Conway, December 5, 1765, 

2 7 Ibid., p. 88. 

28 James Albert Woodburn. Ed., The American Revo­
lution: 1763-1783 by WEI. Lecky, (D. Appleton & Co., N. Y.), 
"p. 85. 
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I am more and more grieved at the accounts of 
America. Where this spirit will end is not to be 
said. It is undoubtedly the most serious matter 
that ever came before Parliament; it requires 
more deliberation, candour, and temper than I 
fear it will meet with.2" 

Still later the King puts his request for repeal of the 

Stamp Act in writing.3° Hutchinson, the former colonial 

governor, is the source of the opinion on which George III 

based his acts of coercion upon the American colonists. 

The ex-governor had predicted that the Americans would not 

resist a British army and that few troops would be 

necessary to force submission if they did resist. George 

appears here the picture of the sovereign who has taken 

poor advice and his determination to coerce the colonial 

rebels is defended on how much reliance he put on 

Hutchinson's opinion.J 

Again George is ahead of his time as the one who had 

...for many years steadily maintained that military 
economy in England had been carried to a fatal 
point, and that the army was much below what 
the security of the Empire required. 

To the Parliament's failure in this is attributed the desire 

of the ministers to throw the burden of supporting 3 home 

army on America, and the lack of hesitation which the 

2 9 Ibid., p. 85. 30 ibid., p. 91+. 

3 1 Ibid., p. 189. 
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Americans showed in resisting English Authority.^ 

In the prescribing and carrying out of English 

policy in regard to the Revolution the Government and the 

Kin^ are pictured as responding to the national will in 

wanting recovery of America despite the Opposition which 

was resisting the popular will. The action of the King: 

And while the Opposition by their grossly 
unpatriotic language and conduct exasperated 
the national feeling, the King, on his side, 
did the utmost in his power to embitter the 
contest, 

~\~\ 

is pictured as patriotic rather than partisan.->-> The em­

ployment of mercenaries and savages, described by others 

as heinous, is here defended as helpful to end a conflict 

"distressing to the Americans."~) 

What of Lord North's conduct in regard to George: 

His loyalty and personal attachment to the king 
were stronger than his patriotism. He was cut 
to the heart by the distress of his Sovereign, 
and he was too good-natured to arrest the war.35 

Lecky admits that the King's refusals of Chatham's 

aid were based on personal motives, but this too becomes a 

weapon rather than a shield, for, "Chatham had declared as 

32 ibid., p. 2*K). 33 ibid., p. 336. 

3^ ibid., p. 338. ^ Ibid., p. 3*tO. 
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strongly as the King himself, his determination not to 

concede American independence.3^ 

d. We turn now to Woodrow Wilson's History of the 

American People. Wilson enters in evidence that the 

Georgian plan to subvert colonial independence had its 

roots among the "hateful and extraordinary parliamentary" 

measures of the year 177*+. He concedes that the passage of 

the act extending the boundaries of Quebec to the Ohio 

River in that year "had nothing to do with the ministers' 

quarrel with the self-governing colonies to the southward," 

except that it was instantly interpreted in America as an 

attempt to limit the westward expansion of the more 

unmanageable colonies, which, like Massachusetts, had 

37 arrogated the right to govern themselves. 

Speaking of the problem in the colonies and in 

Ingland, Wilson writes, 

The question, to be once for all settled, was in 
reality, the question of constitutional as against 
personal government; and that question had of late 
forced itself upon men's thoughts in England no 
less than in America. 

Agreeing with the sentiments that he finds expressed in 

3 6 Ibid., p. 351. 

37 Woodrow Wilson, A History of the American 
People, vol. iv, p. 37. 
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Burke's Thoughts on the Present Discontents, 1770, the 

future American President asserts, 

The Parliament of 1771* did not represent England any 
more than it represented the colonies in America, 
either in purpose or principle. So ill distributed 
was the suffrage and the right of representation 
that great centres of population had scarcely a 
spokesman in the Commons, while little hamlets, 
once populous but now deserted, still returned 
memoers who assumed to speak for the country. 
So many voters were directly under the influence 
of the House of Lords, as tenants and dependants; 
so many members of the House of Lords were willing 
to put themsel\es and the seats which they controlled 
in the Commons at the service of the King, in 
return for honors and favors received or hoped 
for; so many elections to the Lower House were 
corruptly controlled by the court,--so full was 
the Parliament, in short, of placemen and men 
who counted upon the crown's benefactions, that 
the nation seemed excluded from its own councils, 
and tne King acted.̂ as its master without serious 
let or hindrance.^ 

?e this the Professor-President adds 

Ministries rose or fell according to the King's 
pleasure and were Whig or Tory as he directed, 
without change of majority in the Commons... 
The mouses were his to command; and when 
Chatham was gone, no ".an could withstand him. 
Persons not of the ministry at all, out the 
orivate and irresponsible advisers of the 
King, became the real rulers of the country. 
The"Duke of Grafton, who became the nominal 
head of the government in lnoi, was not his 
own master in what he did or proposed; and 
Lord North, who succeeded him in 177*-, vgs 
little more than the King's mouthpiece.J/ 

p. 39- 3 9 Ibid., p. hi. 
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Relating internal disturbances in England to those 

in the colonies, he comments, 

Mr. Wilkes was expelled the House in 1769, just as 
the trouble in America was thickening towards 
storm; and long before that trouble was over it 
had become plain to every man of enlightened 
principle that agitation in England and resis­
tance in America had one and the same object,— 
the rectification of the whole spirit and method 
of the English government. 

George has too small a mind to rule an empire, and 

the fifteen years of his personal supremacy in affairs 

(I768-I783) were years which bred a revolution in England 

no less inevitably than in America. His stubborn instinct 

of mastery made him dub the colonists "rebels" upon their 

first show of resistance; he deemed the repeal of the Stamp 

Act a fatal step of weak compliance, which had only 

"increased the pretentions of the Americans to absolute 

independence." 

Wilson does remove some of the sting of his 

appraisal. 

The nature of the man was not sinister. Neither 
he nor his ministers had any purpose of making 
'slaves' of the colonists. Their financial 
measures were moderate and sensible enough in 
themselves, and were considered in the ordinary 
temper of law-making. What they did not under­
stand and allow for was American opinion.4^ 

1+0 Ibid., pp. 1+1-1+3. 

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA - SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 



UNIVERSITE D'OTTAWA - ECOLE DES GRADUES 

HISTORIANS BEFORE 1915 53 

e. In his History of the United States; From the 

Earliest Discovery of America to the End of 1902, E. 

Benjamin Andrews, devotes a chapter in volume two to 

"George III and the American Colonies". His description of 

George's character follows. 

...of narrow mental range and plebian tastes, 
but moral, sincere, and soft-hearted, George 
III. assumed the crown with one dominant 
purpose—to rule personally; and the first 
decade of his reign was a constant struggle 
to free himself from the dictation of cabinet 
ministers. In 1770 during the premiership of 
North, who was little more than his page, the 
king gained the day; and for the next dozen 
years he had his own way perfectly. All 
points of policy, foreign and domestic, even 
the management of debates in Parliament, he 
was crafty enough to get into his hands. To 
this meddling of his with state affairs, his 
impracticable and fickle plans, and the 
stupidity of the admirers whom his policy 
forced upon him, may be traced in very large 
measure the breach between England and the 
colonies. •'• 

But he does not say that the Revolution can be 

assigned to this cause alone or that it can wholly be 

accounted for by any series of events that can be set 

down and labelled. He instead recites the background of 

the constitutional differences between mother country 

1 E. B. Andrews, History of the United States, 
vol. ii. Period III; Revolution and the Old Confederation; 
1763-17o9, (Charles Scribner and Sons, N. Y. 1&9L0 , p. 31. 
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and colonies, and concludes, 

Had the colonies rested their case upon cons­
titutional argument alone it would have been 
relatively weak. While it was then a question, 
and will be forever, whether the American settle­
ments were the king's colonies. Parliament's 
colonies, or neither, but peculiar communities 
which had resulted from growth, the English 
lawyers had a good line of logic on their 
side. Unconstitutional measures had indeed 
been resorted to— the writs of assistance, 
taking Americans beyond sea for trial, in­
ternal taxation; yet the real grievance lay 
far less in these things than in the fact 
that the English constitution itself was 
working in, â  manner contrary to colonial 
interests. *-

To the colonial resentment of a privileged class 

in the colonies, he appends, 

George Ill's policy was therefore v/iser legally 
than politically. This was in fact his ministry's 
capital mistake—like Lord Salisbury's in respect 
to Ireland in 1888- that it had too great regard 
for the mere legal aspect of the question, 
ignoring the practical. The colonists were too 
numerous, powerful and far away, longer to be 
governed from home, at least by the old plan. 
To attempt perpetuation of the old regime might 
be lawful, but was certainly Impracticable and 
stupid. 

The colonies are seen as weary of the strife by 

1772, two years after the Boston Massacre, and "would 

gladly have returned to the old cordial relations with 

the mother-land," 

1+2 Ibid., p. »+3. 
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But George III. could not rest without asserting 
his supremacy pver America. He made an arrange­
ment with the East India Cpmpany by which tea 
cpuld be bpught in America, spite pf the hated 
tax, cheaper than in England...The colonists 
saw thrpugh the cunning attempt and the tide 
pf resistance rcse higher than ever. 3 

The Bpstpn Tea Party which fpllpwed pn December 16, 

1773, 

...arpused all the blind pbstinacy pf Geprge III. 
'BIPWS must decide,' he exclaimed; 'the guilty 
rebels are tp be fprced to submission.' 
The king's anger led to the Boston Port Bill... 
and closed Boston Harbor to all commerce. 
Changes were also made in the government of 
Massachusetts, rendering it) almost entirely 
independent of the people.^" 

f. In A History of the United States for Schools, 

Wilbur F. Gordy, treating the question, "George III. and 

Personal Government," pictures George III at 22 when he 

became King as "pleased" with the admonition of his mother, 

"George be a King." Gordy sees George's subsequent diffi­

culties, at home and abroad, as the result of carrying out 

the maternal advice. 

His controlling purpose was to establish personal 
government in England. His desire for arbitrary 
power, together with his narrowness and bigotry, 
had much influence in bringing on the Revolution. 
He cared little for the rights of the people. 

^3 ibid., pp. h3-h&. ^ Ibid., pp. 1+8-V9, 
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The more ppwer they had the less he wpuld enjpy. 
By the cprrupt use pf mpney he succeeded in 
cpntrplling the electicns. His desire was to 
make Parliament represent him and a few great 
families that were in the political ring with 
him. He maintained his influence largely 
through boss-like methods, keeping his 
followers under control by the use of an 
immense corruption fund. As long as a large 
number of small boroughs remained under the 
control of his friends, the king could maintain 
his tyrannical hold upon the government. 

George provokes the Boston Massacre by sending 

troops to America to enforce the revenue laws. Referring 

to the further tragedy of the Boston Tea Party, Gordy 

writes, 

Again English merchants begged for a repeal. But 
the stupid king could not understand the Americans. 
Thus far he had failed. He now resorted to a trick 
by which he hoped to induce the colonists to pay a 
small tax levied by Parliament. He took off all 
the new taxes except the one on tea. 'There gust 
be one tax to keep the right to tax' he said.^5 

George is "very angry" at the proceedings of the 

Boston Tea Party and closes the Port of Boston, annulling 

the Charter. Then, 

...a military governor, General Gage, like the 
Stuart governor, Andros, was appointed to stand 
for the tyranny of an arbitrary king. Surely, 

^5 Wilbur F. Gordy, A History of the U. s. For 
Schools, New Edit. (Charles Scribner's Sons, N. Y., 1907), 
pp. 135, 138-139. 
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George III and his followers little realized the 
love of self-government in these, stubborn, un­
ruly colonistsi^° 

Gordy concludes with these remarks on the Revolution 

and George III, 

George the Third's plan of personal government 
in America had failed. The Revolution secured in­
dependence in America; it overthrew the personal 
rule of George the Third in England. In 17ih 
young William Pitt had become the real head of 
the English Government, and Parliamentary reform 
was only a question of time. ' 

H footnote to the author's attitude is remarked 

in his section "To the Pupil" and an exercise question that 

appears there, 

No. 10; What were King George's ideas of govern­
ment for both England and America? If a man like 
w'illiam Pitt had been king of England, do you think 
there would have been any American Revolution. 
Give reasons for your answer. ° 

This primary material from the writers of American 

history in the pre-World War I period has been presented at 

some length. It gives a picture that is needed to appreciate 

subsequent history and its rewriting and the atmosphere out 

of which it came. 

1+6 Ibid., p. l*+0. *" Ibid., p. I83. 

1+8 Ibid., p. 1^2. 
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A comment at this point cannot be final. Just what 

impression of George Ill's role in the American Revolution 

does one have? The over-all impression is that George's 

role was one of the intransigent preserver of the status quo. 

Whether by reason of ignorance, or pride, or stupidity, or 

madness, he did not understand the factors that were pro­

moting revolution in the colonies and that he was contri­

buting to them. He was unwavering in the face of the 

conflict which appeared inevitable. It may be that his 

ignorance was based on the fact that he did not know the 

constitution or did not understand it. It may be that it 

was an ignorance of the aspirations of the colonial 

Americans or the legal aspects of Parliamentary right to 

taxation. Whatever the reasons the total impression is of 

a George who is resolved to keep things as they are, who is 

happy in his ignorance, regardless of consequences. 

Is it a proud George that is the problem? The 

"George be a king" image underlies much of what has been 

written. He will allow no change, is narrow and bigotted 

and intends to laud it over Parliament, people and colonial 

assemblies. Proud of his own rank and fearful of any 

change, the king succeeds in ousting, bribing or belittling 

all political and personal opposition. Pitt becomes the 

shining symbol of the man who will sacrifice all to resist 

this royal usurpation. 

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA ~ SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 



UNIVERSITE D'OTTAWA ~ ECOLE DES GRADUES 

HISTORIANS BEFORE 1915 59 

That Geprge was stupid is pnce expressed and too-

often implied by the remarks made in reference to his in­

ability to grasp the fact that it was not possible to keep 

the colonies within the fold, that he was resisting the 

clear mandate of human nature for freedom, and the expression 

of the British constitution as well. Even if George were 

reading the British Constitution legally aright, he was 

reading it socially wrong. 

What the entirety of the account leaves the reader 

with is a feeling of fact, mixed with opinion, that has 

been alleged and repeated— that sometimes want even the 

actual writer's believing in what he writes. From an 

obvious incomplete picture at this point, they suggest the 

"pat" answers to the knotty questions of the American 

Revolution and George Ill's part in it. Every piece needs 

a villain: The American historian cannot cast his own 

countrymen in that role. Parliament now rules so a dead 

king is a likely candidate and there is enough about George 

that without second thought fits the role. 

Are these histories thoroughly reliable? Before 

attempting an answer to that question or evaluating them, it 

might be well to examine some principles of historiography 

and to see how they correct the evidence so far presented 

offers as an accurate picture of Geprge III and his rple in 

the American Revplutipn. 
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CHAPTER III SUMMARY 

An analysis of the writings of the pre-war period 

surveyed in the previous chapter. It indicates the over-all 

picture of George III in American history books does not 

base itself on George but on the attitudes of the writer 

toward the role of their own country in the Revolution, 

their particular theories regarding the American Revolution 

as an event in history, constitutional development, the 

expansion of the British Empire. 
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PRE-WORLD WAR I HISTORY ANALYZED 

Charles Beard situated the problem of the present 

chapter: 

History has been called a science, an art, an illus­
tration of theology, a phase of philosophy, a 
branch of literature. It Is none of these things, 
nor all of them combined. On the contrary, science, 
art, theology, and literature are themselves merely 
phases of history as past actuality and their par­
ticular forms at given periods and places are to 
be explained, if explained at all, by history as 
knowledge and thought...1 

He defines a little more closely in answer to his 

own question: 

What, then. Is this manifestation of omniscience 
called history? It is, as Croce says, contemporary 
thought about the past. History as past actuality 
includes, to be sure, all that has been done, said, 
felt, and thought by human beings on this planet 
since humanity began its long career. History as 
record embraces the monuments, documents, and 
symbols which provide such knowledge as we have 
or can find respecting past actuality. But it is 
history as thought, not as actuality, record, or 
specific knowledge, that is really meant when the 
term history is used in its widest and most general 
significance...It Is thought about past actuality, 
instructed and delimited by history as record and 
knowledge—record and knowledge authenticated by 

Written History as an Act of Faith. American 
Historical Review, Vol. XXXlX. No. 2, Jan., 193^, 
(Macmillan Co., N. Y.), p. 219. 
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criticism and ordered with the help of the scien­
tific method. This is the final, inescapable 
definition. It contains all the exactness that is 
possible and all the bewildering problems inherent 
in the nature of thought and the relation of the 
thinker to the thing thought about.2 

The then President of the American Historical 

Association thus presents a working definition and method­

ology for examining the sources of Chapter I. The elements 

that stand out are: 

a. History as knowledge and thought; 

b. History as contemporary thought about the past. 

c. That history as thought is what is meant wnen 

the term is used in its broadest and most general signi­

ficance. 

d. That this thought is delimited by history as 

record and knowledge- authenticated by criticism and 

ordered with the help of the scientific method. 

And then for further guidance, in examiring the 

sources that ha\e come to hand, ^eard has outlined what he 

considers the three schools of interpretation that "ha\e 

dominated American historical research and generalization" 

up until his time. 

1- The first of these, which may be justly 

associated with the name of Bancroft, explains the larger 

2 Ibid., pp. 219-220. 
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achievements in our national life by reference to the 

peculiar moral endowments of a people acting under divine 

guidance; or perhaps it would be more correct to say it sees 

in the course of our development the working out of a 

higher will than that of man.3 

2- In chronological order, 

The second school of historical interpretation... 
may be called the Teutonic, because it ascribes 
the wonderful achievements of the English-
speaking peoples to the peculiar political 
genius of the Germanic race. Without distinctly 
repudiating the doctrine of the 'higher power' 
in history, it finds the secret to the 'free' 
institutional development of the Anglo-Saxon 
world in innate racial qualities.^" 

He points out the steps of their thesis: 

a. The Teutonic peoples are endowed with peculiar 

political talents and aptitudes. 

b. These Teutonic tribes invaded England 

extinguishing the remnants of older Roman and British 

culture. 

c. Since they have displayed to the world the 

development of "free government." 

d. Their descendants settled in America and 

continued their institutions after the English models 

3 Ibid., p. 220. ** Ibid.. p. 220. 
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reaching their perfection in the American federal consti­

tution. 5 Particularly noticeable in this second school is 

the attention given to documentation and critical spirit. 

3- Beard describes the third school as "marked by 

an absence of hypotheses." Its representatives, seeing the 

many pitfalls which beset the way of earlier writers, have 

resolutely turned aside from "interpretation" in the larger 

sense, and concerned themselves with critical editions of 

the documents and the "impartial" presentation of related 

facts. He comments, 

Such historical writing, however, bears some­
what the same relation to scientific history which 
systematic botany bears to ecology; that is, it 
classifies and orders phenomena, but does not 
explain their proximate or remote causes and 
relations." 

With Beard's working definition of history and 

these classifications of historians, the representatives of 

pre-World War I history can be analyzed more fully. 

a. Bancroft, without design, but fittingly enough 

is our first historian. His history reveals knowledge and 

thought and even a measure of opinion as when he introduces 

his discussion of the Revolution with the title: "America 

Takes up Arms for Self-Defence and Arrives at Independence." 

5 Ibid., p. 220. 6 Ibid., p. 220. 
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The top caption indicates the Americans are sinned against, 

not sinning. Bancroft has already taken his stand. His 

writing reveals immediately the contemporary influence upon 

him because of his closeness to the revolution. He does 

delimit his thought with historical record and criticism. 

But in keeping with the vantage or opinion that he has 

already assumed about the revolution, he chooses his 

evidence. George is willing to get mercenaries from any 

source and "in quest of savage allies" willing to go 

"tapping at every wigwam from Lake Huron to the Gulf of 

Mexico."? Parliament is supreme when Bancroft writes and so 

while George plays the villain's role, Bancroft promotes 

the Pitt stock and sees Pitt as the butt of the King's 

frequent ravings.8 

Bancroft's unrelieved picture of an egocentric 

George next makes George indifferent to the pleas of his 

subjects to prevent the "gazettes of blood and mutual lists 

of their slaughtered fellow subjects" which the people of 

England are trying to avoid." 

The evidence from a recent historian gives a far-

less complimentary view of those same English subjects of 

George: 

7 Above, p. 39. 8 Above, p. 39. 

9 Above, p. Uo. 
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This basic uniformity of Georgian style [in art, 
dress, manners, etcrj is easily recognizable, and 
this in its turn has created the idea of an age 
which agrees but little with its reality...They 
create a sense of calm and urbanity, of restrained 
good breeding, a little heartless, perhaps, and 
rather artificial. 

Perhaps the most obvious but least recognized 

feature of English life in the eighteenth and early nine­

teenth century was its love of aggression. Rarely has the 

world known a more aggressive society, or one in which 

passion was more openly or violently expressed. To vast 

numbers of eighteenth century Englishmen wars were welcome; 

golden opportunities to beggar their neighbours, to seize 

the wealth of the world and to demonstrate the contempt in 

which the nation held those Pope-ridden, frog-eating, puny, 

wooden-shoed slaves, the French. Fame was accorded to the 

rashes of heroes—Clive at Arcot, Wolfe at Quebec, Nelson 

at Abonkir; disgrace and death on the quarter-deck was 

Byng's lot for allowing caution and wisdom to prevail. 

The manic fury of Chatham's denunciations suited the 

Englishman's mood. The endless stream of clamorous abuse 

which poured from the press both stimulated and satisfied 

the same yearning for violence. 

No nation rioted more easily or more savagely--

from 171l+ to I83O angry mobs, burning and looting, were as 

prevalent as disease, and as frequent in the countryside 
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as in the great towns.10 

Plumb's picture compliments George more. One would 

get the impression that in seeking savages to cope with the 

colonies he was merely extending his domestic philosophy of 

getting corrupt men to govern corrupt men. And George was 

not the only one that raved, Chatham too is capable of 

maniac fury. 

The same material could have been available to 

Bancroft. There are certainly copious diaries, journals, 

newspapers that would have rounded out the story on both 

sides. But Bancroft was bound by a thesis. George and 

colonists are tools in the hand of fate and are playing out 

roles over which they do not have the decisive control. 

The unwavering George is working against the fates and 

tragic will be the result. The colonists are on the side 

of the Gods and the constitution. Even Catherine of Russia 

is not as ill-guided as George. The new colonial policy 

of George11 flies in the fate of the fates, for it is 

working out the very solution that he does not want. And 

the plan of "king and ministers to lay America waste if she 

could not be reduced" will be their folly for all ages to 

see.1^ The Americans favorites of destiny will succeed 

1 0 J. H. Plumb, The First Four Georges, (B. T. 
Batsford, Ltd., London, 1957) , p. I1*. 

1 1 Above, p. hi. 1 2 Above, p. 1*2. 
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because George "is inflexibly obstinate" in the face of 

progress.13 

Bancroft has his thesis, and, since he already knows 

what has happened, his history gives the impression of being 

written backwards. He finds the facts that he wants and 

uses them. 

b. Albert Bushnell Hart presents his thought 

concerning the past in much the same framework as his pre­

decessor, Bancroft. He employs delimitation of his 

knowledge and is writing history in its broadest sense, but 

the critical element seems equally weak. He goes so far as 

to make George the person who is trying to turn back the 

clock of progress and "to restore the Crown to the position 

ILL 

which it had occupied under the last Stuart." George's 

personal rancour will be satisfied at any cost to country: 

"no advantage to this country, no personal danger to myself 

can ever make me address myself to Lord Chatham or to any 

other branch of the opposition." J He is opposed to peace 

and the day of peace is "fatal" for him.1" 

There is less in Hart about the destiny of the 

colonists, but it is implied in George's opposition to all 

13 Above, p. hh. 

15 Above, p. h6. 

-^ Above, p. k6. 

1 6 Above, p. if7. 
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that is apparently progress or liberal. The king's unen-

lightenment would be an index to his own lack of divine 

guidance. 

c. Lecky's purpose, as editor James Albert Wood-

burn sees it, is to give illumination and instruction.1'7 

His purpose is to correct the journals and schoolbooks of 

"a past generation" which "have conveyed false and exagger­

ated conceptions of British despotism and tyranny1. ^ The 

acknowledged purpose here departs from what the two previous 

contributors have offered. The concern here is with contem­

porary thought about the contemporary thought of other 

historians to correct. The spirit of criticism is thus 

accentuated and the scientific method should be more 

prominent. 

What about the results? It seems that, without 

presenting sufficient evidence, Lecky allows the pendulum 

to swing too far in the other direction. "The King now can 

do no wrong." The burden of the situation is placed on the 

Parliament,1^ and the King appears a moderate seeking only 

a just settlement of the difficulties. If George is at 

fault, he is the unwitting dupe of advisors as in the case 

of Hutchinson.20 Heeding the advice of George would have 

17 Above, p. h-7. ^° Above, p. h7. 

!9 Above, p. h-7. 20 Above, p. 1*8. 
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avoided the military and defense debacle that made necessary 

the ill-starred tax which provoked American rebellion.21 

If George desires to pursue the war vigorously it is in 

reply popular sentiment in England. Pitt and Parliament 

have become villains and George the knight in shining 
op 

armor.'-'- His aides, who are fellow-villains in other 

treatments become paragons of loyalty and patriotism,23 

as in the case of Lord North. Where the King is at fault, 

he is not more at fault than Pitt.2^ 

At first it might appear that this account would 

fall directly into the third category mentioned by 

Professor Beard, that school which is marked by an absence 

of hypotheses and turning aside from interpretation in the 

larger sense. Lecky's impartiality does not appear that 

studied. The personal impression is that the author was 

trying to correct what he considered excess and unfortunately 

went to the other extreme. He appears as one, who, with­

out prostituting himself for gain, has found the accounts 

so exaggerated that he feels that the opposite must be 

true. This option, unfortunately is filled with the same 

pitfalls as that of a prejudice on the other side. The 

21 Above, p. if8. 

23 Above, p. *f9-

2 2 Above, p. *+9. 

^ Above, p. 50. 
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resulting account is almost comical in its qualities of 

historical "tightrope" walking. 

d. Woodrow hilson certainly verifies all of the 

preliminary credentials and his emphasis appears strongest 

on the score of contemporary thought about the past. He 

is bringing to the previous history his own scholarly 

meditation, doubtless authenticated by criticism ^nd 

ordered •'ith the help of the scientific method. He seems 

to impose a personal preoccupation "the question of cons­

titutional as against personal government" the question 

that "had of late forced itself upon men's thoughts in 

England no less than in America." J While Wilson tends to 

center his attention on the need for reform, ultimately he 

rests in the Teutonic school. Reform and progress are 5 

tide that continue to remodel ancient institutions. There 

is something of the Bancroft school, but the insistence 

upon the personal government objective of George, as 

contrasted with the prevailing winds of more popular and 

representative parliamentary government, smack of the 

craving within the Anglo-Saxon peoples for fuller expression. 

Wilkes and the smallness of "George's mind to rule an 

empire" exemplify that the popular sentiment was away from 

25 Above, p. 50. 
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strong monarchy and that empire was a passing institution. 

That this is where Wilson would fall seems further 

demonstrated by his haste to insist that neither George nor 

his ministers had as their purpose enslavement of the 

colonists.^0 The most compelling words that Wilson uses--

and most revealing, is when he speaks of the king and 

ministers in such wise: 

Their financial measures were moderate and sensible 
enough in themselves, and were considered in the 
ordinary temper of law-making. What they did not 
understand and allow for was American opinion.^' 

They were out of contact with that tide which had brought 

about the Wagna Charta and the Glorious Revolution, and 

the very institutions of which they were a part. That tide 

was about to take another fateful turn which would sweep 

them away in its wake. 

Wilson does not descend to the invective of Ban­

croft. The "higher will" which presides over the destinies 

of the affairs of men is less divine than human and so 

Wilson need not moralize. But the constitutional processes 

are just as inexorable in demanding the defeat of George III 

as the moral are in Bancroft's thesis. 

26 Above, p. 52. 27 Above, p. 52. 
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e. Historian Andrews ruminates among the historians 

of the third school, but has a definite affinity with Ban­

croft and something in common with Wilson. This might well 

be the case in historians of this last category at all 

events. He vies with the bitter and cliched invective of 

Bancroft with remarks like, that spoken of George's 

character: "...of narrow mental range and plebian tastes, 

but, moral sincere, and stout-hearted, George III. assumed th 

crown with one dominant purpose to rule personally;"" 

"All points of policy, foreign and domestic, even the manage­

ment of debates in Parliament, he was crafty enough to get 

into his hands."-' A man who goes quite clearly into the 

legal background of the Parliamentary and Colonial argu­

ments should have more critical information at his disposal 

that would make him aware of the fact that a king acting as 

a prime minister would have had to manage debates in 

Parliament, but this only reveals more clearly the his­

torical trichotomy of Andrews. 

There is the moderation of Wilson that "George Ill's 

policy was therefore wiser legally than politically."-

Again, in common with V/ilson, he says, "To attempt perpetua­

tion of the old regime might be lawful, but was certainly 

2£ Above, p. 53. 29 Above, p. 53-

30 Above, p. 5h. 
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impracticable and stupid." 

f. A textbook rounds out this seminar of pre-World 

War I writers. The textbook, as previously mentioned, 

usually is the recipient rather than the innovator. It 

becomes the distillation of the various opinions, and, its 

influence, because it teaches to the captive and naive 

audience, is wide and important. 

Professor Gordy is a curious melange: He has 

"personal government", the desire for "arbitrary power", 

together with "narrowness and bigotry" as influences for 

the Revolution. George "cared little for the rights of 

the people. The more power they had the less he would 

enjoy." Words of classical meaning, like corruption, are 

given a modern day criminal flavor and "boss-like" methods 

suggest the big city political machine of the turn of the 

century rather than the era of George III. The Mlsonian 

allusions to the borough system, which represent an 

analysis of the constitution in their original context, 

have now become the instrument of tyranny after the Ban­

croft manner.31 

To put Gordy in any school would be difficult. 

The Bancroft, and therefore, presumably, or perhaps the 

patriotic thesis, is foremost, but he seems to have the 

31 Above, pp. 55-56. 
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extremes of all schools and without any moderating influence. 

This well illustrates how what was formerly historical 

opinion becomes for the schoolboy fact. 

An apologia for the weaknesses of the history which 

is under discussion might be found in the v/ords compiled by 

a student of historical method. It is this, 

One drawback to honest, non-partisan history, if 
it is a drawback, is that it is seldom popular his­
tory. Lord Acton, said that the impartial historian 
can have no friends. Exaggerated, misleading, or 
patently false accounts of personalities and events 
are cherished because they minister to national or 
local pride. The attempt to deal with them 
critically provokes resentment. Recent re­
volting of the history of the American Revolution 
on the basis of due appreciation of all interests 
involved, met with protest in many quarters..- J^ 

The history of the pre-World War I period suffers 

from this myopia. In attempting to serve local and 

national interests the facts have been distorted in order to 

present the "traditional" picture of George III. It is a 

quirk of the writing of history that this is possible. 

Historians of the caliber of Bancroft and Wilson 

perhaps were not aware that they were pursuing a partisan 

line. They were writing the kind of history they themselves 

had read and they were also serving another purpose: the 

32 Joseph Donat, The Freedom of Science, (N. Y., 
191*+) , p. 93 l n Gilbert Garraghan, SJ., A Guide to His­
torical Method, Fordham U. Press, 19*+6, Jean Delanglez, 
SJ., Edit. 
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promotion of a national spirit. With the ease of any mir̂ i 

that has been predisposed by prejudice they took for their 

evidence those ficts which pleased them. Other facts th°t 

might have spoken a different case were left aside. :ut 

with the accumulation of instance after instance of this 

technique, the finished product, despite the author's good 

intentions and attempts at objectivity, contains an over­

all Dias. By just removing those sections that deal with 

a personality like George III or the American Revolution, 

the isolated instances of prejudice accumulate into a dis­

tortion of Historical reality. 

h'erely to view these finished products without 

understanding how easily this vice can be fallen into, 

would induce the cynicism of Voltaire that "after all 

history is only a pack of tricks which we play on the dead."^1 

The comment of a more recent writer corrects that spirit of 

cynicism. 

There is nothing you cannot find in the past--
except the truth: a truth you can indeed find; 
any number of truths are there ready to be picked 
out, and perfectly indifferent to the process. 
Such facts as the mind is predisposed to select 
as interesting or important will come out and 
'speak for themselves.' The trouble is, they 
don't care what they say; and with a little 

33 Quevres, (Paris, i860, Vol. XXXIX,) p. 173. 
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intelligent prompting they will speak, within , 
reason, whatever they are commanded to speak.-'4' 

This sampling of pre-World War I historians reveals 

that they commanded their facts to do a work of patriotism 

rather than information. It contributes to a long range 

understanding of the problem of history. The facts are 

indifferent. The historian seldom is or can be. 

• Carl Becke, _x. Wells and the New History, 
î merical Historical Review, vol. xxvi, no. 4-, July, 1921, 
p. OH-1, (Wacmillan and Co., London, 1921.) 
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CHAPTER IV SUMMARY 

What the problems are that complicate the writing of 

the history of any period are treated at some length here. 

First, there is a treatment of the schools of the writing of 

history that have developed in the United States and the 

type of history and rewriting of history that would have 

been indicated by their presence on the American scene in 

the post-World War I era. American historians are found to 

have grappled with the main problems of every age in the 

writing of history. Having freed themselves from the 

shackles of other disciplines and understood what really 

constituted "scientific history", historians were capable 

of re-assessing the history of the American Revolution and 

discarding historical distortions. 
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CHAPTER IV 

F_REi:i.I„L PROBLEMS OF TUB WRITII.G 01 HISTORY 
AKD THE .WIERICAi: HISTORIAN, 1919-195C 

The study of George III, the analysis of the 

writing of American history concerning the revolution in 

the pre-world war period, and the conclusions that are 

suggested by the evidence and analysis only underline the 

puzzlement of the student of history when he approaches 

the literature of his field. The questions persist: 

"How objective is this account?" On the national plane, 

for example, "Is this the German, the British, the 

American or the Italian point of view?" The question we 

raise can be critical (in the strictly historical sense), 

if this were an account of national socialism in Germany, 

the Sepoy rebellion in India, the American Civil War, or 

the unification of Italy. Even when the question is not 

critical from the technical point of view, it remains 

intriguing. The reader wonders if the author of his book 

has "an axe to grind." How deeply has the author studied 

the problem? What is there in his background that v/ould 

prevent his treating the subject unemotionally? Is it 

history, or is it propaganda? Is it personal reminisce, 

colored by nostalgia, or straight fact? In the light of 

what can happen to "mere facts", as seen in the earlier 

chapters, the reader wants to know whether the author has 
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used only those points of view that support his own, or has 

tried to give a fuller presentation, representing all 

attitudes. The reader would like to know what branch of 

study may have influenced the writing of history. Does the 

author's concern with some other branch of study, his 

attitude on economics, his devotion to a political party or 

to a cause mean that his impressions or conclusions must be 

tempered by the reader in the light of what the author wants 

the record of the past to show? 

decker's statement reminds the reader of history 

that even when no influence other than his desire to record 

history has prompted the narrative, the author's attitude 

toward history and fact can cause conclusions to carry 

"commanded" overtones. History is not just a chronicle. 

The historian is not forbidden to put an interpretation on 

what he reads. He may decide that events are important and 

men unimportant and vice versa. This will change the 

emphasis of his selection of facts and conclusions. More­

over, as the previous chapters indicate, if he thinks the 

virtue of patriotism and the devotion to nation should take 

precedence in the writing of history, then historical 

accuracy will suffer. 

A dissertation which selects a problem in the 

world between 1920-1950 is extremely conscious of the his­

torical evidence that has been offered and the problems 
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that have confronted historians in the face of national and 

international problems. Textbooks and background materials 

must be read questioningly. Every witness must be suspect 

of having taken sides, for this has been an era of 

ideologies in conflict. The problem is even more acute 

here, because the present study sets itself the purpose of 

historical re-evaluation and employs a single personage, 

George III, as an index to that re-evaluation. Seeking to 

find and examine the attitudes of the historians of a 

particular country, during a given period, to ascertain 

what treatment they have given an historical personage of 

another country who figures large in the history and 

beginnings of their own country, points up the entire 

problem of the writing of history. It raises a host of 

questions which it is necessary to pause and explore. 

How is history defined? What generally are the 
attitudes underlying the writing of history? How 
is the definition applied by individual historians 
of all ages and in the United States? An appre­
ciation if not the answers to these questions is 
needed before we can turn to an examination of the 
picture of George III in the post W,:i period, 
taking a specific instance from his life, his 
illness, and seeing how it is treated. 

A definition of history as taken at random from a 

standard dictionary reveals in clear, if non-committal 

language, the problem that confronts any person who seeks to 

analyze approaches to the writing of history. 
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1. an account of what has happened; narrati\e; 
story, tale. 2. a) wuat has happened in cat life 
or development of a people, country, institution, 
etc. b) a systematic account of this, usually with 
an analysis and explanation. 3. all recorded 
events of the past. 4-. the branch of knowledge 
that deals systematically with the past; a 
recording, analyzing, co-ordinating, and 
explaining of past events...6. something 
that belongs to the past: as, that argument 
is history now. 7. something important enough 
to be recorded.1 

•ill of these approaches are open to the writer and 

redactor of history. He can give the simple, uncritical 

account, in the narrative, story or tale vein. His scope 

can be broadened to the range of treating :iore than a small 

locale or event to an entire country or people. To this he 

can add something in the nature of method so that his 

standard of approach is consistent throughout and then there 

is analysis, the collation of sources and co-ordinating of 

material, so that his writing of history ceases to be cere 

chronicle and reveals personal traits that must be carefully 

noted and artfully criticized by the reader. 

As a "fundamental explanation of the changes in the 

conception of history" that have taken place over the ages, 

the following explanation has been offered. 

1 Webster's New World Dictionary of the American 
Language, College Edition, (World Publishing Co., New York, 
1953). 

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 



UNIVERSITE D'OTTAWA - ECOLE DES GRADUES 

PERENNIAL PROBLEMS AND POST WAR HISTORY 8l 

The historical writing of every age, as Professor 
Shotwell has so clearly explained, reflects the 
dominant interest of that period. The gossipy 
narrative of Herodotus, the rhetoric of Isocrates, 
the national epic of Livy, and the polemic of 
Tacitus all mirrored contemporary interests. 
Historiography from Augustus and Orosius to 
Baronius, Bolland and Bossuet was chiefly con­
cerned with the religious and ecclesiastical 
interests which were uppermost in the minds of 
the educated classes in Europe for a thousand 
years. 

But with the coming of the industrial revolution and 

advances in the natural sciences this historic and static 

mold was shattered. 

In the earlier regime when human thought was 
believed to be the result of a mysterious spirit­
ual essence, when economics and social relations 
and positions were fixed by custom and confirmed 
by an inscrutable Providence, and when prowess in 
the natural sciences was thought to be allied to 
sorcery or savored of impiety, none of the most 
characteristic lines of modern thought could well 
exist. The political, economic, scientific and 
theological revolutions which humanity has passed 
through since 1750 have transformed the whole 
basis of our civilization and have also been 
reflected in the development of a group of new 
sciences which were virtually impossible in an 
earlier era...Each of these sciences represents 
a new set of interests and there has grown up 
as the result a vital need for its type of in­
formation and analyzis. Their spirit and 
tendencies have reacted upon history to give it 
a broader, sounder and more human content.2 

2 Harry Elmer Barnes, The New History and Social 
Studies. (The Century Co., N. YTT, pp. 14-15. 
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The experimental sciences and the scientific and 

rationalistic tendencies of men since their inception have 

invaded the domain of history and challenged the approach to 

the writing of it. History, in the hands of those writing 

with these preoccupations, ceased to be merely an account of 

the body politic or to be a redaction of episodes. It 

divides into schools: geographic history, psychological 

history, anthropological history, economic history, 

political and ethical history. All of these were formerly 

included under the subject matter of the historian; 

presently the difference is that the subject matter of his­

tory in all its phases is now interpreted or approached in 

the light of the methods and goals of the geographer, the 

economist, the political scientist, the psychologist. The 

proponent of this type of history appears not so much 

concerned with the complete chronicle of the past and its 

events as with showing that "forces" within his particular 

discipline could account in part or entirely for the 

explanation of the "course" of human events.- His conclu­

sions, and he makes no apology, obviously reflect his 

immediate concern with the field of his own specialization 

rather than his devotion to the historical events and 

discipline. 

Historical "interpretation" along such lines 

developed over recent years eight schools which are in 
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"...no sense mutually exclusive" but are rather, to a large 

degree supplementary. First, the personal or "great man" 

school. Then the economic or materialistic school; the 

geographic or environmental; fourthly, the spiritual or 

idealistic; the scientific; the anthropological; seventh, 

the sociological; and, finally, the synthetic or "collective 

psychological." 

The first or Carlylean school claimed that great 

men were responsible for the course of history. The second, 

readily recognized as that to which Marx and Engels adhered, 

attributes to economic forces and causation for existing 

political and social institutions. Geographic or environ­

mental history is closely allied to this, except that it 

gives to geography the same deterministic role in explain­

ing the development of history. The spiritualists or 
1 

idealists of the Fichte-Hegel school seek to discover what 

spiritual forces are at work alongside of the geographic 

and economic. The members of the strictly scientific 

school trace historical development in connection with the 

progress of natural science, and feel that the laws of 

science which are prior to their immediate application in 

economics or geography give their approach precedence over 

the others since science determines these fields. For them 

the principles of science are that rigid and far-reaching. 

The anthropological school studies man to find in his 
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actions over the ages some consistent pattern, and from this, 

to deduce laws of historical behaviour. Close to the his­

torians of this school are those of the sociological school 

with its study of the origins of institutions and society. 

Its best known representative was Spencer. The last group 

of historians (the psychological school) that, 

Nothing less than the collective psychology of any 
period can be deemed adequate to determine the his­
torical development of that age, and it is the 
task of the historian to discover, evaluate, and 
set forth the chief factors which create and shape 
the collective view of life and determine the nature 
of the group struggle for existence and improvement.3 

Each of these "schools" sets for their historian a 

task in history rather than writes history. It "commands" 

for him the task of explaining the past from their point of 

view. Bias, it would seem, would be the immediate result of 

such narrowing of the purpose of writing history. Yet these 

apostles of a "new" and "scientific" history are thus 

defended* 

History, in order to become scientific, had 
first to become historical. Singularly, enough, 
what we now regard as the strictly historical 
interest was almost missed by historians before 
the nineteenth century. They narrated such past 
events as they believed would interest the reader; 
they commented on these with a view of instructing 
him. They took some pains to find out how things 

3 Ibid., pp. 31-38. 
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really were...To this extent they were scientific, 
although their motives were mainly literary, moral 
or religious. They did not, however, in general 
try to determine how things had come Lbout...His­
tory has remained for two or three thousand years 
mainly a record of past events, and this definition 
satisfies the thoughtless still. But it is one 
thing to describe what once was; it is still 
another to attempt to determine how it came 
about.4" 

The condemnation of the history of the earlier 

periods by a contemporary English philosopher and practicing 

historian is scathing. 

Four thousand years ago, then, our forerunners 
in civilization did not possess what we c=>ll the 
idea of history. This, so far as we can see, was 
not because they had the thing itself but had not 
reflected upon it. It was because they did not 
possess the thing itself. History did not exist. 
There existed, instead, something which in certain 
ways resembled what we call history, but this 
differed from what we call history in respect of 
every one of uhe four characteristics which we 
have identified in history as it exists to-day. 

Collingwood stresses the impress of the author upon the 

history that he writes. 

St. Augustine looked at Roman history from the point 
of view of an early Christian; Tillemont, from that 
of a seventeenth-century Frenchman; Gibbon from that 
of an eighteenth-century Englishman; Mommsen, from 
that of a nineteenth-century German. There is no 

^ J. H. Robinson, The New History, p. 62, quoted 
in Barnes, op., cit., p. 29. 
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point in asking which was the right point of view. 
Each was the only one possible for the man who 
adopted it.5 

The personal and subjective in history, "the historian pre­

occupied with his own age and time" is not something new; 

but the more recent historians of the "new" or "scientific" 

school add to this preoccupation their concern with the 

causes of what has happened. When such a historian begins 

his consideration of this causation with principles derived 

from the science of geography, he becomes a geographic his­

torian; if from economics, an economic historian. He may be 

factual in his observations and scientific in his approach, 

out his point of departure already dictates the framework 

within which his factuality is limited. Their attempt is to 

give history and its discipline the nomenclature of the 

exact sciences. To face it would enable exact results. 

Failing to find in the discipline of history itself the 

exact tools to which they are accustomed; they transfer the 

implements of their allied, but not synonymous disciplines, 

and, rather than refine these to accommodate the purpose of 

history, they mold history to fit their premises. The his­

torians' problem, and the problem of the writing of history, 

5 7i. G. Collingwood, The Idea of History. Galaxy 
Books, (Oxford U. Press, N. Y., 1956), pp. 12-13; intro. 
pref., xii, T. M. Knox, Edit. 
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and the history that results from such auspices arises from 

the serving of alien gods. 

Collingwood who arraigns the history of the "pre-

scientific" period as lacking the idea of history insists 

that four canons be met: (1) an awareness of the 

definition of history as "a kind research or inquiry;" 

(2) a realization of the object of history: "What kind of 

things does history find out? I answer, res gestae: actions 

of human beings that have been done in the past;" 

(3) recognition of the historical procedure or method; 

which "consists essentially of interpreting evidence." 

Finally, (4-) an understanding of the value of history, th.'t 

it is 'for1 human self-knowledge.-' 

But the person, skilled or unskilled, who sought 

after the record of the past would qualify as an historian 

on the first two criteria. Should he even be merely 

literary or didactic, personally and, consciously or un­

consciously, for those who read his account, there would te 

human self-knowledge. It appears that the critical point is 

one of interpretation. The writer who does not interpret 

would not be an historian; he would be a compiler or 

recorder solely. Qualification is needed here. It seems 

unfair that, because interpretation was more narrow, in 

6 Ibid., pp. 9-10. 
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functions of an historian's era, religion or nationalLt , 

he should be completely discounted as an historian. i'o 

another age ^e might be a poor historian, -n apologist, but 

his v.orl: carries as much of the historian's art aa î at 

writing which discards the discipline of history and emnloys 

its raw r.aterial to the end of another science or disci­

pline. The interpretations of such an historian belong as 

much to the archives of history as that history ..hich is 

presently writ-ten to validate the principles of sone othe. 

field. 

lor the writing of history and examination of the 

history th~t nas been written, the important e.'phasis is 

for the reader to get some understanding of what colors the 

subjective approach of the author. *,/ith less malice thar 

Pilat^, but with as much finality, the volumes look down 

from the library or study shelf and say, "What I have 

ritten, I have written." The reader must understand the 

"why" and "to what end docs the speaker rise." That the 

range of answers to this question is varied v/ould be 

implied by the categories and schools of historicl inter­

pretation already mentioned. It will even be more evident 

as the statements of some historians of recent years are 

introduced. 

A recent compilation, drawn from the prefaces and 

statements of historical writers on history and their view 
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of it, emphasised the diversities within the historical cai.p 

over the ages. The enigma is presented even more tellingly 

than the problematical way in which our previous statements 

h?\e presented it. The statements of the writers of all 

ages, by the very fact that they are offered as apologia by 

them, acknowledge the limitation that the historial (of 

every age) feels. The historian, rather than pretend that 

he can be completely impartial, and untainted by bias, 

nhorougnly objective or neutral, states, without apology, 

his major prejudgments in order that his reader will under­

stand even the mentor is human and prone to human weakness. 

In writing about their task, which is to recons­
truct a past that they have never known, and that 
zh~y can neither deduce from firso principles nor 
create by an act of their imagination, they reveal 
their diverse presuppositions, concerns, and am­
bitions. 

Emitting the influences of the confinements of a gi\en age, 

the compiler of these apologia of the historians goes a 

step further and stresses the artistic difficulty which is 

a. continuation of the history writer's personal --nd sub­

jective limitation. 

The techniques of historical scholarship can be 
acquired, like the techniques of any craft. But 
the art of history, the manner of combining indi­
vidual facts into a truthful and persuasive whole 
involves so much that is individual as well as 
timebound that the writing of history must always 
be changing and varied. 
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Taking Voltaire as a point of departure, 

himself...a \ery self-conscious pioneer of a new 
type of philosophical and cultural historian, 
dedicated to truth, though intensely partisan, 
and as thoroughly modern man, in his emphasis 
or. history, as promoting the enlightenment of 
men in a secular world.T., 

the editor ("tern) traces the era of history from Niebuhr 

in lall to _,ury in 1903, finding it as a period during which 

history became = field of enquiry unto itself, severing its 

ties with philosophy and literature, applying to itself and 

to tne newly discovered collections, and source .material, 

the critical method. Finally, there emerged those schools 

of history whose growth has already been noted.' 

How have historians seen the perennial task of 

their art? 

Voltaire (Francois Marie Arouet), the devotee of 

human reason v/ho -chieved renown in his native France as 

satirist, philosopher and dramatist, definitely espoused a 

history written along philosophical lines. He acknowledged, 

In his introduction on The Age of Louis XIV, that he w?s 

7 Fritz Stern, The Varieties of History,(Meridian 
jooks, N. Y., 1956), pp. 11-14-. From this compilation of 
Mr. Stern the viev/s of the historians which follow are 
quoted. 
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not trying solely to depict the life of a single man, but 

the minds of men in the most enlightened century that ever 
o 

was.u Understandably, his attitudes will be as much the 

product of a Frenchman of the age of the enlightenment, as 

was Augustine of his own age, or Mommsen. 

Barthol Georg Niebuhr (1776-1831), apostle of the 

critical method, stated his creed thus: 

The critic might be content with the excision of 
fiction, the destruction of fraud: he only seeks 
to expose a specious history and he is content to 
advance a few conjectures, leaving the great part 
of the whole in ruins. But the historian demands 
something positive: he must discover at least with 
some probability the general connectedness of 
events, and by a more credible story replace that 
which he has sacrificed to his better judgment. 

It was Niebuhr's contention that the Roman history written 

after the first two decades of the Renaissance had 

surrendered its critical judgment to desire for style in 

the written word.9 

To Leopold von Ranke (1795-1886) have gone laurels 

and tributes for both historical scholarship and critical 

method. He started out with the purpose, in his pursuit of 

an ideal of universal history, to show (in his Histories of 

0 Fritz Stern, OJJ. cit., p. 40, Introduction: The 
Age of Louis XIV by Voltaire. 

9 Barthol Georg Niebuhr, History of Rome, Preface to 
the First Edition in Stern, OJJ. cit., p. "4~B. 
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the Latin and German Nations from 14-94-1514-) , "how these 

nations developed in unity and common enterprise." For 

Ranke two cualities were required for the making of an 

historian: that he first feel a participation and pleasure 

in the particular for itself, and, further, that he keep 

his -ttention fastened on the universal aspect of things, 

having "no preconceived notions as the philosopher." 

^.ugustin Thierry (1795-1^56), sometime secretary 

of caint-Simon, disciple of romantic historiography, and 

after Guizot, perhaps the greatest historian of his day, 

confined his writing of history to two main topics, drawn 

as he was to such a pursuit "by a passion for liberty." 

Guizot's pivotal points were the formation of the French 

nation an I tne communal revolution. He writes, 

I have tried to determine the exact point at which 
the history of the Frankish kings turns into the 
history of France, and to present in its true 
character the greatest social change to take 
place from the establishment of Christianity 
to the French Revolution. 

In 1817 my predominant concern was to contri­
bute my share to the triumph of constitutionalism. 
As a result I turned to historical works to find 
corroboration of my political beliefs... 

10 Leopold von Ranke, Histories of the Latin and 
Germanic Nations from 14-94-1514-, Preface and A Fragment from 
the 16*30's in Stern, op". cit.~PP. 56, 59. 
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Again, 

...our patriotism would gain a great deal both in 
selflessness and steadfastness if the knowledge of 
history and particularly of French history, were 
more diffused among us. 

Thierry certainly has the curiosity needed for the 

historian. He is prepared to examine the record of the 

past, but his examination is predicated upon finding out 

certain information concerning the beginning of the French 

nation. He is concerned with reading and writing on his­

tory to confirm and, it must be assumed, disseminate his 

own political beliefs. His ultimate purpose is to incite or 

stimulate patriotism. Thierry's history is not for the sake 

of history, but for the sake of promoting a spirit which 

the reading and re-editing of the historical record can 

make possible. 

Thomas Carlyle (1795-1^1) found history not some­

thing dull or abstract, but a wrestling with the record of 

the past, to capture its dramatic impact. The Scottish his­

torian, philosopher and essayist, believed that in 

H Augustin Thierry, Letters on the History of 
France, Preface, On the Need for a True History of France 
and on the Chief Defect of the Existing Histories, Stern, 
op. cit., pp. 64-, 67. 
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"a certain sense all men are historians." That history was 

philosophy teaching by experience. Carlyle surmised, 

The truth is, two difficulties, never wholly 
insurmountable, lie in the way. Before Philosophy 
can teach by Experience, the Philosophy has to be 
in readiness, the Experience must be gathered and 
intelligibly recorded. 

Carlyle distinguishes between the artist and the artisan in 

history, the former with an "Idea of the Whole" and the 

latter laboring "mechanically in a department, without eye 

for the Whole." The following option, in the writing of 

history, Carlyle adopts: 

For, as I take it, Universal History, the history 
of what man has accomplished in this world, is at 
bottom the History of the Great Men who have 
worked here. They were the leaders of men, these 
great ones; the modelers, patterns, and in a wide 
sense creators, of whatever the general mass of 
men contrived to do or to attain; all things that 
we see standing accomplished in the world are 
properly the outer material result, the practical 
realisation and embodiment of Thoughts that dwelt 
in the Great Men sent into the world: the soul 
of the whole world's history, it may justly be 
considered, were the history of these.•'-̂  

Carlyle intends to gain the tenets of the philosophy needed 

to understand history, and intelligibly record the 

12 Thomas Carlyle, On History, pp. 91, 93; On 
Heroes, Hero-Worship, and the Heroic in History, Lecture 
One, p. 101, in Stern,OJJ. cit. 
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experience that will serve as the raw material of history: 

but, in this gatherine, he already has an eye for one 

object: great men. He may have a complete record of the 

past; he also has a thesis which he will seek to establish: 

great men make history. 

Theodor Mommsen (1817-1903) rounds out these 

remarks for the period immediately preceding which will be 

considered by us in the consideration of the writing of 

American Revolutionary history. The German jurist and his­

torian, winner of the Nobel prize for literature in 1902, 

outstripped his predecessors in both the scope and scholar­

ship of his work. Remarks of the onetime rector of the 

University of merlin, regarding the preparation of his­

torians, are pertinent here. 

History, after all, is nothing but the distinct 
knowledge of actual happenings, consisting on the 
one hand of the discovery and examination of the 
available testimony, and on the other of the 
weaving of this testimony into a narrative in 
accordance with one's understanding of the men 
v/ho shaped the events and conditions that pre­
vailed. The former we call the critical study 
of historical sources and the latter, the 
pragmatic writing of history. 3 

c 

13 Theodor Mommsen, Rectorial Address in Stern, 
op. cit., p. 192. 
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Here at least, the problem of what goes into the 

writing of history, if it be a problem, is reduced almost 

entirely to elements that can be understood. If history 

consists in "the discovery and examination of the available 

testimony," then the historian is not responsible for what 

the witnesses and former historians say. He can account for 

the record only after he has treated of it. "..hat he finds 

as his own raw material, he must accept and work with. 2,ie 

"wea\ing of the testimony into a narrative in accordance 

with one's understanding of the men who shaped tne events 

and conditions that prevailed1" enables the historian to 

make sorae evaluation of the times that have preceded. Jith 

Mommsen, at least, the recognition of the subjective and 

individual has become real and admitted as testimony, 

.ill of the evidence thus far presented points out 

the difficulty of the problem that confronts readers wiien 

they evaluate their sources. It comes time now to turn to 

the broader American scene, to see what attitudes, personal 

I and otherwise have been present in the writing of history. 

Frederick Jackson Turner (1C61-3932), the dis­

tinguished American historian and theorizer on the 

influence of the frontier on history of the United States, 

acknowledged American attachment to the geographical and 

chronological past. For him most of the definitions of 

history that has been derived and employed had some 
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validity. Turner defines, "...history is past literature, 

it is past politics, it is past religion, it is past 

economics." He puts his greatest stock in Droysen's, 

"History is the 'Know Thyself of humanity-- the self-

consciousness of mankind." Turner premises the terms of 

his own "American Definition of History" on that. History 

must consider "all the spheres of man's activity" because 

"no one department of social life can be understood in 

isolation from the others." This cannot be contained in 

one or many books for its sources in documents, in archeo-

logical findings, in continued human activity, are endless 

and the historian must always be striving to recreate them, 

to evaluate them. History must have "a unity and con­

tinuity" and the growth from age to age warrants this. 

Thus the divisions which the historian makes are convenient, 

but artificial. At this point, the utility expressed in the 

"Know Thyself of Mankind," seems to take-pre-eminence in 

the thought of Turner. He acknowledges, but does not 

stress the dignity of history, the mental growth, which is 

a by-product of its study or even its vastness. 

To enable us to realize the richness of our 
inheritance, the possibility of our lives, the 
grandeur of the present-- these are some of the 
priceless services of history. 

But I must conclude my remarks with a few v/ords 
upon the utility of history in affording a training 
for good citizenship. Doubtless good citizenship 
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is the end for which the public schools exist. 
Were it otherwise there might be difficulty in 
justifying the support of them at public expense. 
The direct and important utility of the study of 
history in the achievement of this end hardly 
needs argument. 

Turner does bolster this argument by attributing to a 

utilitarian use of "public history"? the efficiency of 

public administration in Germany; citing men like Macaulay, 

Dilke, Morley and Bryce, in England, who have been dis­

tinguished in Parliament, and history. He contrasts these 

with American historians; Motley, Irving, Bancroft and 

Lowell, who have served in the American diplomatic corps, 

but have not graced the American Senate. For Turner, 

"American local history should be studied as a contribution 

to national history." The stress is again on the building 

of citizenship because of "the example and lessons that 

14-the history of other peoples has for us." 

As with his European predecessors Turner makes 

reverence at the altar of history, accepts the critical 

strictures that it imposes, yet insists on his right to 

give homage to an alien god: patriotism, citizenship -

(utility). 

1*+ Frederick Jackson Turner, The Significance of 
History, in Stern, OJJ. cit., pp. 200, 205-204-, 206. 
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Turner supplies his own apologia and personal 

profession of faith in writing history.. His apologia 

insists on the personal problem of the historian and the 

objective demands of the discipline of history, the tools 

that must be accepted by the artisan, and the work of 

personal genius that results which is peculiar to the 

artist who is not just a mechanic; 

Each age tries to form its own conception of 
the past. Each age writes the history of the past 
anew with reference to the conditions uppermost in 
its own time...History is the biography of society 
in all its departments. There is objective history 
and subjective history. Objective history applies 
to the events themselves; subjective history is 
man's conception of these events. 'The whole mode 
and manner of looking at things alters with every 
age,' but this does not mean that the real events 
of a given age change; it means that our compre­
hension of these facts changes. 

History, both objective and subjective, is 
ever becoming, never completed. ? 

Such a definition is a prayer for understanding. The ob­

jective and factual, the critical demands of history are 

recognized, but the subjective and personal, the pragmatic 

demands are appreciated. If history is ever becoming, then 

what of the historian? Is this the touchstone to 

evaluating attitudes and approaches which can only be 

^5 Ibid., p. 200. 

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 



UNIVERSITE D'OTTAWA - ECOLE DES GRADUES 

PERENNIAL PROBLEMS AND POST WAR HISTORY 100 

classified up to a point in schools of interpretation, and 

then assume a very personal impress, that, perhaps, even 

the writer, product of his time, locale and prejudgments, 

could not explain? 

Carl Fish appreciates the "becoming'" that Turner 

encountered. Making a posthumous evaluation of Channing's 

history, Fisher says, 

The multiplicity of histories of our country 
disguises for the layman the nature of the task... 
None of the classic histories, like those of Ban­
croft and McMaster, cover more than half the 
story; Bancroft ends v/ith the Constitution, 
McMaster begins in 1783. The more recent v/orks, 
like the American Nation, divide this labor among 
many cooperators. Of course no comparison runs 
at all with those which are rewritings rather 
than restudies, or even with those that rein­
terpret the gathered evidence. 

Turner's view is underlined 

The story [of American history! will and needs 
to be continually rewritten, added to and re­
evaluated, but it is not probable that the raw 
material will ever again pass through the crucible 
of one mind. It is a work which becomes increas­
ingly golossal with the ever-growing mass of 
evidence and the constantly increasing question­
naire with which the present faces the past.-"-0 

16 Carl Russell Fish, Edward Channing: American 
Historian, Current History, Vol. XXXIII, (N. Y. Times, 
March, 193D, PP« 862-863. 
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Still another survey of the history written in 

America, between 1884-1934-, found a departure from the 

previous interest in the colonial and revolutionary period, 

and a greater emphasis on the analysis of the nature of 

currents, and some attempt to predict the destination of 

these currents. The narrative historians of America 

(Bancroft, Prescott, Motley) were found readable, but 

' ith the exception of McMaster they considered that history 

was concerned with public affairs and the larger currents 

of political change (which have been described). These, 

in their attempt to create a more truly representative 

history, left on their writing their individual personalities 

and attitudes. A common trait, which should be noted in 

the light of what has previously been introduced was that 

"ecch was essentially a moralist [or theorist}," 

...and did not hesitate to praise or criticize, to 
single out individuals for downright censure, to 
analyze the claims of Presidents, or congressional 
statesmen or general for consideration. This did 
not in their minds runs counter to any assumed 
impartiality. ' 

In this the historians of the earlier period fore­

shadowed their successors. The critical method was used 

17 Theodore Smith, The Writing of American History 
in America, from lc&4~1934-, (American Historical Review, 
Tol. xi), ppTn+39-i+4-l. 
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not only to evaluate source material; they also considered 

the personalities and policies that appeared in it. 

American historians, imbued with the tenets of popular 

sovereignty, did not prescind from its prerogatives in 

writing history. The historian was not just a narrator but 

a commentator. His opinion on the Tightness and wrongness 

of positions, the constitution, the strength of federalism 

in contrast to statism, he felt to belong in his work. 

The successors of the early school just described 

were those historians of the university realm, the 

technical scholars of history. With then the essay on 

history or "contribution" became the vogue. Generally, it 

was a monograph or critique of an historical work. It 

provided a ready a\enue for the man with a theory, a commen­

tator, e\en a crusader (his counterpart in the patriotic 

school existed), was anxious to re-assess the previous 

history and to add something more to the lustre of the 

American story from his undertakings. The marriage of 

convenience between the critical discipline of scholarly 

history and the more personal motivation, or theorizing of 

the later history, far from being looked upon with dis-

approbrium, was considered to be the goal to be sought. 

Stern writes 

...By the middle of the last century historians 
began to consider their craft a science, and for 
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some zealots it possessed the same objectivity and 
yielded, or was about to yield, the universal laws 
of human development comparable to those of the 
natural sciences. It became an academic discipline, 
first in Germany and gradually elsewhere; professional 
journals and associations were founded, and the 
free field of the eighteenth centure where amateurs 
had been almost sole masters became fenced in; it 
was divided into ever smaller fields, reserved 
for^the deeper plowing of the specialist. His­
torical thought grew narrower even as research 
and interpretation became more rigorous. 

By the second decade of the twentieth century the 

mastery of these objective tools in history seemed to 

confer the same right on history, which had been condemned 

in the earlier historians, of using the historical infor­

mation thus mined to corroborate theory or support other 

conclusions. The difficulty implied, and the contradic­

tions, suggest that treating history as a. science, or 

attempting to do so, is to use the word "science" as a 

misnoner. 

Without doubt there were elements of influence, in 

America, as elsewhere, that were less than critical. Stern 

opines, 

In addition to this influence was that of the cultural 
ties, the pre-Romantic and Romantic influences, 

l c Stern, The Varieties of History, Introduction, 
p. 16. 
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the growing sense of nation and the fictional 
influence of men like W-lter Ocott.1? 

Certainly, such elements, so very subjective in appreciation 

and imaginative in source, do not appear the likely spouse 

of strictly objective and scientific historical research, 

with its "o\er whelming passion for truth." 

But, as was evident in an earlier period, the his­

torian always appears to have more than one master. Mon-y 

and livelihood are not too mundane to mention. Patriotism, 

respect for tradition, reverence for former historians, 

the historical writer before higher tribunals. And even if 

the writer can so submerge his personality to the demands 

of absolute impartiality, how possible is "scientific" 

history? 

Despite the fact that history is so often spoken 

of ^s a science, the perusal thus far of American historians 

and their predecessors, reveals elements that tend to make 

the writing of history unscientific, particularly because 

subjective, and personal factors loom so large. It is from 

this that the diversity of results of historical writers, 

despite their uniformity of sources, may oc accounted for. 

19 Ibid., p. 17. 

UNIVERSITY OF OTTAWA ~ SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 



UNIVERSITE D'OTTAWA - ECOLE DES GRADUES 

PERENNIAL PROBLEMS AND POST WAR HISTORY 105 

An exploration of the problem of history as a 

science, based on an examination of the statements of his­

torians and their carrying out of the task that they 

imposed on themselves, results in the conclusion, that if 

history is a science, it is not an "exact science," because 

there is lacking in it uniformity of approach and lack of 

opportunity for actual demonstration which is demanded of 

the experimental and exact sciences. Even history's 

vocabulary contains words like progress, civilization, 

culture, which lack the univocity demanded for scientific 

accuracy. These "unscientific" elements which appear in 

historical works are understandable and essential. 

The questions whether history is a science or 
not, is after all merely academic. Its resolution 
one way or the other will not help the historian 
to discharge his task more effectively. What is 
vital is that his work show the qualities which 
entitle it to be called scientific. The term 
itself is not at all important. An illusion 
cherished among historians, but less so today 
than a generation or two ago, is that there is 
something magic in the description scientific. 
But the term has stood and continues to stand 
for certain traits which may be lumped together 
under the virtually equivalent term scholarly, 
and which by common accord all history-writing 
that attains to the highest levels of the art 
should possess. In general, such traits are 
honesty, impartiality, thoroughness, accuracy, 
documentation. Let these traits obtain in a 
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