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The American Revolution:
Southern Founders of 2
Nattonal Tradition

Charles G. Sellers, Jr.

THE common experiences of the War for Independence created in

the American people from Georgia to New Hampshire a sense of one
nationality, a tradition of loyalty to a union deriving its essential charac-
ter from the liberal ideals of the Declaration of Independence. Trans-
lated into a written historiography, this Revolutionary tradition has
continued throughout our history to reinforce, against all sectional and
illiberal tendencies, the liberal nationalism of all Americans. This Revo-
lutionary historiography had its brilliant beginning in the work of a
Southerner, Dr. David Ramsay, who resided in that sometime epicenter
of radical Southernism, Charleston, South Carolina,

On July 4, 1778, in the first of all anniversary orations on American
independence, Dr. Ramsay eloquently expressed the emotional and ideo-
logical content of the Revolutionary tradition. “When I anticipate in
imagination the future glory of my country, and the illustrious figure it
will soon make on the theatre of the world,” he told his fellow Charles-
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tonians, “my heart distends with generous pride for being an American.”
Ramsay’s words make one doubt at the outset whether there could be a
peculiarly “southern” historiography of the Revolution. Nowhere does he
hint at sectional consciousness or sectional jealousy. Instead he concedes
that Pennsylvania and New England have had a larger share of that
political {reedom for which the Revolution is being fought; and he con-
ciudes in a strain of enthusiastic nationalism :

We have laid the foundations of a new empire, which promises to enlarge
itself to vast dimensions, and to give happiness to a great continent. It is
now our turn to figure on the face of the earth, and in the annals of the
world. . . . Ever since the fload, true Religion, Literature, Art, Empire and
Riches, have taken a slow and gradual course from east to west, and are now
abeut fixing their long and favourite abode in this new western world, . . .
Our Independence will redeem cne quarter of the globe from tyranny and op-
pression, and consecrate it the chosen seat of Truth, Justice, Freedom, Learn-
ing and Religion. We are laying the foundation of happiness for countless
millions. Generations yet unborn will hless us for the blood-bought inheri-
tance, we are about to bequeath them. Oh happy times! Oh glorious days! Oh
kind, indulgent, bountiful Providence, that we live in this highly favoured
period, and have the honour of helping forward these great events, and of
sufiering in a cause of such infinite importance.®
Ramsay could not have foreseen that the South’s “generations unhorn”
wotld one day be trying to use history in order to deny their American-
ism. If he had, he would have rejoiced that the Revolutionary tradition
was the one part of the South’s history that refused to be so used, Three
quarters of a century after Ramsay’s oration, Abraham ILincoln would
invoke “the mystic chords of memory, stretching from every battlefield
and patriot grave to every living heart and hearthstone 2ll over this
broad land” in his efforts to check the disunionism that stemmed from
latter-day Charleston., _
While Ramsay’s blood-bought inheritance and Lincoln’s mystic chords
of memory were not enough by themselves to check the forces of sec-
tional chauvinism in the distraught South of 1861, neither could the
South, even then in its own thinking, sectionalize the staunchly American
tradition of the Revolution. Thus there was never a peculiarly southern
bistoriography of the Revolution, but only an American historiography,
which included much writing by Southerners and much specialized writ-

1 Ramsay, An Oration on the Advantages of American Independence: Spoken
before a Publick Assembly of the Inhabitants of Charlestomm in South-Caroling,
on the Second Anniversary of That Glorious Aere (Charlestown, 1778), 14, 20-21.




40 WRITING SQUTHERN HISTORY

ing about Revolutionary events and personages within the South.

The American historiography of the Revolution began when the Brit-
ish -captured Charleston in 1780 and imprisoned Dr. Ramsay. During
his eleven months in a British prison at St. Augustine, Ramsay con-
ceived the ided of writing a history of the Revolution in South Caro-
lina. Upon his release he went busily to work, gaining access to the
papers oI General Greene and combing through the papers of the Cen-
federation Congress while serving as one of South Carolina’s delegates
to that bedy. In 1785 he proudly published his two-volume work,? the
first substantial account of any phase of the Revolution and a foundation
stone for all subsegquent study of the Revolution in the South.

But Ramsay was not satisfied. His volumes sold so poorly that the
venture cost him several hundred dollars, and he seems to have per-
ceived the importance of establishing a firm historiographical base for
the Revolutionary tradition out of which a new nation was growing. Back
he went to his documents and writing desk, and in 17839 he published a
general history of the Revolution % that would stand unrivaled in Amer-

2 Ramsay, The History of the Revoluiton of South-Caroling, from a Brifish
Province to an Independent State (2 vols.; Trenton, 1785).

3 Ramsay, The History of the Awmerican Revolution (2 vols.; Philadelphia, 1789) ;
Robert L. Brunhouse, “David Ramsay’s Publication Problems, 1784-1808," Bib-
liographical Society of America, Papers, XXXIX (1945), 51-67. Ramsay had
completed his history by 1787 but delayed publication in order to include an account
of the new Constitution.

The only contemporary work remotely ecomparable to Ramsay's was William
Gordon's History of the Rise, Progress, and Establishinent of the Independence of
the United States of America (4 vols.; London, 1788). Gordon'’s history was of
doubtful American origin, its author being an English clergyman who lived in
America only between 1770 and 1786. His account of the southern campaigns was

drawn mainly, and often copied bodily, from Ramsay’s work on South Carolina, -

which Ramsay had loaped him in manuscript: and the rest of Gordon’s volames
depended as slavishly on the accounts in the British Aunual Register. Americans
criticized Gordon for publishing his history in London and charged that he had
softened the anti-British tone of his original manuscript to make it more acceptable
in England. The Annual Register had similarly been the basis for several even less
substantial and more derivative histories of the Revolution by British and French
authors, But these were not sufficiently impressive or sympathetic to the American
caunse to win much atfention on this side of the Atlantic, O, G. Libby, “A Critical
Examination of William Gordon’s History of the American Revolution,” American
Historical Asscciation, Anmual Report, 189%, 1, 367-88; David D. Van Tassel,
Recording Americd’s Past: An Inferpretotion of the Development of Historical
Studies in America, 1607-1884 (Chicago, 1960), 35-40.

A distinguished competitor to Ramsay appeared when Carlo Botta’s history,
originally published in Italy in 1809, was translated into English under the title
History of the War of Independence of the United States of Americo (3 wvols.;
Philadelphia, 1820-21).
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‘ican historiography until George Baneroft’s great multivolume history
reached the Revolutionary period in the 1850's.

Ramsay’s commitment to history came straight out of his lberal
nationalism. His most important work was writtenn while he was simul-
tanecusly engaged in the campaign for a stronger federal government ;
and his historical writing was a deliberate effort to enshrine the Revolu-
tion as the great unifying experience by which the American people
sought to establish a utepian republic on the hasis of their common
liberal ideals. “The Americans knew but little of one
to the Revolution,” he wrote. “A continental army,
composed of men from all
assimilated into one mass.”

another, previous
and a Congress
the States, by freely mixing together, were
At the same time that he was completing
his history, in 1788, he published a pamphlet to refute the sectional
objections being urged in South Carolina to the new federal consti-
tution. “Indulge no narrow prejudices to the disadvantage of your breth-
ren of the other states,” he exhorted his fellow Carolinians, “Consider

the people of all the thirteen states, as a band of brethr

en, speaking the
same )

anguage, professing the same religion, inhabiting one undivided
country, and designed by heaven to be one pecple.” 4

The simultaneous and happy culmination of Ramsay’s Iabors on his his-
tory and his efforts for a stronger naticnal government only confirmed
him in his role as expourider-cum-historian of the Revolutionary tra-
dition of liberal nationalism. “We should, above all things, study to pro-
mote the union and harmony of the states,” he told another Fourth of
July gathering in Charleston in 1794, “Perish the man who wishes to
divide us into back country, or low country, into a northern and south-
ern, or into an eastern or western interest. . . . We should consider
the people of this country, from the Mississippi to the Atlantic, from
New-Hampshire to Georgie, ag forming one whole, the interest of
-which should be preferred to that of every part.” @

In pursuit of this goal he devoted every minute he could spare from
his medical practice and extensive public services-to historical writing,
and in the process he blazed a pioneering trail for every one of the
major historical genres that were to compose the Revolution

ary historicg-
raphy of the nineteenth century. As a biographer and maker of a national

4 Ramsay, History of the Amevican Rewolution, 11, 316; An Address to the Free-

men of South-Caroling, on the Subject of the Federal Constitution. . . . (Charles-
ton [17881), 11-12. :

5 Ramsay, An Cration, Delivered in St Michael's Church, before the Inkabitants

of Charleston, South-Carolina, on the Fourth of July, 1794, . . . (Charleston
{17941, 20, ‘
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hagiology, he wrote the best of the early one-volume lives of George
Washington. Then he turned to state history and, following the ex-
ample of Jeremy Belknap’s history of New Hampshire, produced a su-
perior history of South Carolina. “Had we Belknaps in every state,” he
wrote to a friend, “we might become acquainted with each other in
that intimate and familiar manner which would wear away prejudices,
rub off asperities & mold us into an homogeneous people loving esteem-
ing and rightly appreciating each other.” He expanded his history of
the Revolution intc a general history of the United States and devoted his
last years to creating a vast account of the whole of human experience
as culminating in the American republic.

Ramsay’s writings, and especially his History of the American Revo-
lution, fed the historical imagination and the growing liberal nationalism
of several generations of Americans, His fellow Americans resented with
him the refusal of the English public to give a hearing to the truths he
expounded ; and Congress, by special act in 1789, granted him the first
copyright extended to an author by the general government, “America
has produced a Ramsay,” exulted young James K. Polk, who eagerly
devoured Ramsay’s works while a student at the University of North
Carolina in 1817, “the Tacitus of this western hemisphere to transmit to
posterity in the unpolished language of truth, the spirit of liberty which
actuated the first founders of our republic.” 7

Ramsay’s nationalism arose in part from his personal intersectional
experience as a native of Pennsylvania, student at the College of New
Jersey and in Philadelphia, and member of the Confederation Con-
gress. Yet his nationalism seems fo have been highly congenial to the
South Carolina community where he was a leading political ard in-
tellectual figure throughout his mature years, The final irony was that
his funeral eulogy was delivered by none other than the brilliant young

6 Ramsay, The Life of George Washingion . . . {Philadelphia, 1807) ; The History
of Souwth-Caroling, from Iis First Settlement in 1670, to the Year 1808 (2 wvols.;

Charleston, 1809) ; History of the United Siates, from Their First Sefflement as -

English Colonies, in 1607, to the Year 1808 . ., Continued io the Treaty of Ghent,
by 8. 5. Smith . . . and Other Literary Gentlemen « .+« (3 vols.; Philadelphia,
1816-17) ; Universal History Americanized . . . (12 vols.; Philadelphia, 1819).
The last two works were completed and brought out posthumously by friends for
the henefit of Ramsay’s destitute family. The quotation is from Page Smith,
“David Ramsay and the Causes of the American Revolution,” Willkam and Mary
Querterly, XVII (Jan, 1960), 74.

7 Charles Evans (comp.}, American BibHography . . . (14 vols.; Chicage and
Wercester, 1903-59), VII, 354; James K. Polk, “The Admission of Foreigners
into Office in the United States,” MS in “Addresses of the Dialectic Society,” IV,
First Series, University of North Carolina Library,
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‘Charleston lawyer Robert ¥, Hayne, later a firebrand of nullification.®
Ramsay’s reputation was later clouded for professional historians by
exaggeratéd charges of plagiarism from the Annual Register; but the
most recent professional evaluation places him “in the front rank
of American historians.” ® The first quality in Ramsay’s history that
strikes the modern reader is his temperate and insightful treatment of
the behavior and policies of the British. Even more impressive is his
sensitive assessment of the many factors that contributed to the Revolu-
- tionary movement—the relationship between the American environment
and the psychology and political behavior of the Americans, the place
of economic considerations in the mixture of motives that influenced the
patricts, the influence of age and temperament and chance in the flow of
events. Finally and most striking of all, Ramsay’s interpretation of the
Revolution as essentially a struggle over constitutional principles is the
view to which historians have been returning after decades of dalliance
with less durable interpretations. “Ramsay offered us,” concludes Pro-
fessor Page Smith, “a wiser and better balanced interpretation than
the most expert and ‘scientific’ of his successors.” 10
These professional successors, the university-trained professers who
aspired to write scientific history, were not to appear until the end of
the nineteenth century. In the meantime there was to he a vast amount of

8 Hayne, “Biographical Memoir of David Ramsay, M.D.” Analectic Magazine
VI (Scpt, 1815), 204-24. This, the fullest biographical sketch of Ramsay, was
drawn from Hayne's metmorial address. Hayne had married a niece of Mrs. Ramsay :
and another later nullifter leader, Henry L. Pinckney, founder and editor of the
famous fire-eating newspaper, the Charleston Mercury, was the brother of Mrs.
‘Hayne and a nephew of Mrs, Ramsay. David D. Wallace, The Life of Henry
Laurens . . . (New York, 1915), 430-31.

Ramsay was boru the son of a Scotch-Irish farmer in Pennsylvania in 1749,
attended the College of New Jersey, studied medicine in Philadelphia, settled in
Charleston in 1773, and died in 1815, having been shot down in the street by a
tailor who had earlier been confined on a judgment by Ramsay and another
physician that he was insane.

9 O. G. Libby, “Ramsay as a Plagiarist,” American Historical Review, VII
(July, 1902), 697-703; Smith, “David Ramszy and the Causes of the American
Revolution,” 77. Early historians of the Revolution almost universally relied heavily
on the Annual Register, whose excellent contemporary accounts of Revolutionary
events were often the best available source until fuller documentation became avail-
able. Most of these writers, including the illustrious John Marshall, simply pasted
together verbatim passages, paraphrases, and condensations from the Annuc!
Register and other sources. Ramsay did more of this than his preface suggests,
but less than his contemporaries. The Important distinction is that Ramsay fitted
derivative passages into a superior interpretive framework that was distinctly his
OWIL

10 Smith, “David Ramsay and the Causes of the American Revolutien,” 73.
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writing about the Revolution by docters, fawyers, clerics, and occasional
self-trained college professors, following down one or another of the
trails of national history, state history, or biography that David Ramsay
had blazed. But before turning to the work of Ramsay’s nonprofessional
Successors, it is necessary to note the substantial contributions made to
Revolutionary historiography by those members of his own generation
who recorded their memoirs of the war for independence, .

Military aspects of the Revolution were particularly illuminated by
the efforts of leading officers on both sides to buttress their reputations
and justify their conduct. The British generals, Sir Henry Clinton and
Lord Charles Cornwallis, had barely returned to England when they and
their {riends became engaged in a violent pamphlet controversy over re-
sponsibility for the Yorktown debacle. Several of the pamphlets produced
by the controversy were promptly reprinted in America and provided an
inside view of the operations of the British high command.1?

The Clinton-Cornwallis feud also stimulated the writing of valuable
military histories by lesser British officers. In 1787 Cornwallis’ former
commander of dragoons, Colonel Banastre Tarleton, published in Lon-
don A History of the Campaigns of 1780 and 1781, in the Southern
Provinces of North America; also in London, in 1794, a former com-
missary officer in Cornwallis’ army, Charles Stedman, published his two-
volume The History of the Origin, Progress and Termination of the
American War. Tarleton’s work was regarded as anti-Cornwallis and
Stedman’s as anti-Clinton. Of the two, Tarleton’s is much the more valu-
able. Written with the aid of his mistress, the celebrated actress Mary
Robinson, it provides an absorbing first-hand account of the southern
campaign, Stedtnan, on the other hand, copied extensively from both
Tarleton and the Annual Register, though some of his material is de-
tived from personal experience and independent sources.12

11 The major pamphlets in the Clinton-Cornwallis controversy are conveniently
collected in Benjamin F. Stevens (ed.), The Campaign in Firginia, 1781 . . .
{2 wvals.; London, 1788). Clinton also completed hut did not publish an extensive
memoir, which has been edited and published by William B. Willeox under the
title, The American Rebellion: Sir Henry Clintow's Narrative of His Campaigns,
I775-1782, with an Appendix - of Original Docwments (New Haven, 1954). The
editor’s intreduction to this volure contains 2 fine analysis of the points in dispute
between Clinton and Cornwallis. :

12 Tarleton’s history seems ‘to have been prompted in considerable measure by a
running attack on his conduct of the battle of Cowpens, launched in the Lendon
press in 1782 by a fellow-officer, Lieutenant Roderick Mackenzie, and carried on as
@ mincr counterpart to the Clinton-Cornwallis controversy. When Tarleton’s history
appeared, Mackenzie published a pamphlet of Strictures on Li-Col. Tarleton's
History . . . (Londen, 1787) which was answered by another officer, George
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Thus in the decade foliowing the war, the rivalries of British officers
for reputation made available a detailed knowledge of the southern cam-
paigns from the British point of view. American officers, being free from
the necessity of shifting the onus of defeat to each other, were much
more backward about supplying memoirs. Not until 1802 did Colonel
Wiiliam Moultrie publish his memoirs, telling clumsily about events in
which he participated. And it was 1812 before an American officer, Gen-
eral Henry (“Light Horse Harry™) Lee, produced an account compar-
able in value to Tarleton’s.

The battle of military teputations on the American side was left to
be fought not by the officers themselves, but by their descendants and
admirers, as a part of the flood of biography which, during most of the
nineteenth century, was the most important form of writing about the
Revolution.

No ene dared, of course, to question Washington’s heroic qualities.
Ramsay’s biography of Washington remained for many years after its
publication in 1807 the soundest brief account, but it was overshadowed
by more spectacular productions. “Parson” Mason Locke Weems had
brought out the first edition of his Mimsy, fanciful, and fantastically suc-
cessful and influential Life and Memorable Actions of George Washing-
ton in 1800 ; 14 and between 1804 and 1807 Chiet Justice John Marshail
published five ponderous volumes on the subject. For all his verbiage,
Marshall added little new knowledge about the Revolution, either in
the North or South,’5 but he did inspire a fellow Supreme Court jus-

Hanger, in An Address to the Army in Reply to Strictures by Roderick M Kengic,
For the circumstances under which Tarleton wrote his history, see Robert D.
Bass, The Green Dragon: The Lives of Banasire Tarieton and Mary Robinson
‘(New York, 1957}, Clinton himself attacked Stedman's history in a pamphlet,
Observations on My, Stedman’s History of the Awmerica War (Tondon, 1794). For
a recent evaluation of Stedman’s work, see R, Kent Newmyer, “Charles Stedman’s
History of the American War” Awmerican Historical Review, LXIIL {July, 1958),
92434,

13 Moultrie, Memoirs of the American Revolution, So Far as It Related to the
Statés of North and South Caroling end Georgia . . . {2 vols.; New York, 1802).
Lee, Memoirs of the War in the Southern Department of the United Siates {2
vols.; Philadelphia, 1812). “Despite occasional prejudice and error,” Lee’s work
“is a classic,” writes John R. Alden in The South in the Revelution, 1763-1789
(Baton Rouge, 1957), 412. )
14 For a modern edition with an excellent critical introduction, see Mason L.
Weems, The Life of Washington, ed. Marcus Cunliffe (Cambridge, 1962),

15 Marshall, Life of George Washington (5 vels.; Philadelphia, 1804-07). The
sections on the Revolution consisted largely of copying and paraphrasing, mainly
frem William Gordon and the Annual Register, according to William A, Foran,.

“John Marshall as a Histarian,” American Historical Review, XLII (Oct., 1937),
51-64. )
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tice to an emulation that furnished new information on the Revolution 1n
the South.

Justice William Johnson of Charleston, South Carolina, seems to have
been moved by a desire for literary fame, coupled with a desire to
furnish an antidote to the anti-Republican poison contained in Marshall's
final volume. Since Washington had been “done,” Judge Johnson turned
to the next most important Revolutiohiary general, Nathanael Greene.
Traveling to New England in 1818 in search of data, he gained access
to the general’s papers in the hands of the family; and in 1822 he pub-
lished a two-volume biography.l® Drawing fresh information from the
(Greene papers, Johnson’s blography ranks with the works of David Ram-
say and Henry Lee among the most substantial southern contributions to
the early historiography of the Revolution.

It is a striking fact that Charleston produced two of the South’s three
important early historzans of the Revolution, and that both Ramsay
and Johnseon coupled ardent nationalism with a strong commitment to
liberal republican views. Indeed their careers showed many similarities.
Both the doctor and the judge were, of course, professional men. Both
had sprung from humble origins, Ramsay’s father being a Pennsyl-
vania farmer and Johnson’s a New York blacksmith who moved to
Charleston before the Revolution {in 1780 the eider Johnson was car-
ried off with Dr. Ramsay to the British prison at St. Augustine). Both
future historians were educated at the College of New Jersey, and both
rose to political eminence in Charleston, Johnson being appointed to
the Supreme Court by President Jefferson.

While judge Johnson was an uncompromising Jeffersonian Republi-
can in his commitment to civil and religious liberties and democratic gov-
ernment, he explicitly denied that the Virginia Republican doctrine of
state rights was a central tenet of Republicanism, “State rights, or United
States’ rights are nothing,” he declared in his hiography of Greene, “ex-
cept as they contribute to the safety and happiness of the people.” He
went out of his way to praise Greene’s efforts for a stronger union; and
when his biography was challenged, he stated his purposes in writing it
as follows: “1, to trace out and to adhere’to the historical truth, 2, to im-

16 William Johnson, Skeiches of the Life and Correspondence of Nathanael Greene
..t the War of the Revolution (2 vols.; Charleston, 1822). Johnson paid out of
his own pocket for the printing of 1,000 sets; but after four years he still had 400
upsold sets on his hands. Donald G. Morgan has written an excellent bisgraphy,
Justice William Johnson, the First Dissenter . . . {(Columbia, S. C, 1954): for
Johnson's work as a biographer, see pp. 105-106, 143-52. Johnson's biography of
Greene followed by several years a much slighter work, Charles Caldwell, Memoirs
of the Life and Campaigns of the Hon. Nathanoel Greene . . . (Philadelphia, 1819).
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press on my counirymen the necessity of hugging to their bosoms the
bond which unites. us to each other, by exhibiting the toil and hazard to
which we were exposed from a want of combined operatmn and conti-
nental feeling in the revolutionary war.” 17
Judge Johnson’s life of Greene appeared in the very year that Den-
- mark Vesey’s slave insurrection plot accelerated South Carolina’s ideo-
logical somersault from nationalism to state rights, and Johnson made
himself unpopular with many of his fellow Charlestonians by trying to
calm the hysteria. But he had been denouncing “the wily serpent of dis-
union” at least since 1812, when he had followed in Ramsay’s footsteps as
Charleston’s Fourth of fuly orator. “Long may the love of couatry be
the animating principle of the sons of Carohna,” he had said on that
occasion. So he was ready when the wily serpent came boldly into the
open in 1827 in the Crisis essays of Robert Turnbull, the bellwether of
nullification. Judge Johnson replied with a pamphlet of over a hundred
pages, calling on Americans “to strengthen and consolidate the Union of
the States . . . and thus build, on a firm basis, a lofty national character
and a permanent national prosperity.” Only thus, he predicted, would
the United States be prepared to play its destined role in the coming
climax of the great world struggle between tyranny and freedom.!®
Although Johnson’s book on Greene furnishes further impressive evi-
dence of the importance of the Revolutionary tradition in resisting the
South’s drift into sectionalism, and though its research findings were an
important contribution to knowledge about the Revolution, it was not
a popular success. Johnson's prose was too ponderous, and his bluntly ex-
pressed prejudices—against High-Church Episcopalianism and Count Pu-
laski among others—invited counterattacks. Historiograpically the most -
productive of Johnson’s attacks were on the Virginia Lees. In 1824
Henry Lee, Jr., responded to the judge’s animadversions on the accuracy
of his father’s memoirs by publishing in Philadelphia a weighty account of
The Campaign of 1781 in the Carolinas; with Kemarks, Historical and
Critical on Johnson’s Life of Greene. . .. A year later another Lee, Rich-
ard Henry, answered Johnson’s insinuations that his grandfather and
namesake had been involved in the Revolutionary machinations against
Washington by publishing in Philadelphia a two-volume Memoir of the
Life of Richard Henry Lee. . . . Despite their tendentiousness, the em-
battled Lees further 1llumma‘{ed both the military and the civil side of
the Revolutionary struggle in the South.

17 Morgan, Justice William Johnson, 150-51, 152n.
18 Ibid., 96-97, 297.




48 WRITING SOUTHERN HISTORY

Meanwhile two Southerners had been clothed with the mythic quel-
ities of secondary herces. The new military Lero was the semiliterate,
sometimes rtuthless, and always daring partisan commander, Francis
Marion, whose miduight forays from the swamps had kept American re-
sistance alive after the British overran towcountry Seuth Carolina.
Around 1806 that master myth-maker Parson Weems encountered one of
Mation's former lieutenants, Peter Horry, who had been collecting ma-
terials and painfully trying to construct a biography., Weems seems to
have recognized instantly the romantic appeal of Marion’s exploits; and
Horry incautiously turned his manuscript over to the famous bingrapher
of Washington with a request that he “make it read grammatically” and
also “embellish” it. When Weems published the “embellished” wotk in
1809, Horry was horrified. “A history of realities turned into a romarce.

. a fetitious invention of the brain,” he complained to Weems. “You
have carved and mutilated it with so many erroneous statements, your
embellishiments, ohservations and remarks, must necessarily be etroneous
as proceeding from false grounds. Most certainly 'tis not MY history,
but YOUR romance.” The plain old soldier was additionally disturbed
because he was made to appear the sole author in some of the early edi-
‘tions.1®

Efforts to correct Weems's romanticizing of Marion failed to over-
take the parson’s imagined dialogue, invented adventures, and flashing
prose.20 The dashing Swamp Fox, along with Washington, moved into

19 The first edition of The Life of Gen. Francis Marion . .. { Philadelphia, 1309)
listed no author, For bibliographical data on +his and subsequent editions, see A S
Salley’s introduction to the reprint edition of William D. James, 4 Skeich of the
Life of Brig. Gen. Froncis Marion . . . (Marietta, Ga., 1948) and Paul Leicester
Ford, Mason Locke Weems: His Works end Ways, ed. Emily E. F. Skeel (3
vols.; New York, 19093, 1, 97-127. Horry's complaint is quoted in William Gil-
more Simms, “Weems, the Biographer and Histotian,” Views ond Reviews 1
Americon Literature, History and Fiction, Second Series {New York, 1845

[18471), 136.

20 Another South Carolinian who had served under Marion, William D. James, -

published at Charleston in 1821 A Sketch of the Life of Brig. Gen. Francis Marion

., which was unadorned and unexciting. Ower two decades later the South
Caroling novelist, William Gilmore Simms, sought to paint a truer picture of
Marion, drawing on hoth Weems and James and checking them against other
histories and unpublished decuments. Simms admitted that Weems “had rather
loose notions of the privileges of the biographer,” but concluded that “in reality, he
has transgressed much less in his Life of Marion than is generally supposed.”
Simms, The Life of Francis Marion {New York, 1844), 2. A modern biographer,
Robert D. Bass, after comparing Weers and James with an even wider range of
previously unused scurces, has similarly concluded that “the two biographies have
about equal validity.” Bass, Swamp Fox: The Life and Campaigns of General
Francis M}ariom (New York, 1959}, 247.
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the foreground of the American  consciousness of the Revolution.
Weems’s books, said William Gilmore Simms, “were among my earliest
treasures™ ; they “have had a vast circulation, have exeraised a wondrous
influence over the young minds of the country, have mouided many of
our noblest characters.” 21 ‘
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But one of his projected subjects, like himself a man of modest birth
and spectacular rhetorical abilities, so absorbed Wirt that he devoted
years to preparing a biography of Patrick Henry. Though Wirt did not,
like Weems, put Imagined conversations into the mouths of his charac.
ters, he did presume to reconstruct verbatim texts of Henry’s celebrated

orations from the recollections of aged witnesses, Moreover the theme of
Henry’s rise from
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By the 1840’s the development of a popular market for biography had
evoked readable but unoriginal accounts of several southern Revolution-
ary figures; 2® and the 1850's saw publication of a series of more sub-
stantial biographical works based on previously unused sources and
comparable to Johnson’s study of Greene in their contribution to his-
torical knowledge.?* Following the Civil War this tendency toward
fuller documentation culminated in a series of voluminous biographical
works that unfolded their subjects’ lives through masses of letters and
other documents strung together hy minimal narrative connections.2s

These nonprofessional biographers greatly expanded historical know]-
edge of the Revolutionary South, but they also exhibited some less happy
characteristics of nineteenth-century historical writing. Their works were
motivated in part by intense state pride, by a desire to claim for their
respective states a larger share of the glory of the Revolution. Kate
Mason Rowland dedicated her biography of George Mason “To VIR-
GINIA the Tllustrious, the Dearly Loved Old Dominion”; and the
biographer of James Iredell asserted in his preface his purpose to “vin-
dicate the claim of North Carolina to a place in the front rank of the
foremost states in the War of the Revolution.” This effort to glorify
the heroes of one’s state was often reinforced by a more directly filio-
pietistic impulse. Biographies of Richard Henry Iee, Nathanael Greene,
and Patrick Henry were written by their grandsons, that of William
Pinkney by a nephew, that of James Iredell by the husband of a grand-
daughter, those of Edmund Randolph and George Mason by more dis-
tant kinsmen, and that of Charles Carroll of Carrollton was cammissioned

by his descendants. “I resolved that nothing should prevent me from

23 In addition to his biography of Marion, William Gitmore Simms wrote The
Life of Nathanael Greene . . . {New York, 1848) ; and Jared Sparks included in
his Library of American Biography (25 vols.; Boston, 1834-48) accounts of
Wiiliam R. Davie by F. M. Hubbard, Nathanael Greene by George W. Greene,
Patrick Henry by Alexander H, Everett, Benjamin Lincoln by Francis Bowen,
and William Pinkney by Henry Wheaton.

24 William Pinkney, The Life of William Pinkney {New York, 1853); Griffith
..J. McRee, Life and Correspondence of James Iredell . . . (2 vols.; New Yark,
1857-58) ; Henry S. Randall, Life of T homas Jefferson (3 vols.: New York, 1858) ;
and James Graham, The Life of General Daniel Morgan . .. (New York, 1859).
25 George Washington Greene, The Life of Nathongel Greene . . . (3 vols.; New
York, 1867-1871) ; Moncure D. Conway, Owmitted Chapiers of History Disclosed in
the Life and Papers of Edwund Randolph (New York, 1888) ; Willlam Wirt
Henry, Patrick Henry: Life, Correspondence and Speeches (3 vols.; New Vork,
1891} ; Kate Mason Rowland, The Life of George Mason, 1725-1792 {2 vols.:
New York, 1892} ; Kate Mason Rowland, The Life of Charles Carroll of Carreli-
fon, 1732-1832, with His Correspondence ond Publi¢ Papers (2 vols.; New York,
1898) ; Charles C. Pinckney, Life of General Thomas Pinckney (Boston, 1865).
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telling the full story of my grandfather’s life, and claiming for him the
gratitude which is his due from all generations of his countrymen,” de-
clared George Washington Greene in the preface to his work, Even Mon-
cure Conway, a notorious dissenter and virtua] exile from his Virginia
background, felt called wpon to defend his remote forbear, Fdmund Ran-
dolph, at every turn, partly perhaps because he felt that Virginians had
unjustly maligned both Randolph’s reputation and his own.

Yet in another respect the familial connections of so many of the
nineteenth-century biographers with their subjects were an advantage.
Often a biography was undertaken partly because the family had the
suhject’s papers; and the biographer made aveilzhle 2 mass of precious
documentation which might otherwise have been lost and on which his-
torians have depended ever since. In addition to the documents that
were lavishly reprinted in the biographies, there were separate editions
of the papers of several southern Revolutionary leaders.26

The biographers’ interest in documents was only o
scale movement for documentary - collection and pub
one of the most important forms of American historical activity in the
nineteenth century. The Revolution was a primary focus for this docu-
mentary activity. “The more I look into it,” declared Jared Sparks, New
England minister-turned-historian, in 1827, “the more T am convinced
that no complete history of the American Revolution has been written,
The materials have never been collected ; they are still in the archives of
the states, and in the hands of individials.” Sparks made this chserva-
tion in the course of a three-year documentary survey that took him

to all the states and to London and Paris. He never produced the great

comprehensive history of the Revolution that was his original aim, but
he did help inaugurate a notable era of documentary collection and pub-
lication. Sparks himself published the diplomatic correspondence of the

Revolation and the papers of Washington, Franklin, and Gouverneur

Morris. Simultanecusly the federal government embarked on a series of

ambitious documentary publication projects, the most important of which

for Revolutionary historiography was Peter Force’s vast uncorzpleted

ve phase of a large-
lication, which was

26 Thommas Jefferson Randolph, Memoir, Correspondence, and
the Papers of Thomas Tefferson (4 vols.; Charlottesville, 1829). Congress later
purchased the Jefferson papers and underwrote a more complete edition, H. A.
Washington (ed.), The Writings of Thomas Jefferson . . . (9 vols.; Washington
1853-54). The first of two projected volumes of the Correspondence of Mr. Ralph
Jzard ... (New York, 1844) was brought out by the subject’s daughter, Anne
Izard Deas; and William Gilmore Simms edited 7The Army Correspondence of
John Lawurens in the Vears 17771779 (New York, 1867). Resides these American

publications there was Charles Ross (ed.), Correspondence of Charles, First
Marguis Cornwallis (3 wvols.; London, 1859),

Miscellanies, from
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American Archives project, of which nine great folio volumes were
eventually published.2?

The great national projects of Sparks and the federal government were
paralleled by countless state and private documentary enterprises; and
of these the southern states had a large share. In 1841 a Georgia historian,
Dr, William B. Stevens, echoed Sparks by complaining that the Revolu-
tionary history of his state “has hitherto, for the want of authenticated
documents, been a hlank page in our written and traditionary annals.”
But by this time Georgia and other southern states were well along to-
ward remedying the deficiency. Georgia, in fact, had led the way for
the American states by designating Joseph V. Bevan as its official his-
toriographer in 1824 and subsidizing his project to collect and publish
documents relating to the state’s history. Bevan gained access to the
British archives in London for the purpose of copying documents relat-
ing to early Georgia history, but he died before any substantial progress
was made. The legislature authorized appointment of another agent in
the 1830’s, and by 1839 he had brought back from London twenty-two
folio volumes of transcripts. It was from these materials that Dr. Stevens
was able to present in his address to the Georgia Historical Society in
1841 the first accurate and amply documented account of Georgia’s role
in the coming of the Revolation.®8

Georgia’s discovery of the documentary riches of the British archives
prompted other southern states to similar activity, In 1825 the North
Carolina legislature authorized a lottery to aid Judge Archibald D.
Murphey in his project of gathering documents for an exhaustive history

27 On Sparks, Force, and the documentary movement in general, see John Spencer
Bassett, The Middle Group of American Historians {New York, 1917); the quo-
tation is from p. 92. Sparks's principal documentary compilations were: Diplowmatic
Correspondence of the American Revelution {12 vols.; Boston, 1829-30); The
Life and Writings of George Washington (12 vols.; Boston, 1834-37) ; and Cor-
respondence of the American Revolulion: Being Letters of Ewminent Men to George
Washington . . . {4 vols.; Boston, 1R53). Peter Force’s volumes appeared under
the title American Archives .. . {4th series, 6 vols.; 5th series, 3 vols.; Washing-
ton, 1837-53). There were several earlier and less ambitious efforts to publish the
more important Revolutionary documents: Hezekiah Niles, Principles and Acits
of the Rewolution in America ., . (Baltimore, 1822) ; and Jedidiah Morse, Annals
of the Americon Revolution . . . (Hartiord, 1824). A later general compilation of
enduring value was Frank Moore, Digry of the American Revolution: From
Newspapers and Original Documents (2 vols.: New York, 1860).

28 Stevens, “Discourse Delivered hefore the Georgia Historical Society, at the

Celebration of Their Second Anmiversary [Feb. 12, 18411 Georgia Historical |

Society, Collections, I1 ({Savannah, 1842), 1-36; quotation from p. 2; Stevens,
A History of Georgia . .. to .. . 1798 (2 vols.; New York, 1847; Philadelphia,
1859, T, viii-ix: Van Tassel, Recording Ameriea’s Fast, 105-106.
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of the state. Iike Georgia’s Bevan, Murphey died before materials could
be secured from London, but not before he had collected at fome a valu-
able body of documents relating especially to the Revolutionary history
of the state. Meanwhile the governor had secured from British officials
an index to North Catolina documents in the Londan archives, which the
state finally published in 1843. South Carolina sponsored an agent who
spent three years in London locating and copying materials relating to
that state. William W. Hening’s superbly edited Statutes ai Large gave
Virginia a magnificent corpus of source material for the colonial and
Revolutionary periods, and the state’s Revolutionary legislative journals
were also published,2¢
The movement for state-sponsored historical activities, beginning in
the 1820’s, was followed closely by the organization of state historical
societies. Virginia’s historical soclety was organized in 1831, North
Carolina’s in 1833, Georgia’s in 1839, Maryland’s in 1844, and South
Carolina’s in 1855; and by 1860 there were historical societies in nearly
every southern state. While some of these societies were only sporadicafly
active, those in the seaboard southern states made substantial contribu-
tions to Revolutionary historiography through the collection and publica-
tion of source materials. The North Carolina society maintained and
expanded Judge Murphey’s collection of documents; the Georgia so-
ciety built up a library and commissioned a history of the state by Dr.
Stevens; and the societies of Georgia, South Carolina, Virginia, and
Maryland issued extensive documentary publications.3° In addition to
the documentary activities of the states and the societies, an individual

29 Van Tassel, Recording America’s Past, 103-107; Bassett, The Middle Group of
American Historians, 24042 Guion G. Johnson, Aunie-Bellum North Carolina :
A Soeial History (Chapel Hill, 1937, 819; Willlam W. Hening (ed.), The
Statutes at Large: Being a Collection of All the Laws of Virginda, from . . . 1619
(13 veols.; Richmond, Philadelphia, 1819-23). Virginia published the journals of
its Senate for the years 177870 and 1785-90 (2 wvols.; Richmond, 1827-28) and

the journals of its House of Delegates for the years 1776-1790 (4 vols.; Richmond, . -

1828).

30 Van Tassel, Recording America’s Past, 97-98. The Georgia society issued three
volumes of Collections, 1840-48; the South Carolina society sponsored puhlication
of Plowden C. J. Weston (ed.), Documents Connecied with the History of South
Caroling (London, 1856), and then issued three volumes of Collections, 1857-59;
the Virginia society issued a single volume of Collections, 1834, published historical
contributions regularly in the Southern Literary Messenger, 1835-37, revived pub-
lication 1848-53 through a quarterly Firginia Historical Register, and Literary
Aduvertiser issued by its secretary, and then published an annual 7 irginta Historical
Reporter, 1854-60; and the Maryland society published in pamphlet form many
historical addresses delivered at jts meetings as well 2s some documentary con-

tributions. See Walter Muir Whitchill, Independent Historical Societies . .. (Bos-
ton, 1962), 134, 163; 177, 184,
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compiler published a notable collection of documents on the Revolution-
ary history of South Carolina.51 '

Though cut short by the Civil War, this flourishing documentary ac-
tivity showed remarkable hardihood, and by the 1870’s and 1880's was
being pushed even more vigorously under the same kind of political and
nonprofessional auspices as it had begun. The Georgia Historical So-
ciety resumed publication of its Collections in 1873 and the South Caro-
lina society in 1884 ; and during the same period both the Virginia and
Maryland societies began extensive publication programs. The mmost
notaple development of this period was the inauguration of two great
documentary publication projects: the Archives of Maryland, pub-
lished in Baltimore since 1883, edited by William H. Browne and suc-
cessors, which would run to over sixty volumes by the 1960's; and the
twenty-six volume Colonial and State Records of Norith Carolina puh-
lished in Raleigh and Goldsboro from 1886 to 1906, edited by Secretary
of State William L. Saunders and Chief Justice Walter Clark, Virginia
began copying from the London archives, publishing in Richmond from
1875 to 1893 an eleven-volume Cdalendar of Virginia State Papers and
Other Manuscripis, edited by W. P. Palmer ¢f al., and obtaining twenty-
two additional volumes of utipublished transcripts. Spurred by the ex-
ample of Virginia and North Carclina, South Carolina in the 1890’s em-
ployed its neighbors’ archival agent, W. Noel -Sainsbury, to collect
thirty-six volumes of transcripts. Georgia, which had pioneered in the
collection of documents, lost its London transcripts by fire in the 1850’s
and not until the twentieth century did it revive its documentary pub-
lication.s2 : '

The vast store of source materials so industriously accumulated was
not very fully atilized by the nonprofessional historians of the nineteenth
century for studies of the Revolutionary South. Aside from their im-
portant contributions in biography, what writing they did was mainly
in the area of state and local history. Much of this writing was niotivated

31 Robert W. Gibbes (ed.), Documemarjj;History of the American Revolution
(3 vols.; New York, 1833-57).

32 Allen D, Candler (ed.), The Colowial Records of the State of Georgia (26

vols.; Atlanta, 1904-16), and The Revolutionary Records of the State of Georgin
(3 vols.; Atlanta, 1908). For surveys of the documentary situation at the end of
the nincteenth century, see Stephen B. Weeks, “On the Promotion of Historicai
Stedies in the South,” Southern Histary Association, Publications, 1 {Jan,, 1897),
13-34; Appleton P. C, Griffin, Bibliography of Historical Societies (The United
States and the Dominion of Canada) in American Historical Association, Annual

Report, 1905, 11 (Washington, 1907} ; and Whitehill, /ndependent Fisiorical So-
cieties, 136, 163, 177, 185,
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by state and local pride, but the best of the state histories proceeded from
an mtelligent recognition of the legitimacy and importance of the state
as a unit for historical analysis and came close to the standard that a
historian of Maryland set for kirnself, “Ag a Ioyal son of Maryland,”
wrote J. Thomas Scharf, “the writer feels a natural pride in her honor-
able history ; but he has neyer (to the best of his belief, at least,) allowed
himself to be moved from the straight path of truth by any bias in her
favor.” 33

Again it was David Ramsay who had shown the way, baving followed
his pioneering work on the Revolution in South Carolina (1785) with
a general history of the state (1809) that remains today unexcelled
among state histories for detachment and critical insight. Less critical
but also notable among the early state histories was the history of Vir-
ginia by the expatriated Trish Republican and playwright, John Daly
Burk. Burk wrote partly to combat the custom of contrasting Virginia's
“yielding policy with the sturdy patriotism of New-England”; but his
Virginia patriotism was far overshadowed by his enthusiasm for Ameri-
can republicanism. He viewed the period of the French and Tndian War
as a “new and more splendid zera,” when the American provinces,
“driven into an union by the sense of common danger, . .. sink their local
prejudices and lay the foundation of an American character.” Burk's
closing paragraph was a paean to “the glory of the Revolutionary morn-
ing,” when “souls of ethereal stamp flocked from the remotest regions,

and rallied round the first pure altar, raised to the worship of liberty,” 84
Georgia and North Caroling early had unimpressive histories that

were useful in the abserice of anything better; # but in the 183('s and

1840's better state histories began to be written. Maryland’s celebrated

and choleric Whig orator, Jehn V. L. McMahaon, published in 1831 a his-

33 Scharf, History of Maryland from the Earliest Period to the Present Day (3
vols.; Baltimore, 1879), 1, vii.
34 Burk, The History of Virginia, from Tts First Settlement to the Present Day
(3 vols.; Petersburg, 1804-05), 11, 233, I, 167, 468. Burk died before he com-
pleted his project, and his three volumes extend only to 1775, In 1816 there was

3% Hugh McCall, The History of Georgia . . . to the Present Day (1782) (2
vols.; Savannah, 1811-1816), was » derivative work with many errors, written by
an army captain who retired to the Savannah jailorship. Hugh Williamson, The
History of North Coeroling (2 vols. ; Philadelphia, 1812}, was a clumsy stringing
together of documents which barely
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torical analysis of government in Maryland that to this day commands
the respect of professional scholars. Maryland got a more conventional
history, a ervent end thinly researched narrative, by James McSherry
in 18349 and in 1846-48 Rebert R. Howison published a solid history of
Virginia extending into the nineteenth century.36

By all odds the most distinguished state history written before the
Civil War was the history of Georgia published in 1847-59 by Dr.
William Bacon Stevens. This versatile New Englander practiced
medicine in -Savannah after completing his studies at Dartmouth in
1837 entered the Episcopal priesthood and taught for a time at the
University of Georgia; moved to a large church in Philadelphia in 1848 ;
and later became Bishop of Pennsylvania and a principal founder of
Lehigh University. Dr. Stevens was the major force behind the organi-
zation of the Georgia Historical Society at Savannah in 1839 and edited
the first two volumes of its Collections. It was in response to his notable
address on Georgia’s role in the Revclution that the society in 1841
requested him to write a history of the state. Dr. Stevens sought to write
“not by the secondary helps of former histories, but by the careful study
of original, contemporary, and official documents.” The result was two
detailed, dispassionate volumes, published in 1847 and 1859, which
stood until the mid-twentieth century as the most authoritative account
of Georgia's history to 179837

The genre of state history, following the direction set by Dr. Stevens,

reached its ultimate development in the late nineteenth and early twen-

tieth centuries in a series of enormously detailed, relizble, and usually
unimaginative narratives, These works represented a merging of non-
professional into professional scholarship. Four of them were written by
Confederate veterans: Maryland’s J. Thomas Scharf, sometime lawyer,
newspaperman, and public official; Georgia’s Charles C. Jones, Jr,

36 McMahon, 4n Historical View of the Government of Maryland from Its Coloni-
zation to the Present Day (Baltimore, 1331) | McSherry, 4 History of Marylend
from Its First Settlement in 1634 to the Year 1848 (Baltimore, 1849) ; Howison,

A History of Virginia . . . to the Present Time (2 vols.; Philadelphia, 1846, and ---

Richmond, 1848},

37 Stevens, 4 History of Georgia, T, x. By the 1840’s a popular market for state
histories was developing, especially for use in the schools. William Gilmore Simmzs,
The History of Scouth Caroling . . - (Charleston, 1840}, was a well written sum-
mary, based an the best secondary authorities. The versatile literary hack, Timothy
Shay Arthur, best known for his temperance tract Tem Nights in a Barroom ond
What I Saw There, collaborated with W. H. Carpenter on a series of state. his-
tories including The History of Firginia from Its Earliesi Seiiloment to the Present
Time (Philadelphia, 1852) and The Histery of Georgia from Its Earliest Settlement
to the Present Time (Philadelphia, 1852).
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lawyer and one-time mayor of Savannah; South Caroling’s Edward Me-
Crady, lawyer-legislator from Charleston and nephew of Justice William
Johnson; and North Carolina’s Samuel A. Ashe, lawyer, editor and
pelitician, The transition toward academic historians is exemplified by
North Carolinza’s Robert D. W. Connor, school teacher and administrator
who had a year of graduate study at Columbia long after he had em-
barked on historical scholarship and who eventually became a university
professor and the first Archivist of the United States. The last and best
of the lengthy narrative state histories was written by South Carolina’s
David D. Wailace, who earned a Ph.D. degree at Vanderbilt in 1899
and taught at Wofford College. Whatever the shortcomings of the earlier
of these works, they brought the coverage of the Revolutionary South
by nonproiessional historians to a high point of comprehensiveness and
authority ; and Connor’s and Wallace’s volumes remain today the fullest
and best accounts of the Revolution in the Carolinas. In addition, Wallace
attained a degree of critical cbjectivity about his state that had nat
been reached since David Ramsay’s history of South Carclina more than
a century earlier,38

A final category of nineteenth-century writings about the Revolution-
ary South consisted of a variety of works dealing with particular areas
or episodes and usually resting heavily upon oral tradition. Justice
William Johnson's brother Joseph, a physician, wrote one of the most
valuable and interesting bhooks of this type, emphasizing upcountrj/
South Carolina during the Revolution. A similar useful contribution
was made by 2 Virginia Presbyterian minister, William H. Foote, who
published several volumes relating to the Presbyterian settlements in
Virginia and North Carolina, with emphasis on the Revolutionary

38 Scharf, Histery of Maryland from the Egrliest Perviod to the Present Day;
Charles C. Jones, Jr., The History of Georgia (2 vols.; Boston, 1883) ; Edward
Béc(:rady, The History of South Caroling under the Proprietary Government, 1670~
1719 (New York, 1897), The History of South Caroling under the Roval Govern-’

ment, 1719-1776 (New York, 1899), The History of South Caroling in the Revo-.. ...

Iution, I775-1783 (2 vols.; New York, 1901-02); Samuel A. Ashe, History of
North Carolina (2 vols.; Greensboro, 1908, Raleigh, 1925) ; Conner, The Colonial
and R_ewlutiomary Periods, 1584-1783, Volume I of Conrior et ‘al., Hisiory of North
Caroling . .. (6 vols.; Chicago and New York, 1919), Morth Carolina: Rebuilding
an Ancient Commonwealth, 1584-1925 {4 vols.; Chicago and New - York, 1929);
Wallace, The History of South Carcling (4 vols.; New York, 1934). The works by
Cpnnor and Wallace included, in addition to the historical narrative, volumes of
biographical sketches for which the principal authors were not responsible. Besides
the state histories, Connor published a hiography of the Revolutionary leader
Cornetivs Harnett . . . (Raleigh, 1909), and Wallace made a major contribution

io R)evolutionary historiography in The Life of Henry Lourens . .. (New York,
915).
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period. A prominent North Carolina politician, John H. Wheeler, pub-
lished a brief history of the state, to which he attached a lengthy series
of county sketches containing much local history and biography. The
Virginiz historian Hugh Blair Grigsby published an able discourse on
the Virginia convention of 1776; and the pioneer collector of frontier
Americana, Lyman Draper, finally published in 1881 an account of
the battle of Kings Mountain, based on manuscripts and recollections
he had been gathering for half a century. After the Civil War, county
histories began to appear, some of them like A. S. Salley, Jr.s history
of Orangeburg County, South Carolina, making a substantial contri-
bution to Revolutionary historiography. The works mentioned here had
many less distinguished imitators which, in spite of their patent biases
and credulity, preserved useful information about local events and per-
sonages.??

The local pride that was so evident in all nineteenth-century historio-
graphy was at its most hlatant in some of these local historians. One
writer took up his pen because “my heart burned with indignation at
the many misrepresentations, of the people of North Carolina, which had
so long gone unchallenged.” Therefore as “a dutiful son of North
Carolina,” he “determined to write this book in defence of his native
state, and in vindication of the honor and patriotism of her people.” Yet
the pride and touchiness of the South’s Revolutionary historians about
their states had in it nothing that was sectionally divisive. On the con-
trary, southern writers sought to claim for their respective states a larger
share in the glorious Revolutionary tradition of liberal nationalism.

39 Joseph johnson, Traditions and Reminiscences Chiefly of the American Revoln-
tion wn the South . .. (Charleston, 1851} ; Foote, Shetches of North Caroling . . .
(New York, 1846) and Sketches of Virginia . . . (2 vols.; Philadelphia, 1850-55) ;
Wheeler, Historical Sketches of North Caroling ... (2 vols.; Philadelphia, 1851) ;
Grigsby, The Virginia Convention of 1776 . . . (Richtnond, 1855) ; Draper, King's
Mountain and [ts Heroes , .. (Cincinnati, 1881) ; and A. S. Salley, Jr., The His-
tory of Orangeburg County, South Caroling (Orangeburg, 1898). Other works of
varying usefulness and reliability are, in chronological order: John Drayton,

Memoirs of the American Revolution . .. As Relating to the State of South Caro=-—- P

tina. . .. (2 yols.; Charleston, 1821) ; Alexander Garden, Anecddtes of the Ameri-
can Revolutionary Wer . . . (2 vols.; Charleston, 1822-28; reprinted, 3 vals,;

Brooklyn, 1865) ; Joseph Seawell Jones, .4 Defense of the Revolutionary History of -

the State of North Coroling from the Aspersions of Mr. Jefferson (Boston, 1834) ;
George White, Statistics of the State of Georgia . . . {Savannah, 1849) and His-
torical Collections of Georgia .. . (New York, 1854) ; Eli W. Caruthers, Revolu-
tionary Incidents . . . in the “Old North State” {2 vols.: Philadelphia, 1854-56) ;
Cyrus L. Hunter, Sketches of Western North Caroling .. . (Raleigh, 1877) ; David
Schenck, Norih Carolina, 1780-°81 . . . (Raleigh, 1889).; and Major William A.
Graham, General Joseph Graham and His Papers on North Caroling Revolutionory
History . . . (Raleigh, 1904).
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David Ramsay had made the developing tradition of liberty central to his
interpretation of South Carolina history. “The love of liberty had taken
deep root in the minds of carolinians long before the revelution,” he
wrote; the “similarity of state and condition” produced by the early
settlers’ struggle to subdue the wilderness had “inculcated the equality
of rights” and *taught them the rights of man.” Ramsay’s successors
simply echoed this theme with greater competitive stridency on behalf
of their respective states. “There is no state in our Union whose early
history is marked by purer patriotism, more unsallied devoticn to liberty,
or more indomitable opposition to every form of tyranny than North
Carolina,” wrote John H. Wheeler in 1851. Indeed William Gilmore
Stmms had gone so far in his younger days as to admit that “The Yan-
kee is the man, who first hungr out the banmer of liberty . . . and de-
termined to be free.” 40 -

As a matter of fact, a modern reader could almost go through the
whole corpus of southern writings about the Revolution without finding
any evidence that a southern sectional consciousness ever existed or that
a sectional war ever took place. There zre, of course, exceptions to this
generalization., As early as 1835 the Southern Literary Messenger at-
tacked Bancroft’s first volume on the ground that it was “intended to
dispose us to acquiesce in the new notion ‘that the people of the colonies,
ali together, formed one body politic before the Revolution.’ ”” 41 Richard
Hildreth also drew attacks from southern reviewers;4? but over against
these sectional reactions to national histories written by sometimes un-
sympathetic Northerners must be set the fact that a southern historian
could dedicate his work to Bancroft as “the only historian who has done
justice to North Carolina™; while ancther Southerner could himself
write an impressive national history showing little sectional conscious-
ness and acknowledging special indebtedness to Bancroft,3

40 Schenck, North Caroling, 178081, 12, 471; Ramsay, History of South Caro-
tina, 11, 384; Wheeler, Historical Sketches of North Caroling, xvii; Simms, quoted
in Johr Higham, “The Changing Loyalties of William Gilmore Simms,”  Joursnal
of Southern History, TX (May, 1943), 211.

41 Quoted in Van Tassel, Recording America’s Past, 117. For another -southern
attack on Bancroft, see James P. Holecombe, Skeiches of the Political Tssues and
Controversies of the Revolution {Richmond, 1856).

42 For a condescending reference to the Secuth, see Richard Hildreth, The History
of the United States of America (Rev. ed.; New York, 1856), II1, 97. DeBow's
Rewview commented of Hildreth that “Never befors was history so prostituted to
gratify personal or party malevolence” Van Tassel, Recording America’s Pust,
140n,

43 Whecler, Historical Skeiches of North Caroling, v; George Tucker, The His-
tory of the United States .. . to .. . 1841 {4 vols.; Philadelphia, 1856-57).
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Only once did the debate over the Revolutionary contributions of the
respective states degenerate into a rancorous squabile over the relative
merits of North and South. In 1853 William Gilmore Simms published a
177-page reply to certain animadversions on South Carolina’s Revolu-
tionary record by Lorenzo Sabine, and the quarrel reverberated through
the rest of the decade. This was the same Simms who in a series of
lectures to the Georgia Historical Soclety in 1841 had asked, “where
in our history, are the epochs, and what the materials, which, in the
hands of the future poet and romancer, shall become the monuments of
our nation——shall prove the virtues of cur people,—declare and assert,
to the unborn ages, the fame of our achievements?’ Simm’s novels, as
well as his biographies of Greene and Marion and his history of South
Carolina, were part of his effort to create through poetry and rémance
a historical tradition more national than sectional. Only under the ex-
treme pressure of sectional ecrisis, and then only in polemical settings,
could southern writers escape the powerful influence of the tradition of
tiberal nationalism in dealing with the Revolution. In their historical
writings they continued to assume, with Dr. Willlam B. Stevens, that
the Revolutionary age was “The heroic age of American history,” and
that “To trace the progress of free principles in America would be to
epitomize her whole history,” including the history of the southern
states.*4

At least three antebellum southern:historians, Eli Caruthers, Robert
R. Howison, and George Tucker, followed out the logic of the Revolu-
tionary tradition by publicly denouncing slavery. Of those who lived
through the Civil War, all whose positions have been discovered op-
posed secession, except Charles C. Jones, Jr., and Edward McCrady.
After the Civil War, the Revolution lost its place as the primary object
of historical interest. But in the writing about the Revolution that did

appear, the note of sectional bitternéss was sounded only through General

Fitzhugh Lee’s preface to Kate M. Rowland’s biography of George
Mason. “The withdrawal of some of the States from the Union in 1861
was in accordance with the theories of the Fathers of the Government,
endorsed in the earlier history-of the republic by the great masses of

1

the people . . . )" wrote this unreconstructed Confederate. “We have
before us the life of a patriot who lahored by tongue and pen fo erect a

44 A Southron [W. G. Simms], Sowth-Ceroling in the Rewvolutionary War . . .
{Charleston, 1853) ; quotations from W. G. Simms, Fiews and Reviews in Ameri-
can Literature, History and Fiction, First Series, ed. C. Hugh Holman {Cambridge,
1962), 47: and W. B. Stevens, “Discourse before the Georgia Historical Society,”
1-2.
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bulwark between Federal power and State rights, so strong, that the hand
of an oppressor could never take away the liberties of the people,” 45

Lee’s comment with regard to one of the great codifiers of Revolution-
ary liberalism reminds us that the South’s Revolutionary experience was
always susceptible to a particularistic, sectionally chauvinistic interpreta-
tion. The failure of the general’s sentiment to find an echo anywhere in
the vast body of southern Revolutionary historiography is conclusive
evidence of the pervasiveness and power of the Revolutionary tradition
of Iiberal nationalism for Southerners as for other Americans.

By the time General Lee composed his anachronistic preface in 1892,
there was even less room for a southern historiography of the Revalution
than before. The writing of southern history was being taken over by
men who had gone north to seminars at Columbia and Johns Hopkins
to receive Ph.D.’s before returning to teach in southern colleges and
universities. These professional scholars and their multiplying successors
belonged emphatically to a national community of inquiry; and what
they wrote about the Revolutionary South was guided by the seminal
ideas current among all American historians.

At Johns Hopkins by the end of the century the seminal idea was
Professor Herbert Baxter Adams’ preoccupation with the evolution
of pofitical institutions. Adams was not particularly concerned with the
Revolution or the South, but his colleague Professor J. C. Ballagh en-
couraged investigations into southern history. These twin influences
stimulated a series of monographs that constituted the earliest substantial
body of professional scholarship on the Revolutionary South. John A.
Silver led the way in 1895 with a study tracing the evolution of Mary-
land’s Revolutionary government “from its germ in the non-importation
agreements of 1773 and 1774 through its gradual exercisé and assertion
of sovereign authority until it found itself the only power in the Colony.”
Over the next several decades, other Hopkins-trained scholars extended
Silver’s study of Maryland’s Revolutionary government; made similai
studies for other southern states; explored church-state relations,-an
aspect of institutional history that especially interested Adams, in Revo-
lutionary Virginia: and wrote hroader accounts {one of them in the
form of a biography of a royal governor) of the Revolution in several
southern areas*$ Several similar institutional studies of government in

45 Rowland, The Life of George Mason, 1, x-xi.
46 Most of these studies were published in the “Johns Hopkins University Studies
in Historical and Political Science” (Baltimore}, as follows : Silver, The Provisional
Government of Maryland (1774-1777), KITI, No. 10 (1895), quotation from p.
80; Bernard C. Steiner, Life and Administration of Siv Robert Eden, XVT, Nos.
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the pre-Revolutionary and Reveluticnary South came from the seminars
at Columbia, 47 '

By the end of the First World War the burst of scholarly energy in

the area of institutional history had about run its course, and’ other
approaches were competing for the attention of historians. Frederick
Jackson Turner was emphasizing the frontier experience and the de-
velopment in colonial times of a democratic “Old West” whose conflicts
with the more conservative coastal settlements had had an important
bearing on the course of Revolutionary events. A new emphasis on eco-
nomic causation reached Revolutionary historiography with the publi-
cation of Arthur M., Schlesinger’s Colonial Merchants and the American
Revolution in 1918, Schlesinger pictured the Revolutionary ferment as
arising from the economic objections of colonial businessmen to British
policies, reinforced by agitation from democratic-minded lower orders
in the colonial towns. And a 1924 book by Allan Nevins, The American
States during and after the Rewolution, explored internal conflicts and
political and social changes of the period.

Southern historians were surprisingly slow to utilize any of these
approaches, and in fact the 1920°s and 1930’s were lean years for publi-
cations about the Revolutionary South. Schlesinger’s economic emphasis
found an echo in 1926, when Isaac S. Harrell published a doctorat dis-
sertation on Virginia Loyalism, urging the importance of planter debts
as a cause for Revolution, schlesinger’s theme was even more directly
explored by two studies of the mid-thirties on commerce in North Caro-
lina and in Charleston. Southern students of the Revolution did not do

7-9 (1898); Enoch W. Sikes, The Transition of North Caroling from Colowy to
Commonwealth, XVI, Nos. 10-11 (1898} ; William Taylor Thom, The Struggle
for Religious Freedom in Virginia: The Baptists, XVIII, Nos. 10-12 (1900) ;
Steiner, Western Maryland in the Repolution, XX, No. 1 (1902) : Beverly W.
Bond, State Government in Marylend, 17771781, XXITI, Nos, 34 (1803) ; James
M. Leake, The Virginia Committee System and the American Revolution, XXXEV,
No. 1 (1917). Published outside the series were: Hamilton J. Eckenrode, Separa-
tion of Church and State in ViFginia (Richmond, 1910}, and The Revelution in
Virgiwia {Bosten, 1916} ; Percy S. Flippin, “The Roval Government in Georgia,
1752-17768," Georgia Historical Ouarterty, VITI (19243, 1-37, 81-120, 243-91; IX
(1925), 187-245; X (1926}, 1-25, 251-76; XT1 (1928), 326-52; XIIT (1929), 128~
33. Steiner’s Sir Robert Eden and Eckenrode’s Revolution in Virginia were par-
ticularly comprehensive accounts for Maryland and Virginia respectively, Beverly
W. Bond, in addition to his monograph on Maryland, wrote a careful study of
The Quit-Rent System in the American Colonies (New Haven, 1919), which in-
cluded much material on the colonial and Revolutionary South, :

47 W. Roy Smith, South Caraling As o Royal Province, 17191776 {New York,
1903) ; Charles R. Lingley, The Transition i Virginia from Colony to Common-

wealth (Columbia University, “Studies in History, Economics, and Puhlic Law,”
XXXVI, No. 2 [New York, 1910]).
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much with Turner's interest in the West yntii Turner’s disciple Charles
H. Ambler issued a study of Washington and the West in 1936, This
was followed in the next year by Thomas P, Abernethy’s exhaustive
{and exhausting ) study of land speculation in relation to the Revolution,
which seriously quaiified some of Turner’s assumptions, Meanwhile,
Nevins’ pioneering work on internal political developments during the
Revo]utionary era had been followed by Fletcher M. Green’s'study of
constitutional development in the southern stateg.48

The golden age oi scholarly writing about the Revolutionary South

dates from 1940, Sipce then almost CVETY year has seen the publication

of several good books. Some of this outpouring has been devoted to the
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48 Harrell, Loyalism in Virginig Chapters i the Eeonomir History of the Reve-
luiion { Durham, 1926) ; Leila Sellers, Charleston Business on the Eve of the Aneri-
can Revolution (Chapel Hill, 1934y : . C. Crittenden, The Commerce of North
Carclina, 17631750 (New Haven, 1936) ; Ambler, George Washington and the
West (Chapel Hil, 1936) ; Abernethy, i/,

tion (New York, 1937 ; Green, Constitutional Development in the South Atontic
States, 1776-1860 { Chapel Hill, 1930),

49 Merrill Jensen, The Articles of Confederation An Interpretation of the Social-
Constitutional History of the Americon Revolution {Madisen, 1948y » Douglass,

Rebels and Democrats: The Struggle for Egual Politicgl Rights and Majerity Rule
during the Revolution {Chapel Hin, 1958y Bridenbaugh, Seat of Empire: The
Political Role of E{ghteenth—Cenmry Willz'amsbwg (Williamsburg, 19503 ; Meade,
FPatrick Henry: Patriot i the Making (Philadelphia, 1957) ; Lawrence H. Gipson,
“Virginia Planter Debis before the American Revo]ution,” Virginia Magasgine of
History and Biography, 1XTX (1961), 25977 Emory G, Evans, “Planter In.
debtedness ard the Coming of the Revolution in Virginia,” William gud Mary

Quarterly, XIX {Oct., 1962), 511-33; Walsh, Charleston’s Sous of Liberty: A
Study of the Artisons, 17631780 { Columbia, 19593,

stern. Lands and the Americon Revoly o -
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Yet the bulk of recent scholarship.about the Revolutionary South has
been little concerned with any particular thesis. Through a variety of
speciatized approaches to the Revolutionary era, scholars have delineated
a pattern of such diversity and complexity that overarching generaliza-
tions seem, by implication at least, to be ruled out.

One group of modern historians has carried forward the work of the
older state historians by analyzing with greater detail and sophistication
the varying patterns of Revolutionary events in the individual states3¢
Anocther group of historians has illuminated Revolutionary events
through the highly perfected modern form of historical biography. The
distinguished biographical works by Brant, Malone, Freeman, and
Mays have been followed in many less ambitious but scholarly and re-
vealing studies of secondary Revolutionary figures.®? Still other his-

50 For Maryland: Charles A, Barker, The Background of the Revolution in Mary-
land {New Haven, 1940} ; Philip A. Crowl, Moryland during and after the Revo-
fution (Baltimore, 1943). For Georgia: Albert B. Saye, New Viewpoinis in Georgia
History (Athens, 1943), and A Constilutional History of Georgia, 1732-1945
{Athens, 1958); W, W. Abbot, The Royael Governors of Georgia, 17541775
{Chapel Hill, 1959). For North Carclina: Alonzo Thomas Diil, Governor Tryon
and His Palace (Chapel Hill, 1955), and the series of more detailed and fully docu-
mented articles from which the book is drawn, in the North Careling Historical
Reviews, XIX-XXIEl (Apr, 1942; Oct, 1943; Jan. 1945-Cct, 1946) : Charles G.
Sellers, Jr., “Making a Revolution: The North Carolina Whigs, 1765-1775," in
J. Carlisle Sitterson (ed.), Studies in Southern History in Memory of Albert Ray
Newsome . .. (Chapel Hill, 1957), 23-46. For Virginia: Freeman H. Hart, The
Valley of Virginia in the American Revolution, 17631789 (Chapel Hill, 1942);
Thad W. Tate, “The Coming of the Revolution in Virginia: Britain's Challenge to
Virginia's Ruling Class, 1763-1776," William and Mary Querterly, XIX (July,
1962y, 323-43.

51 Irving Brant, James Madison (6 vols.; Indianapolis, 1941-61) ; Dumas Malone,
Jefferson and His Time (3 vols.; Boston, 1948—); Douvglas S. Freeman, George
Washington: A Biography (6 vols.; New York, 1948-54) ; David J. Mays, Edmund
Pendleton, 1721-1803: A Biography (2 vols.; Cambridge, 1952} ; Richard H. Barry,
Mr. Rutledge of South Caroling (New Yeork, 1942) ; Bass, The Green Drogon:
The Lives of Bonastre Tovleion and Mary Robinson, and Swamp Fox: The Life
and Campaigns of General Francis Marion; Thomas Boyd, Light-Horse Harry Lec
{New York, 1931) ; North Callahan, Daniel Morgan, Ranger of the Revclution
{New York, 1960); Williasm M. Dabney and Marion Dargan, Williamn Henry

Drayton and the American Revolution (Albuguerque, 1962) ; Chaliners Davidson; ~
Piedmont Partisan: The Life and Times of Brigadier-General William Lee Dovid-

son (Davidson, N.C,, 1951) ; Hamilton J. Eckenrode, The Randolphs: The Story of

o Virginia Family (Indianapolis, 1946) ; Anne King Gregorie, Thomas Sumier

{Columbia, 1931); Don Higginhotham, Daniel Morgan, Revolutionary Riflemon
{Chapel Hill, 1961); Aubrey C. Land, The Dulanys of Maryland (Baltimore,
1955) ; Meade, Patrick Henry; Samuel W, Patterson, Horatio Gates, Defender of
American Liberties (New York, 1941) ; Blackwell P. Robinson, William R. Davie
(Chapei Hill, 1957) ; Theodore Thayer, Nathancel Greene, Strategist of the Ameri-
can Rewlwwn (New York, 1960) ; Alice Noble Warmg, The Fighting Eldw
Andrew chkens (1739-1817) (Columbia, 1962).
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toriaus have approached the Revolution through some of the significant
social groups invelved: the Loyalists, Virginia’s officeholding gentry,
and North Carclina's Highland Scots.52 And one historian has explored
Indian policy on the colonial frontier as it related to the coming of the
Revolution.38 Finally the military history of the Revolution in the South
has been receiving renewed attention from able scholars,ss

By 1957, when John R. Alden undertook to integrate this wealth of
i a single comprehensive volume, the picture he
plexity. It was not even
clear that an identifiable “South” existed at the time of the Revolution.
Alden himself could marshall only scant evidence for his contention that
“By the end of the Revolutionary era . . . the South had emerged as a
section and the Southeriers as a people different from Northerners”
while another able historian asserted flatly that “In 1776 there was ng
South; there never had bheen a Scuth,” and that the people of the area
were “without question the least homogeneous human group in all
America,” 93

Whether historians thought of a “South” or of a “South-that-was-to-
be,” they were equally confused ahout the nature and meaning of the
Revolutionary trensformation that had now been so fully delineated for
the region. Insofar as a trend in interpretation was observable, they
seemed to be following the lead of Edmund and Helen Morgan in view-
ing the Revolution as a struggle over constitutional principles and home
rule. Indeed the most substantial recent contribution- to southern Revo-

52 Robert O, DeMond, The Loyalists of North Caroling during the Revolution
(Durham, 1940} : Joseph W. Barnwell, Jr., “Loyalism in South Carolina, 1765-
1785 (Ph.D. dissertation, Duke University, 19413 : Charles S. Sydnor, Gentleman
Frecholders: Political Practices in Washington's Virginia (Chapel Hil), 19523 :
Duane Meyer, The Highland Scots of North Caroling, 1732-1776 (Chapel Hilj,
]9.61).. This category also includes two works cited earlier: Harrell, Lovalism in
Firginia, and Walsh, Charleston's Sons of Liberty.

33 John R, Alden, John
(Anmn Arbor, 1944).

3 Tn addition to the biographies of mi]

Stuart and the Southern Colonial Fromtier . . 1754-1775

. itary figures cited above, see: William B.
Wlllco_x, “The British Road to Yorktown: A Study in Divided Command,” Ameri-
can Historical Revigw, LII (1946), 1-35; John R. Alden, General Gage in Ameri-
ca (Baton Rouge, 1948) ; Alexander A, Lawrence, Storm over Savannah: The
Sf?ﬂ’ of 4_C¢mm‘ TEstatng and the Siege of the Town in 1777 (Athens, Ga., 19513 ;
En_c Robson, “The Expedition to the Southern Colonies, 1775-1776," English His-
forical Review, LXVI (1951), 53500, '

55 A.Jc.ien, The' 5?01{1‘& in the Rewolution, 1763-1789, 2, Bridenbaugh, Mvyths and
Realities: Societics of the Colonial South (Baton Rouge, 1952), vii, Alden argues
for the early emergence of 2 distinctive South more explicitly

I . : if not more: con-
vincingly in The First South {Baton Rouge, 1961).
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lutionary historiography, announced for publication while this essay was
being written, is Jack P. Greene’s study of the long struggle for auton-
omy by the southern colonial assemblies.5®

Thus by the 1960’s, the sophisticated professional Amerfcan his-
toriography of the Revolution seemed to be finding its way back to the
interpretation that had been so impressively thought out in a British
prison by that southern father of American Revolutionary historiography
David Ramsay. Having survived a century of southern sectionalism
and three generations of critical professional scholarship, Ramsay’s
Revolutionary tradition of liberal nationalism may long impart to
Americans, from Charleston to Honoluly, a livelier and truer sense of
who they are and what they are about.

536 Edmund S. and Helen M. Morgan, The Stemp Act Crisis: Prologue to Revolu-
tion (Chapel Hill, 1953); Jack P. Greene, The Quest for Power: The Lower
Houses of Assembly in the Southern Roval Colowies, 1689-17746 (Chapel Hill,
1963). :
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