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Preface

One of the generally accepted interpretations of the
American Revolution i1s the view that Americans were far from
unanimous in thelr opposition to Great Britain. Estimates as
to the seriousness of the split vary somewhat, but the idea
prevails that a large number of Americeans supported the British
cause, Sometimes the s tatement 1s made that the Revolution
was engineered by a small group of "radicals," under the leader-
ship of Samuel Adams, who used various propaganda techniques
to put over their program., OQften the statement of John Adams—-
that a third of the people were patriots, a third were loyalists,
and a third were indifferent--1s used as evidence of popular
feeling at the time., Whatever the e stimate, the impression
remalns that those who were opposed to revolution er were at
least indifferent constituted a large segment of the American
population.

The problem in this paper 1s to examine this interpre-
tation as it applies to the Boston Port Bill of 1774 and the
background of events leading up to and following directly from
the Bill itself. What do these incidents revesl in the way of
populear support for the American cause? Was there a siz¥able
portion of the population actively opposed to patriot policiles
or at best apathetic? Or do reactions to the Port Bill indicate
a great degree of unanimity among the people in their opposi=-
tion to Great Britain?

The direct quotations used within these pages have been

i1
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modernized in spelling and aapltallization. There are several
reasons for this, One reason is purely mechanical--the abbre-
viations used so liberally during the eighteenth century are
particularly difficult to reproduce with a typewriter. HNany
writers abbreviated by cutting a word down and placing the last
few letters in the f orm of an exponent., Capitalizationw as
markedly different from the modern forme Spelling also veriled
consiaerably: not onlywas there a difference in the use of
abbreviations, capitalization, and spelling from today's accep=
ted manner, but there was absolutely no degree of agreement
among the contemporaries in that period,s This also makes for
difficult reading. Modernizing these factors does not detract
from the meaning or historical significance of the quote. The
only exception to the modernizations of the quotes has been

made in the Appendixes,
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Chapter I
Background of the Boston Port Bill

In March, 1774, Parliament passed the Boston Port Bill
closing the port of Boston to all trade until Boston com-
plied with some specific requirements laid down by Parliament.
The Act stated that certain persons had fomented dangerous
commotions and insurrections in Boston, that these commotions
had subverted the king's government and destroyed public
peace and good order in the town, and that during the trouble
valuable cargoes of East India Company tea had been destroyed.
Since commerce could no longer be carried on safely and since
thé customs could not be collected, Parliament declareﬁ that
all commerce in Boston should cease after June 1, 1774, The
ban was to continue until Boston had given full satisfaction
to the East India Company for the tea which had boenJiestroyed.l

The Boston Port Bill had direct roots extending back to
the Townaheﬁd Acts of 1767, and particularly to relations be-
tween the British government and th; East India Company. Until
1767, the East India Company had exercised wide political and
economic powers over the vast territory and wealth of India.
Because of 1ts control, it was able to draw immense wealth
from India, but through corruption, mismanagement, and oppres-
sion, the Company found itself in difficulties with Parliament.

l. See Appendix A for full text of the Bill. An abbre-
viated version may be found in Henry Steel Commager, ed.,
Documents of American History, fourth ed., (New York, 1948),
PP. 71=72,




There was a move in Parliament to divest the Company of its
territorial revenues, which would strengthen the financial
position of the British government, and a desire on the part

of London merchants to break the Company monopoly in India,

for which they were willing to pay a substantial sum. With

the aid of friends in Parliament, however, the Company was

able for awhile to thwart both the British government and the
London merchantse, In exchange for possession of its terri-
torial revenues and trade profits, the East Indla Company agreed
to pay the government 400,000 a year and to submit to restric-
tions on 1ts divlidends.> It was at this point that East

India Company affairs became closely interwoven with colonial
affalirs,

The particular event was the passage in 1767 of the
Townshend Revenue Acts, designed by Parliament to raise a
revenue in the American colonles, The purposesof the revenue,
as expressed by the act itself, were "for more effectively
preventing the clandestine running of goods in the said colonies
and plantations, ...for making a more certain and adequate pro-
vision for defraylng the charge of the administration of jus-
tice, and the support of civil government, in such provinces
as it shall be found necessary,...and towards the further de-
fraying the expenses of defending, protecting and securing
the said dominionse..«" The act placed duties on glass, red

2. John C, Miller, Origins ¢of the American Revolution,
(Boston, 1943), ppe 244-245.







and white lead, paper, painters colors and tea, the duties to
be collected in America after November 30, 1767. Any money
collected was to be kept in a separate fund to be used for
the administration of the colonies and writs of assistance
were legalized as an ald for enforcing the act.3
Of particular interest was the tex on tea. Four of the
dutied articles were products of British manufacturing, but
tea was an East India Company commodity. This srticle was
to be taxed three pence a pound instead of the former tax of
a shilling which had been collected in England. This meant
a loss of nine pence & pound 1in revenue for the government,
but the expectation was that a greatly increased sale of
Company tea in America would still produce as much or more
in total revenue. If this failed to materialize, the Company
bound itself to compensate the government for any loss of
revenue incurred, in addition, of course, to its fixed pay-
ment of £400,000 a year. At the same time, the lower duty
on tea was expected to expand the tea market in America for the
benefit of t he Company, since Company tea would now be cheap
enough, it was hoped, to compete with smuggled Dutch tea.4
In other words, the financial future of the East Indla Company
was tobe tied to the collection of a tea tax in America.
Like the Stamp Act of 1765, however, the Townshend Tax

3¢ Commager, Documents, pp: 63=64.
4, Miller, OrIgIns gz.the American Revolution, p. 264,



falled to acoomplish its purpose=-in fact, it too resulted
in strenuous opposition from the colonists., In Massachusetts
the protests took the form of letters to British ministers
and a circular letter to the other colonles soliciting sup-
port. In these letters, the Massachusetts legislature main-
tained that there were fundamental rules of the constitutlon
vhich neither the supreme legislature nor the supreme execu-
tive could alter, Colonists, being British subjects, were by
the rules of equity entitled te all the rights of the consti-
tution. This particularly applied to a man's own possessions,
which could not be taken from him without his consent.a

The circular letter of February ll, 1768, elsasborated on
these arguments and made an even stronger case for the coloniles,
The letter stated that the Townshend Tax was passed for the
sole and express purpose of raising a revenue which infringed
colonial constitutional r ightas. For not only were the colonists
not represented in Parlisment, which had levied the tax, but
because of circumstances and distance, the c olonies could never
be represented in Parliament. Since the colonies were not, and
could not be, represented in Parliament, Parliament could never
pass acts taking colonial property. Only a colonial legisla-
ture could do this, The Massachusetts assembly particularly
protested the avowed purpose of the Townshend Tax which was to
provide a British-controlled fund for paying the salaries of
British colonial officilals. Said the assembly:

5. Commager, Documents, pe. 65.
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They have also submitted to consideration whether any people
can be said to enjoy any degree of freedom if the Crown in ad-
dition to its undoubted authorlity of constituting a governor),
should appoint him such a stipend as it may judge proper, with-
out the Consent of the people & at thelr expense; & whether,
while the judges of the land & other civil officers hold not
their Commissions during good behavior, their having salarys
approinted for them by the Crown independent of the people
hath not a tendency to subvert the principles of iquitg &
endanger the happiness and security of the subjecteese

The protests were not confined to Massachusetts, however,
for from Pennsylvenia came support from John Dickinson in the
form of the Farmer's Letters. Dickinson annihilated any dis-
tinction between internal and external taxes. He admitted
that Britain c ould regulate trade in the interest of the em-
pire, but the preamble of the Townshend Tax, he declared,
showed that Britain's purpose was to raise revenue for the
administration of justice and the support of civil government
in America. A tax in whatever form was a tax, and he denied
that Parliament had any power whatever to lay texes in America.”’

Protests proving unavailing, the colonists began to resort
to a more concrete form of opposition. Boston led the way
on March, 1768, with & noneimportation agreement, followed by
New York in April. In August, Boston re~stated its position
with another agreement not to order additional goods from
Great Britaln during the coming fall, and to stop all trade
from January, 1769, to January, 1770, with the exception of a

few necessities, FPhiladelphia merchants fell in line with

6. Samuel Adams, The Writings of Samuel Adams, 4 vols.,
Herry Alonzo Cushing, ed., (New York, 1904-1907),1, 184,

7e John Dickinson, The Vritings of John Dickinson, 1764-1774,
Paul Leicester Ford, ed.,-TFhIIade§phia, 1895), pp. 512-32%2;
328=335.



these moasures in March, 1769, but only after being subjected
to much pressure from the populace and from the other towns.
Further south, the Virginia burgesses met privately, after
the governor had dissolved the assembly, and agreed not te
import dutied articles, British luxuries, or slaves. Because
of popular pressure, Charleston followed the other ports.8
This colonial opposition was something of a forecast of events
which followed the passage of the Boston Port Bill,

For two years Britain and her colonies faced each other
in a stubborn deadlock over the Townshend Tax. The colonists
feared a situation inwhich British colonial officials would
no longer be restrained by an assembly's control over salaries,
Dissolution of the New York legislature for failure to provide
for British troops in no way diminished this fear. In Mas-
sachusetts, the assembly came under attack for 1its circular
letter of Pebruary, 1768, and when a newly-elected assembly
refused to rescind the action of its predecessor, it, too, was
dissolved on orders from the colonial sedretary Hillsborough.
Fearing violence in Boston because of non-importation, the
British sent troops to preserve order, only to provide the
occasion for clashes between the civil and the military ending
in the Boston Massacre of 1770, The stationing of a board of
customs commissioners in Boston to collect the Townshend and

other duties simply increased the difficulties.g

8. Commager, Documents, 67-68; Annual Register 1768,
o 235; Curtls P, Nettels, Roots of AmérIcan CIviIization,
New York, 1945), pe 635.

9. Miller, Origins of the American Revolution, 255-287.
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Again it was Britain rather than the colonles that
finally backed downe. The situation eased when Parliament re-
pealed the Townshend Tax in 1770, just about the time of the
Boston Massapre. In the repeal, however, there was one signi-
ficant omlssion--the tax on tea--which Parliament kept as
an emblem of British authority over the colonies, and perhaps
also because of the commitment with the East India Company.
It was thls tax which contributed to later events leading
directly to the Boston Port Bill.,

The most important of these events was t he passage in
1773 of the Tea Act which thrust the East Indla Company into
the limelight of American affairs, By this time the Company
was in dire financial straits, its debts had increased, 1its
stock had fallen, and its warehouses contained some 17,000,000
pounds of unsold tea, Part of 1ts trouble came from the re=-
fusal of Americans to consume taxed East India tea, Instead
of expanding the tea market in America for the Company, the
Townshend Tax had practically stopped all consumption of any-
thing but smuggled Dutch tea. At the same time the Company
had been faced with its annual payment of 400,000 to the
government, without receiving the financial benefit of an en-
larged American market.lo This market w a8 no mean considera=-
tion, for Governor Thomas Hutchinson estimated the annual

consumption in the colonies at about 6,528,000 pounds.11

10. Ibido ] 337-5380

11, For an interesting analysis of the Tea Act, its
background and its consequences for America, see Arthur Meler
Schlesinger, "The Uprising Against the East India Company,"
Political Scilence Quarterly, XXXII, (March, 1917), 60-79.
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The Tea Act was designed to free the East India Company
from its dilemma, In the first place, the government loaned
the Company 1{1,400,000 renounced the &£400,000 annual pay-
ment, and cancelled the requirement that the Company should
reimburse the government for any loss in total revenue as
stipulated by the agreement in 1767. At thesame time, the
Company could ship tea directly to America without putting it
up for sale in England, thus cutting out middlemen and enabl-
ing the Gompany to undersell tea smugglers., The tea, however,
still carried the three pence tax imposed in 1767 and kept
when Parliament repealed the Townshend Act in 1‘770.12

Trouble came when the Company attempted to market 1its
tea under the provisions of the Tea Act. Apparently with some
misgivings about the venture, the Company dispatched cargoes
of tea to Boston, New York, Philadelphia and Charleston, there
tobe 80ld by consignees appointed by the Company., But even
before the tea arrived, there was evidence of mounting colonial
opposition. Some of thls was doubtless due to the tea monopoly
conferred by the Tea Act, a fact which aroused fears of other
monopolies, Perhaps also tea smugglers, who stood to lose a
lucrative business, helped to foment opposition. But undoubtedly
the foremost reason for colonial reactien was the threat to
political freedom if the tea tax were ¢ ollected.l® Having
fought the i1dea of Parliamentary taxation successfully on

12. Miller, Origins of the American Revolution, p. 339.
13, Ibid., 0=344,




previous occasions, the Americans could not & fford to admit
the principle even though it was obscured by the camouflage
of cheap tea.

Boston proved to be the focal point of opposition. New
York and Philadelphia forced the captains of the tea ships to
return their cargoes to England; Charleston permitted the tea
to be landed and stored; but in Boston, clrcumstances dictated
different action. There Governor Hutchinson, whose sons were
consignees, took a determined stand to enforce the Tea Act.
When the tea ships arrived, the people of Boston refused to
permit the landing of the tea, and the conaignees, backed by
the governor, refused to send the ships back to Englande. ‘The
culmination of this deadlock was the Boston Tea Partye. On
December 16, 1773, Just a day before the cargoes were liable
to selzure by customs authorities for nonpayment of dutdes, a
group of men disgulsed as Indians, dumped 342 chests of tea
into Boston harbor.l? An indication that principle rather than
mob violence was the motive for this act 1s evident from the
care taken not to harm anything but tea,

An excellent example of colonial reaction to the Tea
Party is contained in John Adams' Diary:

December 17. Last night, three cargoes of Bohea tea were
emptied into the sea. This morning a man-of-warsails, This
1s the most magnificent movement of all. There is a dignity,
a majesty, & sublimity, In this last effort of the partilots,
that I greatly admire. The people should never rise without
doing something to be remembered, something notable and strik-

ing. This destruction of the tea is so bold, so dar ing, so
firm, intrepid and inflexible, and 1t must have so important

14, Ibid., 346-347.



consequences, and so lasting, that I cannot but consider it
as an epocha in history. This, however, 1s but an attack
upon property. Another similar exertion of popular power
may produce the destruction of lives, Many persons wish that
as many dead carcasses were floating in the harbor, as there
are chests of teas A much less number of lives, however,
would remove the causes of all our calamities., The malicious
pleasure with which Hutchinson the Governor, the consignees
of the tea, and the officers of the customs, have stood and
looked upon the distresses of the people and thelr struggles
to get the tea back to London, and at last the destruction
of it, 1s amazing, 'Tis hard to believe persons so hardened
and abandoned.

Adams went on to justify this violent action.

The question is, Whether the destruction of t his tea was ned-
essary? I apprehend it was absolutely and indispensably so.
They could not send it back. The Governor, Admiral, and
Collector and Comptroller would not suffer it, It was in
their power to have saved it, but in no other. It could not
get by the castle, the men-of-war, &. Then there was no
other alternative but to destroy it or let it be landed. To
let it be landed, would be giving up the principle of t axa-
tion by parliamentary authority, agsinst which the continent
has struggled for ten years. It was losing all our labor for
ten years, and subjJecting ourselves and our posterity forever
to Egyptian task-masters; to burthens, indignities; to igno-
miny, repreach and centempt; to desolation and oppression;

to poverty and servitude.l5

Parliament could not afford to allow this Act of open
deflance to go unheeded. Punitive measures had to be taken
for a royal law had been openly flaunted. Since Boston had
produced the incident then 1t would be natural for the ministry
to turn upon Boston wlith a speclal vengenance. The Port Bill
was the punishment meted out to Bostone.

Steps were quickly taken in Massachusetts to carry out

the Act. The Boston Evenling-Post, for May 23, 1774, ran

the following announcement:

15, John Adams, The Works of John Adams, Charles Francis
Adams, ed., 10 vols., (Boston, 1850), 1I, 323-324.
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The commissioners of His Majesty's customs hereby give notice,
that from and after the first day of June, 1774, the officers
of the customs for this port and harbor will be removed from
the town of Boston; to the town of Plymouth, within the limilts
of the port of Boston; then and there to proceed toc arry on
in the usual manner the b usiness of t heir respective depart-
ments..s2nd no officer of the custom will be permitted to
remain in the town or harbor of Boston from and after ghe first
day of June next, during the continuance of said Act, X
The commissioners remained out of Boston until the last of
September, 1774; they returned at that time e ven though the
port was officlally closeds The last royal collector in Bos=-
ton was Edward Winslow who was appointed just before the evacua-
tion by the British.,l”
Governor Hutchinson became, in the eyes of the people
of Boston, the symbol of all tha& was against the rights of
America, Hutchinson had been instrumental. in holding the
ships in the port and thus aided in provoking the sasct of vie-
lence, General Gage was appointed Governor to Massachusetts
Bay and Hutchinson was relieved of his duties. The ex-governor
retired to a house outside Boston to walt for transportation
to Britain., Some sympathizers went to see him and forever after=
ward were scorned by their neighbors as "Hutchinson's Addressersf18
The ramifications of the Port Bill were vitally importent
to all America., Parliament had asserted unlimited power, not
only to regulate, but to destroy commerce according to its

pleasure. Innocent and gullty were to suffer alike in Boston.1®

16, Massachusetts Historical Society, Proceedings of the
Massachusetts Historical Society, 3 series of 20 vols. (Boston,
- 1791-1883y 1884-1907, 1907-1944;, 1st series, XIII, 182-183.
Hereafter cited as M,H,S., Proceedings.

17. Ibid., 478. . L

18. Wercy Warren, History of the Rise, Progress and Termina-
tion of the Amg¥ican Revolution, & volse., (Boston, 1805),1, 124.

19, C. P. Nettles, Roots of American Civilization, p. 644.
11




Colonial local governments and legislatures were at one stroke
made completely contingent upon the will of Parliament; not

only thelr lawa but thelr very e xistance. Whatever a colonial
had invested in his community, his job, his time, or his money

could be made worthless without notice,

12



Chapter II
Reactions in New England

Reactions in New England were those of the people most
immediately concerned with the Boston Port Bill. Commerce
was an important factor throughout New England, and of course
Boston itself was a port city Bullt up through commercial
activitys Since most of the population of Boston had some
connection with commerce, the closing of the port had serious
economic and social effects, The center of much of the cul-
tural and intellectual life in Massachusetts was in Boston.

The town dominated the surrounding aresa, just as any large
economic center does. It is not surprising, therefore, that
the New England colonies reacted promptly to the passage of
the Port Bill.

With Boston the town most immediately concerned with the
effects of the Port Bill, it was only natural that Boston should
take the lead iIn any contemplated action. Before the Bill took
effect, in fact, it became obvious that Boston did not Ilntend
to accept coersion passively. As soon as news arrived that
Parliament had taken action, Boston appointed a committee to
go to Salem and Marblehead in order to acquaint the people -of
those towns with the state of affairs in Boston and to see what
assistance might be forthcominge On May 18, 1774, the committee
made its reporte It found that there was "a disposition" to
support Boston and that"...the selectmen of each town gave their

assurance that t heir r espective towns would have a meeting

13



forthwith; the results of which they would immediately forward
to the selectmen of Boston."l On the same day the town ap-
pointed another committee for the purpose of securing sugges-
tions which would aid and e ase the lot of the people during
the coming aiege.z Boston indicated the pattern it was going
to follow: to seek all possible ald outside and to c arry on
an internal program of retrenchment,

After the Port Bill took effect, June 1, 1774, Boston main-
tained this pattern with increased vigor. On June 17, 1774,
the town took steps to advise the rest of the colonies of
its position. The town "voted, (with only one dissent) tha:
the Committee of Correspondence be enjoined forthwith to write
to all the other colonies, acquainting phem that we are not
idle, that we are deliberat ing upon steps to be t aken on the
present exigencies of our public affairs."S One method used
by Boston for relief of the poorwas to al low the Committee on
Ways and Means to employ the poor in building projects on the
town's land at the s outh end, thus providing a source of in-
come for those thrown out of work, so the unemployed would not
be forced by necessity to submit to British coersion.?

The pattern e stablished by Boston was mirrored in the

course of action teken in the Legislature of Massachusettse

l. Boston Record Commission, A Report of the Record
Commissioners of the City of Boston Containing the Town
Records, 39 vols., (Boston, 1876-1909), XVILI, 174. Hereafter
cIted as Boston Town Records.
IEIdo, 1750
3. Tbid., 176.
4, Tbid., 181.

14



The House of Representatives on lMay 26, 1774, voted (115«8)
to have the Committee of Correspondence transmit coples of the
Port Bill to the other colonies. To accompany the copy of
the Bill, the Committee wrote a note which read in part: "...we
enclose you an act, passed in the late session of the British
Parliament....We think the archives of Constantinople might be
in vain searched for a parallel. To reason upon such an act
would be 1dleness. You will doubtless judge every British
American colony deeply concerned in 1t,"% This tended to ¢ arry
further the program of appeal contemplated by Boston, and after
the Port Bill took effect, the House of Representatives made
a formal plea for ald to Boston. The House pointed out that
the action against Boston was an attack upon all colonlial America
which threatened the dlestruction of all liberty.®

The appeal from the House of Representatives fell on
susceptible ears in the towns of Massachusetts. Many of these
had already taken action indicating their sympathy for Boston
and their feelings about the Port Bill. On June 6, 1774,
Marblehead instructed its representative to the General Court
to do his best to assist Boston. The instructions went on to
say: "Our hearts bleed for the d istressed but truly respect-
able Bostonlans."' It is interesting to note tha this port
town, as well as Salem, which theoretically stood to gain econ-
omically by Boston's plight, heartily supported the Bostonians.

5. M.H.S., Proceedings, lst geties, XIII, 182-183.

6o Adams, Vritings, III, 129,
7. Quoted In Samuel Roads, Jr., The History and Tradi-
tions of Marblehead, (Marblehead, 1897), pe. 113
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On the same day, in town meeting,Bellerica resolved "That
the Act for blocking up Boston harbor is hostile, arbitrary,
and cruel, and a solemn &l arm, sounded to all America,"®
Charleston, Concord, and Iynn passed resolves similar to those
of Bellerica and Marblehead., The Commlittee of Correspondence
of Chelmsford in a letter to Boston summed up the attitude
of many towns by saying? "We are happy to have it in our
power, by any means to show our affectionf or a town, who are
80 eminently suffering in the common cause. As we entertain
the highest esteem of your conduct, we are willing not only
to sympathize but share with you in your troubles."®
Having e xpressed thelr sympathy, the towns then prepared
to show Boston that they were willing to share in the town's
troubles in a more concrete form than mere moral support. From
Cape Cod through the Connecticut valley to the Berkshires, the
Massachusetts towns passed resolutions to provide economic as-
sistance to a town which was being deprived of 1ts economic
foundation, A few examples show typical contributions which
began to pour in to the blockaded ports Barnstable, 12 10 8;
Wellflett, & 7 10 8; Eastham, 10 and 50 bushels of corn}
and Falmouth, 30 18 and 51} cords of wood at one time--30%

cords of wood at another time.lo

8. Quoted in Henry A. Hazen, History of Ballerica, Mas-
sachusetts, (Boston, 1883), ppe. 229-230.

Qe Q%oted in Wils?n Waters, History of Chelmsford, Massa-
chusetts, (Lowell, 1917), pe 205,

10, See Appeﬁdix B.
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Not all the towns in Massachusetts, however, expressed
sympathy for Boston in her predicament, Freetown, for example,
indicated that she looked with misgivings on the whole situation.
On January 17, 1774, soon after the tea party, Freetown passed
resolves stating "the people of Boston had not acted in their
duty to prevent the d umping of the tea and the act was liable
to bring the vengeance of the king upon America."ll As time
wore on and the issue of the plight of Bostom became more
apparent, neighboring towns were able to keep Freetown in 1ine.l?
Freetown, however, was the exception which proves the r ule, for
during the research for this study this was the only s pecifiec
example of a recalcitrant town that was encountered.

In additlion to the official responses of the leglslature
and the various towns, the correspondence of individuals also
reveals the widespread support which Boston received not only
from New England but from other colonies as welle. The visws
expressed came from both patriots and tories, which should
answer the ¢ riticlsm of blas or prejudice which naturally pre-
sents ltself,

The first person to be considered is Samuel Adams who
ranks first because no one person did more writing on the s ub-
Ject of the Port Bill. He was so actlive in this period that
some writers attribute the American Revolution to his work.

An evaluation of the specific part played by Samuel Adams 1s

11, Quoted in A History of Freetown, Massachusetts with
an Account of the 01d Home Festival, (Fal River, 1902), ps 17.
12, ﬁdo’ Pe IB.
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not within the scope of this study. Adam's comments are
presented here as merely another source of both official and
individual reaction to the Port Bill. Adams was a member of
the Boston Committee of Correspondence. In this capacity he
was & most prolific writer, He kept in touch with committees
of correspondence outside Boston and with many Important people
in colonial America., Adam's letters told of conditions in
Boston and involsd sympathy and aid from Massachusetts to
Georgla, On May 13, 1774, Samuel Adams wrote a letter which
was addressed to the colonies in general, Said Adams: “,..
the t own of Boston 1s now suffering the stroke of vengeance
in the common cause of America... D.ﬁ] cannot be entertained
as that this town will now be left to struggle alone."1% This
letter was distributed to the committees of Connecticut, New
York, New Jersey and Philadelphia, At Philadelphia a copy of
the wote of that town was enclosed with the letter and it was
forwarded to the Southe The committees of Rhode Island, Pfovi-
dence, and Portsmouth alsor ecelved copies of the general
letter written by Adams., Silas Deane received a le tter from
Samuel Adams dated May 18, 1774, Adam's assured him that his
sentiment ".,..that Boston is suffering in the common cause is

just and humane Joid

The replies to these letters indicate
that there was as welllng tide of resentment toward Great

Britain and a growing feeling of unanimity in the colonies with

13, Adams, Vritings, ITI, 108.
14. Ibid., 11?‘1‘%' o
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respect to Boston. Boston was looked upon as suffering in the
common cause of American liberty., Most of these letters from
Adams! correspondence show that America felt that should the
ministry succeed in squelching resistance in Boston,a new
system of complete regulationwas in order for all of British
America,l®
The committees of correspondence had their share of
troubles, for of course Tory sympathizers attempted to dis-
credit patriot efforts. On one occasion Adams had toe xplein
to the Committee of Colrain that the non-importation agree-
ments made in reply to the Port Bill were not & plot by Boston
merchants to make huge profits through the creation of scarcity.16
At another time Adams related that the Donations Committee of
Boston ¢ ame under suspicion. Rumor said that the members of
the Committee were benefiting from their post be diverfing
some of the money to thelr own pockets. They were also charged
with using the poor, supported by the donations, to work on
their own lands without payment. The Committee requested all
colonial newspapers to print their denunciation of the charges.
A challenge was made by the Committee to any person to furnish
proof of the scandalous insinuations.17
British officials in Massadhusetts supply a good picture
of conditions in that colony as observod'by British government

agents. Thomas Hutchlnson the Governor of Massachusetts Bay

15, JIbid., 104-225.
16, Ibld., 145...
170 Ma-., 167"1680
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was In a good position to observe American attitudes., On
one occasion he said, "I hear nothing of giving way, nor is
there any proposal from any quarter of meking compensation
to the East India Company."l8 Hutchinson was relievedas
Governor by General Thomas Gage. He returned to England where
he was warmly greeted by British officials. Upon his arrival
in England, Hutchinson was taken almost immediately to an
audience with the King and Lord Dartmouth, the colonial sec-
retary to discuss affairs in America. From the evidence pre-
sented in his diary, Hutchlnson did not report that the Port
B111l was the success that the King seemed to infer.l? General
Gage, Hutchinson's successor, reported on May 19, 1774, that
'the Port Bill had produced such a marked reaction that he felt
he would have to bide his time because "minds so inflamed can-
not cool at once."=C

Examples of other colonlal reactions are abundant in
Massachusetts.s A letter of llay 21, 1774, from John Scollay
of Boston to Arthur Lee,'recordéd a typical Bostonian reaction.
Scollay pointed out the importance of Boston to the e conomic
and financial 1ife &£ Massachusetts Baye. He said the closing
of the port was a cause of distress to thousands of workers,
and that Boston was faced with the problem of relief of the

needy. The letter went on to say:

18. Thomas Hutchinson, The Diag¥ and Letters of His
Excellency, Thomas Hutchinson, Esg., Peter Orlando Hutchinson,
ed., (Boston, 1884), p. 151.
19, Ibido. pe. 158.
. 20. Peter Force, ed., American Archives, Fourth Series,
6 ‘vols., (liashington, 1837}, T, 333+ Hereafter cited ad Force,
chives.
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For that purpose [relief] we have it in contemplation, if the
blockade continues any length of time, to employ the poor

in bullding & horse bridge over the Charles River about as
wide as the Thames. By this bridge, Charleston, a large and
opulent town, will be joined to Boston. This bridge will
greatly facilitate the intercourseb etween Boston, Marblehead,
and Salem, and other trading towns.

When the news first arrived of Lord North's proposing
this bill in Parliament, it was looked upon as a mere humeees
I believe...the colonies are too precious a jewel for the
Crown to part witheeee?

Charles Chauncy, & well=known Boston minister, in a letter
to Richard Price d ated July 18, 1774, summed the attitude of
all of colonial America on the Port Bill.

««othere never was such an sicj union in the colonles as at
this daye. The cause for which we in this town are suffering,
they look upon as the common cause of all North-Americ&@eecess

The indignation universally excited in all sorts of
persons throughout America, by means of the Boston Port Bill,
almost exceeds beliefecee

And 1t may be worthy of particular notice, the union of
the colonies and their intention of liberality in donations
for our relief were the result of their own thoughts, previous
to any applications to them from this town or province.22

Dr, Chauncy's letter grasps the magnitude of the f eeling
of unanimity in an American cause by people believing them-
selves to be threatened by an alien force.

The comments of John Andrews, & prominent Boston mer-
chant, sre also worth noting. In a letter written on August
2, 1774, he revealed something of the condltions in Boston
during the siege. He told of seeing eleven c arts loaded with
fish and one loaded with sweet oil arriving in Boston on that

morning. Itwas a donation from Marblehead, The Committee of

21, Ibid., 369-370,
22, M.HeSe., Proceedings, XVII, 268=269.
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Ways and Means, according to Andrews, had difficulty in getting
the donations into town. The commissioners enforcing the Port
Bill refused to let 1t come in by water. Two cargoes of rice
from North Carolina, and a thousand bushels of grain from
Weathersfield were held up also. The acts of the commissioners
caused much consternation on the part of the townspeoplee.
Andrews related that the Committee of Ways and Means met and
decided "to ship some rice at Marblehead on bqard avessel
for eee [?ostoé] and demand clearance: in case of refusal,
to enter a protest and proceed with it to Boston and take a
chance of it, and see whether they [ihe customs commisaioneigl
will put their threats in execution or note." The writer felt
that the whole plan was to starve Boston into submission or
at least to c ause the poor to become a serious problem. The
poor, according to Andrews, were employed in mending the streets
and docks for which they were paid enough to allow them to sub-
8ist 2o

Another observer, whose views are particularly relevant,
was Benjamin Frankline, As colonial agent in England for the
Massachusetts Assembly, Franklin was in an e xcellent position
to r eceive information on America both from his colonial cor=-
respondents and from reports reaching Britain by way of offi-
clal channels, In September he wrote the following to Thomas
Cushing, speaker of the House of Representatives:

23, John Andrews, Letters of John Andrews, Esg., of
Boston, 1772-1776, Winthrop Sargent, ed., (Cambridge, 1886),
PPe 25-24,
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The coolness, temper, firmness of the fmerican proceedings;
the unanimity of all the colonles, in the s ame sentiments of
thelir rights, & of the injustice offered to Boston; and the
patience with which those Injuries are at present born, with-
out the least appearance of submission; have a good deal sur-
prised and disappointed our enemles, and the tone of public
conversation, which has been violently against us, begins
evidently to turn; so that I médke no doubt that before the
meeting of Parliament it will be as general in our favor.24

Franklin 1s also significant in showing the change which
took place in individuels themselves--something tha& doubtless
happened to many besides Franklin. Soon after the Tea Party,
Franklin wrote to Cushing decrying the fact that the Bostonians
had gone too far. Hef elt that in a dispute about publilc
rights 1t was e ntirely amiss to destroy private property. "A
speedy reparation," he advised, "will immediately set us
right in the opinion of all Europe."25 But by September Frank-
lin had obviously shifted his position.

The sympathetic reactions cited above are those of Bos-
ton's neighbors in lMassachusetts, but the rest of New England
was not left behind by the Massachusetts towns in volcingits
opinion on the Port Bill, New Hampshire e xpressed heartfelt
sympathy for the Bostonians. Subscriptions were raised for
the relief of the besleged inhabitants of Boston who were re-
garded as suffering in the common cause of American 11berty.25

The towns of Portsmouth and Francestown also voiced
strong opinions on the Port Bill. In a letter of May 19, 1774,

Portsmouth wrote to the people of Boston:

24, Benjamin Franklin, The Writings of Benjamin Franklin,
Albert Henry Smyth, ed., 10 volS., (New York, 1907), VI, 208=239.

25. Ibid., 179.

26, Jeremy Balknap, The History of New Hampshire, 3 vols.,
(Dover, 1812), II, 284.




We think the late act of Parliement to s hut up the port of
Boston of the most extraordlinary nature, andf atal tendency.
We heartily sympathize with you under your present difficult
and alarming situation; and we will exert ourselves to carry
any plan into e ffect which may be concerted by the colonies
general relief, Ve sincerely wish you. resolution and prosperity
in tgs common: cause, and shall e ver view your interest as our
o,
Francestown reacted in as Imilar way. June 1, 1774, the day
the Port Bill was to take effect was proclaimed a day of
mourning and public prayer. The men of Francestown agreed
that they would resist "this foreign tyranny to the bitter
end and whatever peril,"28

The town of Exeter was typical of the New Hampshire towns
in its reactions to the Port Bill, In a town meeting it was
decided to raise £100 by taxation for the aid of Boston. An
exemption to this tax was made for anyone who was against the
proposition. A subtle form of coersion was used to make sure
that a large fund was collected. All that was necessary was
that the person enter his name with the clerk within ten days
of the passage of the resolution. It is significant that
there were few who took advantage of the exemption and the
money was quickly raised.?® A letter written by Exeter to the
Committee of Correspondence of Boston also reveals the attitude

of the town:

Gentlemen, It gives us peculiar satisfaction that we are the

27, Nathaniel Bouton, Provincial Papers Documents and
Records Relating to the Province of New Hampshire from 1764
$o 1776 1776,T_££Nashua,18m,_p:—7_36 .

28s Quoted in W, R, Cochrane and George K. Wood, History
of Francestown, N. H., (Nashua, 1895) p. 68.

29, Charles Henry Bell, History of the Town of Exeter,
New Hampshire, (Boston, 1888), pe. 85. -
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happy 1instruments of conveying relief to the distressed. We
send you by the bearer hereof Mr, Carlton, one hundred pounds,
which sum was unanimously and cheerfully voted by this t own
for our suffering brethern in Boston. The cause for shich yom
suffer we esteem the common cause of all America, your pru-
dence and fortitude we admire. That you may be assisted by
all the colonies in the present glorious struggle for liberty,
and lmbued with wisdom and patience to perservere to the e nd
is thedesire and hearty prayer of your sincere friends.30

The above are representative manifestations of opinions
in New Hampshire and indlcate that the people of that coleny
were aware of the plight of the Bostonlans and its relation-
ship to therest of colonial America., New Hampshire was not
going to stand by and calmly watch their "Boston brethern" suf-
fer for what they belleved should be the interest of all Bri-
tish Americea,

Rhode Island was another neighboring New England colony;
reactions there were similar to t hose of New Hampshire.
Providence, Bristol, Richmond, New Shoreham, Cumberland,
Barrington, and Newport all passed resolutions in support of
the Bostonians,5l

The statements of the people of Newport, Barrington,and
Providence are typical of the s entiment expressed by the Rhode
Island towns., In May, before the bill was to take effect,
Newport told the world Just where it stood by saying:

Voted, that we have the deepest s ense of the injuries done
to the town of Boston by the Act of Parliament lately passed
for putting an end to thelr trade, and destroying the port.

And that we conslder this a ttack upon them as utterly sub-
versive of American liberty; for the s ame power may at

30. Quoted in Ibid.
31, John RusseIl Bartlett, ed., Records of the Colonx
of Rhode Island and the Providence Plantations 1n New Englan
10 vols., (Providence, 1862) VII, 272=281,
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pleasure destroy the trade, and shut up the ports in every
colony in its turneeee32

The town of Barrington e xpressed its thoughts on the matter
in its Instructions to its deputies, These instructions

also reveal that the fiscal conditions of Rhode Island would
be most unique among modern governments.

thereas, the deputies represent to the t own that there 1s

in the general %reasury, a considerable sum of money which is
not at this time especially needed for the use of the colony,
and a8 1t gppeears to the town that the inhabitants of Boston
are much distressed by the late port bille.e.it 1s voted tha
the representatives of this town at the next session of the
assembly in this colony do to the utmost of their power
endeavor that part of said money...be appropiated to and for
the use of the said towneeese

A week léter, August 12, 1774, the town of Providence passed
a similar resolution in the instructions to its deputies.
Providence called the Boston Port Bill "that unrighteous in-
hibition."5%

Rhode Island was not outdone by the larger New England
colonies. The zeal which is shown by the above resolves
equals that of any in New Englande. It might also be pointed
out that Rhode Island held a more important political posi-
tion, relatively speaking, than 1t holds today with forty-
eight states with which to compete.

Juit as New Hampshire and Rhode Island were outspoken in
their support for Boston, indicating that they looked upon the

cause of the Bostonlans as a common cause, so Connecticut, the

32, Force, Archives,I, 343.

33. Quoted In Thomas W, Bicknell, A History of Barrington
Rhode Island, (Providence, 1898), ppa 328-329. —

34, Records of Rhode Island, VII, 282,
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third colony, reacted in a similar way. Examples of feel=-
ing against the Port Bill in the latter colony, in fact, are
much more numerous than those found iIn New Hampshire and
Rhode Island.

The leglslature led the way in consideration of the
importance of the Bill., The House of Representatives urged
the various Connecticut towns to support Boston with the fol-
lowing resolution:

This house...do resolve, that it be and 13 hereby earnestly
recommended to theseveral towns in this colony, to continue
cheerfully and liberally to contribute_to the relief of thelr
suffering brethern in said town (Boston] , according to the
several abilities which Divine Providence has given them;
esteeming i1t an incumbent duty and an acceptable service in
the right of God and their country.35

The sgbove r esolution 1s also an illustration of the growing
American nationalism. Some of the towns which responded to
thls resolution were Wethersfield, Enfield, Waterbury, Wood-
stock, Woodbury, Norwalk, Glastenbury, Litchfleld, New Ililford,
Hartford, Fairfield, Groton, Windsor, Windham, Stratford, New
London, Norwich, Plainfield, Killingly, Pomfret, Stanford,

and Derby. All these towns passed resolved indicating sympathy
with the Bostonians and remarked that they felt Boston was
suffering in the common cause of all colonial America. Some

of the more individualistlic comments 1llustrate how Connecti-

cut felt in the matter,
The town of Wethersfleld is a good example. The inhabi-

35 Charles Je. Hoadly, The Public Records of the Colony
of Connecticut, 15 vols., (Hartford, 1887) X1V, 409.
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tants of this town decided on June 17, 1774, that they would
make donations from time to time to Boston as their own con-
ditions would permit.36 After much discussion the General
Assembly of Connecticut deferred action on their r esolution

on the matter of ald to Boston for about five months. Wethers-
field did not condone its delay and in a resolution passed in
June, 1774, the town expressed itself on the subject of relilef
and laid down a pattern that was quite typlical of the plans
made by many of the towns,

Whereas, the honorable General Assembly of this colony tak-

ing into consideration the distressed situation of the town

of Boston, did come into a resolution to contribute to their
relief but deferred putting the same into execution, until
after thelr sesslion October next--We, the subscribers appre-
hensive that to put forward a contribution at this time may
greatly tend to relieve and encourage the inhabitants of that
town, under their present unparalleled suffering in the general
cause of American liberty, do engage to pay the sums by us
subscribed, in the manner following: (viz.) One penny on the
pound of our 1list for the present year, as set down against

our names; and such other sums as we shall set down. Each per-
son subscribing to be holden for one penny on the pound; and
for as much more as he shall see fit to subscribe; to be paid
in cash, in wheat, rye, & Indian Corn; to be transported to
said town of Boston, and delivered to the select men, or over-
gseers of the poor for said town, to be disposed of as they
shall judge best for the benefit of said town.37

By July 25, 1774, the donations of Wethersfield had reached the
following quantities: 34-3/4 bushels of wheat, 243-1/2 of
rye, and 390 of Indian Corn.%8

The spirit of giving was also represented in the action

of nine men from the town of Windham. The men collected 257

36+ Silas Deane, "Correspondence of Silas Deane,"
Collections of the Connecticut Historical Soclety, (Hartford,
1870), pe 136.
37 Quoted In Sherman V. Admas and Henry R. Stiles, The
Ristory of Anclent Wethersfield Connecticut, 2 vols., (New
ork, 1904), 11, 421,
38s Ibld., 429.




sheep, drove them to Roxbury and waited t here for an op-
portunity to get them into Boston. In a letter which accom=
panied the gift to Boston, the generous doners asked the Bos-
tonians to accept their offering and to "spply it to the
relief of t hose honest, industrious poor, who are most oppressed
by the late oppressing act."%°

Reactions in Woodstock, Gastenbury,and Farmington carried
on the feeling of good will and aid for the Bostonlians. Wood-
stock emulated the helpful action of the men of Windham and

40 Gastenbury risked a generali-

sent sixty-five sheep to Boston.
zation in its letter to Boston dated June 23, 1774. The signers
said, "we believe all Connecticut almost to a man to s tand by
you and assist you...."41 Reactions in Farmington show that

the people of that Connecticut town had a flair for the dramatic.
May 19, 1774, found the town's indignation over the passage

of the Port Bill at a bolling point. According to one account,
"e very numsrous and respectable body were assembled, of near

one thousand people, when a hugh pole, just forty-five feet

high was erected, and consecrated to theshrine of liberty;

after which the Act of Parliament for blocking up the Bos-

ton harbor was read aloud; sentenced to the flames, and executed

by the hands of the common hangman...."42 After this violent

39. Joseph Anderson, ed., The Town and City of Waterbury,
Connecticut, from the Aboriginal Period - to the Year r Eighteen
Hundred and Ninety-five, & vols., (New Haven, 18 96’, I, 413,

40, Clarence Winthrop Bowen, The Histor of Woodstock,
Connecticut, 8 vols., (Norwood, 1926), T,"1‘4'3;.[ -

41, Quoted in G. H, Hollister, The History of Connecti-

cut, 2 vols., (New Haven, 1855), II, 154,

42, Force, Archives, I, 336.
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demonstration of Farmington's attitude concerning the

Port Bill a meeting was called for discussion. Many resolves
were passed; ore of which stated "that the late act...for
blocking up the port of Boston 1s unjust, illegal, and op-
pressive; and that we, and every Amerlican, are sharers in
the insults offered to the town of Boston."%%

An interesting 1llustration that the state of affalrs
in New England in September, 1774, were decidedly in favor
of Boston issupplied in one Delaware letter. The writer,
Cassar Rodney, related tha a false report came to Philadel-
phia which said that the King's ships had fired upon Boston.
Reaction in the colonies became organized at this Juncture.
The colonial governments acted swiftly to deny this report.
Rodney writes:

Vhen the expresses went to contradict this false report, they
found in those 2 gov'ts [Massachusetts and Connecticut] in
different parties upward of 50,000 men well armed, actually
on their march to Boston for relief of the inhabitants and
that every farmer who had a cart or wagon (& not able to bear
arms) were with them loaded with provisions, ammunition, bag-
gage, etc.,~-all headed by experienced officers....

The culmination of the spirit evidenced by the above
resolves and personal comments of New England was found in
the First Continental Congress. Through the spring and summer
of 1774 the colonies passéd:*esnlutions and discussed the

Port Bill and its relation to America. All thd was needed

43, Ibld., 336.
44, Delaware Archives, 5 vols., (Wilmington, 1919)
III, 1429.
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now was to have the colonies meet together and decide upon

a united American stand on the question. The Virginia Bur-
gesses suppllied the instrument for this meeting by issuing a
call for a general Congress of the colonies to meet at Phila-
delphia, The New England colonlies readily responded to the
call, June found Massachusetts, Rhode Island, &nd Connecticut
with delegates appointed and ready to attend.

The delegates from New England went to the Continéntal
Congress with the hope that the rest of colonial America would
support Boston. Their hope was realized by the feeling tha
the New Englanders found present in the Congress. A few com-
ments of the d elegates from New England will illustrate this
point. Silas Deane reported his findings to his wife., He
said, "You may tell our friends that I never met, nor scarcely
had an idea of meeting, with men of sudh firmness, sensibility,
spirit, and thorough knowledge of the interests of America, as
the gentlemen from the Southern provinces appear to be ., "45
September 17, 1774, was a memorable day in the Oongress. John
Adams wrote that this was one of the happiest days in his
life. Many statements were made in the session which led him
to say, "This day convinced me that America will support the
Massachusetts or perish with her,"46 James Bowdain, a promi-
nent Boston merchant recorded his impressions in a letter to

William Bollan, the Massachusetts agent in Great Britain, on

45, Letters of Members of the Continental Congress, 8
vols., Edmun_Ibd_C_ody Burnett, ed., (Washington, TQB“I‘%L, I, 35-36.
46. id., 34.
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September 6, 1774, DBowdain stated that Boston's hope had been
answered and said, "we have the satisfaction to know that the
othér colonies look on our cause &as their own."47

The effects of the Continental Congress upon Boston was
primarily to give encouragement to the feeling already present.
Statements made in the d ebates of the Congress bore out what
had been sald months before., Boston was gliven heart by the
resolutions made by the Congress. Ellis Gray of Bostop
commented to his friend Thomas Dolbeare, a merchant in Kings-
ton, Jamaica: ",..what keeps us most peaceable at present is
the prospect of the Congress now assembled at Philadelphila;
[Ehey aqé] seedoing something for our relief,"48 a professor
in Harvard, John Winthrop said that, "They [the colonies] all
conslder Boston as suffering in a common cause, and themselves
as deeply interested in the event."49 Benjamin Franklin wrote
from London on September 15, 1774, to his friend in Boston,
Thomes Cushing: "I rejoice to find that the whole continent
have so justly, wisely, and unanimously taken up our cause
as thelr own. This 1is an unexpected blow to the ministry,
who relied on our belng neglected by e very other colony."50
He was speaking as agent to Parliament for Massachusetts.Bay.
If any one comment had to be chosen among the many avallable
thet best expressed how Boston reacted to the Congress and the
generous expressions of sympathy, the letter of Samuel Stillman,

pastor of the first Baptist Church of Boston, would undoubtedly

47. M.HeS.,Collections, IX, 372,
48. M.H.S. Proceedin s, XIV, 315.
49, Ibid., XVII, 272‘.L

50, Franklin, Wpitings, VI, 244,
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receive prime consideration. Stillman wrote a long e xposi-
tion on the Bill and its lmportance to all colonial America.

Such a spirit of union, firmness, intrepldity, and readi=-
ness to sacrifice every less consideration for the cause of
liberty, I never concelved possibleamong a set of beings, whose
rimum mobile, in common, i1s self interest. The people
hroughout] the continent are actuated by one soul, they have
laid aside every distinction of name and party, but that of
Ifriends of freedom.__The fire_was kindled, and llke a shock
of electricity ran [Zhroughouﬁ] this western world. No signs
of fear on one hand, nor rashness on the other: but a moderate
and firm opposition to any attempt to enslave Americae. I
have the pleasure to find, that some who for years had been
on the side of government have changed sides, and now unite
with the majority of the people agalinst oppression.
We are yet in prison in this town, but we seem to for-
get our circumstances through the friendship and generosity
of the other colonies. They seem as if they would pluck out
thelr very eyes foﬁ] us, were such an act necessary to c omfort
and support useS

The reactions ¢ 1ted above indicate that New England éf-
fered a united front of indignat ion to Great Britain's censure
of the Bostonians., The people of New England told the world
through thelr democratic town meetings and elected committees
they they viewed the plight of Boston as something that vitally
concerned them all. The personal reactions quoted in this
chapter serve to reenforce this conclusion. Bostonstood as
the bulwark of American lilbertles. Over and over again the
people of the New England colonies spoke of the "common cause
of America;" they looked upon the Bostonians as the front
rank fighters. The Port Bill became a matter of principle--
should it be allowed to succeed in strangling the Bostonians
into submission, then all of New England might be next.

Sl MQHQSQ’ Proceedings, L’ 475.
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New England was determined to see that the Port Bill
did not succeed; all were to s hare in this project. Resolves
were passed for all to see just where New England stood, but
resolves were mere words and words could not defeat the pur-
pose of the Bill. Actlon was 1n order and the New England
colonies acted. Donations of all sorts: food, clothing, fuel,
and money, were scraped together and sent to Boston.o2 Many
people may sympathize with a principle but the real test comes
when a person digs down into his larder and pocketbook and
freely gives. ‘Powns throughout New England did just that.
When it is also considered how scarce money was in colonial
America the few pounds sent to Boston by her neighbors 106m
much larger. New Englandwas not a big food raiser ande ngaged
for the most part in subsistance farminge The f ood that was
sent to Boston represented a sacrifice by many people in the
small tewns. Perhaps economic and political interdependence
were factors in setting the program into action. Family tiles
might also be a factor, the feeling that they would be next
might haye been a consideration. Such & universal and heart-
felt manisfestation of concern for the "Boston brethern" can-
not be explained entirely in economic or social terms. After
reading many of the statements of the people of New England
one would also be inclined to feel that the most important
reason behind the actions of the New Englanders in response to

the passage of the Boston Port Blll was that they felt that

52, See Appendix B for a summary of donations from
Massachusetts towns,
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they were aiding an Amerlcan cause; that they all had a very
Important Interest in maintaining ther ights of American
colonies against any infringement by the British in any
manner whatsoever. Thus Americen nationalism had begun to

assert itself.
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Chapter III
Reactions in the Middle Colonies

Proceeding southward from New England one might expect
that reactlons to the Port Bill would be less enthusiastic
in the middle colonies, but this was not true. These "bread
basket" colonies were not as tled to commercial activity at
Boston as their fellow Americans to the north. The closing
of the port of Boston, therefore, might not effect them as
markedly as the New England colonlies. Besides this point, the
existance of the great ports of New York and Philadelphia, for
example, provided eample outlets to the sea, Family ties would
not play an important tole such a&s they might in New England.
At first thought 1t might be concluded that Boston's loss
would be a gain for many people in the middle colonies; if
the port of Boston were closed, trade would be increased in the
other Eastern seaports. The people of the middle colonles,
however, did not ignore the s tate of affairs in Boston: the
Port Blll brought definite reactions from New York, New Jersey,
and Pennsylvania. The absence of the town system in its well-
developed New England form makes the task of collecting of=-
ficiel reactions somewhat more difficult than in New England.

New York City violently demonstrated in sympathy for

Boston. The Bill was cried through the streets as a "Barbarous

murder? and effigies of the authors of the measure were burned

in public places.l- A meeting was called by the more "substantial"

l. The American Revolution in New Ygrk, University of
the State of New York, (Albany, 1926), p. 34.
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members of the community in an effort to guide the protests
into more peaceful channels. Itwas held at Faunces! Tavern
but the attendence soon grew so large that it was necessary

to ajourn to the Exchange where manystatements and resolu-
tions were made showing that the people of New York were be-
hind the Bostonians in their troubles.? New York publicly ad-
vertised a meeting on the Port Bill to be held in the Fie1ds
on July 6, 1774 The meeting was very well a ttended and a
number of resolves were adopted. Each resolve was voted on
separately and all carried without one dissenting votes. The
first resolve is indicative of the character of the rest:

lst resolved, nem. con., That the s tatute commoniycalled the
Boston Port Act, 1s oppressive to the inhabitants of that
town, unconstitutional in 1its principles, and dangerous to

the liberties of Eritish America; and that , therefore, we
consider our brethern at Boston as now suffering in the common
cause of these coloniles.

The New York Committees of Correspondence kept the people
of New York informed of affairs in Boston. A brisk corres-
pondence was carried on regularly with the Boston Committee
of Correspondence.? This exchange of letters was well under
way before the Port Bill took effect. On May 23, 1774, the
New York Committee of Correspondence wrote to Boston: "As a
sister colony, suffering in defense of therights of America,

we consider your injuries as a common cause, to the r edress of

which 1t is equally our duty, and our interest to contribute."®

2. Martha J, Lamb, History of the City of New York: Its
Origin, Rise and Progress, 2 vols., (New York, 1877), I, 765.
3. Force, Archives, I, 312.

4. History of Montgomery and Fulton Counties, N.Y., F.W.
Beers & Co., (New York, 1878), De 18.
5 Force, Archives, I, 297.
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Albany voted a subscription for Boston and when subscriptions
lagged the Albany Committee had two hundred copies of an
advertisement printed which urged that those who had subseribed
but had not yet sent their donations do so. The Committee
also stated tha any other donations would be "gratefully
received."6

Other examples in New York of sympathy and aid for Boston
may be found in Schenectady, Jamaica, and Newtown. Schenec-
tady made its viewpoint clear to all by meking a donation of
ihaat.7 Newtown passed resolves which denounced the Port Bill
and kept 1ts Committee of Correspondence in close touch with
events throughout the colonies.8 The resolutions of Jamaica
stated their sympathy for suffering Boston. They belleved
that the intentions of Parliament were not leveled at Boston
in particular but all the liberties of all the other colonies.?

Several personal reactions in New York will illustrate
some opposition or at least a luke warm reception to the posi-
tion of the Bostonians. The motives for these opinions vary
from religious prejudice to the perspective c aused by the fact
that the person was a Crown officilal. It 1s interesting to

note that changes were often made in the definiteness of the

6 Alexander Flick, Minutes of the Albany Committee of
Correspondence 1775-1778, Minutes of the Schenectady Committee
1775-1779, 2 vols., (Albany, 1925), I, 10.

7. Willis T. Hanson, A History of Schenectady During the
Revolution, (New York, 19167, p. 20.

8e ames Riker, The Annals of Newtown, in Queens County
New York, (New York, 1852), ppe 176-177.

~S. Henry Onderdonk, locuments and Letters Intended to

Tlustrate the Revolutionary Incidents of Queens County, (New
York, 1846), pe 15.
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stand taken before grass-root reactions were recognized. The
evidence Indicated above and a considerst ion of the perspec-
tive of statlion or position dhows that these ¢ omments were
not typical of reaction in New York as a whole,

One New Yorker, in a letter written May 21, 1774, ration-
alized the causes of New York's violent reaction in an interest-
ing way. After he related how General Gage was hissed at a
public dinner in Boston, he concluded that a Presbyterian junto
was b ehind the resistance to Parliament and the aild given to
Boston. He looked upon the Presbyterians as the ¢ ause of
all violent American action. Only the adherents to the Church
of England, he declared, were reliable and respectful to the
British Parliament. The letter suggested that the r Ingleaders
should be punished as an example to the rest eand then most as-
suredly America would quiet down.10 Another New York letter
written in June said that the vliolent opposition td the Port
Bill was the action of a group of smugglers and mob leaderg-=--
men of property would put things in order soon.1l

Thomas Gamble was apprehensive about chances for reparations
from Boston or settlement of affairs in general in America. In
a letter written in New York on July 1, 1774, he sfated his
opinion of American affairs at that boint of d evelopment, He
insisted that the haughty attitude of the Bostonians was based

on the assumption that the other colonies wuld unite behind

10. Force, Archives, I, 299-302,
11. Ibido, 5020
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them. According to Gamble, the only way that Boston would
pay for the tea would be if the coming Continental Congress
instructed them to pay. He summed up his remarks with a
prediction: "...as matters stand at present I foresee tha
the troubles in America will not cease for some time...."l2

Cadwallader Colden's correspondence is also useful to
illustrate how British officials were forced to recognize the
seriousness of American reaction to the Port Bill. Colden
was best known as the Tory Lieutenant=-Governor of New York at
the outbreak of the Revolution. He g ained much of his repu-
tation among Americans by his conduct during the Stamp Act
controversy, 1765-1766, Colden was in regular contact with
the Earl of Dartmouth. On the day the Port Bill took e ffect
Coldenr eported to the Earl that the Bill was thesubject of
all conversation but that he was assured that the hot-headed
people would be easily kept in checkel3 Colden a ssured the
arl on June 6, 1774, that the zeal that he was then forced
to admit existed in New York by that time, was only confined
to the city of New York. The people outside that area were
in no way disposed to become active in the manner of the city
dwellers 14

New Jersey, another middle colony, supported the Boston-
ians with zeal that equaled its neighbors in New York, Many

of the counties of New Jersey passed r esolves displaying sym-

12. Lee Pgspers, 4 vols., in Collections of the New York
Historical Society, 82 vols., (New York, 1866-1942), I, 126,

13. The Colden Letter Books, 2 vols.,in N.Y., Historical
Socdédty, Collections, II, 339.

14, "Documents Relative to the Colonial History of the State
of New York,E.B,0'Callaghan,ed.,14 vols.,(Albany,1857),VI11,470.
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pathy for Boston and stating that Boston was suffering in the
common cause., Some of these counties were Sussex, Monmouth,
Union, Morris, Hunterdon, Middlesex, Bergen, and Essex.

A few of the eesolves of these New Jersey countles will
serve a8 illustrations of New Jersey sentiment on the Port Bill.
On July 16, 1774, Sussex county passed resolves which stated
that the Act of Parliament was "pppressive, unconstitutional,
and :I.n-;'ha.'t'ious."15 The people of Monmouth received a letter of
thanks from the Boston Committee of Correspondence for their
aid to Boston in the troublesome times., Wrote the c ommittee:
"Such charities not only serve to s how the union and tender
sympathy of the colonies with and for each other but will fix
an everlasting brand of infamey upon the Ministry."l6 After
making a statement similar to the above, Hunterdon set up a
subscription for relief from every town.17 Morris County passed
resolves on the Port Bill on June 27, 1774, One of the Pesolu-
tions passed on that date summarizes the attitude described in
the other r esolves:
4th--that it 1s the opinion of this meeting that the Act of
Parliament for shutting up the port of Boston is unconstitu-
tional, injurious in its principles to the general cause of
American freedom, particularly oppressive to the inhablitants

of that town, and that therefore the people of Boston are con-
sidered by us as suffering in the general c ause of America,.l8

15, Quoted in George Wyckoff Cummings, History of Warren
County, New Jersey, (New York, 1911), p. 35.

6. Frederick W. Ricord & William Nelson, eds., "Documents
Relating to the Colonial History of the State of New Jersey,"
Archives of the State of New Jersey, 41 vols.,(Newark,1886),X,498.

17. Minutes of the Provincial Congress and the Council of

Safety of the State of New Jersey, pub. by the State of New
Jersey, (Trenton, 1879), De 14,

18, History of Morris County, New Jersey,pub. by W. W,
Munsell & Co., (%ew York, 1882), De 23
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On June 25, 1774, the people of Bergen County passed resolves
which agree with the r esolves of Morris county because they
felt "deeply affected with the calamitous condition of the
inhabitants of Boston."® The New York Gazette and the

Weekly Mercury reported on October 21, 1774, that the people

of Monmouth county had expressed theilr sympathy for Boston in
a very tangible way. "Boston, October 24, Capt. Brown arrived
at Salem, with a generous donation from our worthy sympathizing
brethern of the ¢ ounty of Monmouth, in New Jersey, consisting
of twelve hundred bushels of rye, and fifty barrels of rye flour'?0
The Committee of Correspondence of New Jersey was active
in establishing itself as a liaison for information about Bos=-
ton and e xpressing the sentiments of the people of New Jersey.
A letter of July 28, 1774, to the Committee of Correspondence
in Boston stated: "The arbitrary and cruel oppression under
which your metropolis now labors from the suspension of com-
merce, must inevitably reduce multitudes to inexpressible dif=-
ficulty and distress....Sympathy and resentment, with peculiar

energy £il1l the brests of your anxious countrymen."21 On another

occaslon the Committee of Correspondence of New Jersey told the

19, Quoted in Woodford W, Clayton and William Nelson,
History of Bergen and Passaic Counties, New Jersey, (Phila-
delphia, 1882), pe 49.

20, New Jersey Archives, XXIX, 512,

21, New Jersey Minutes, p. 28,

42



people of Boston that they looked upon themselves as e ventually
being in the same predicament.22 Benjamin Franklin's son
William was Governor of New Jersey during the period of t his
study and his comments indicate that he was uncertaln as to
the f eeling of his colony on the Port Bill. Governor Franklin
wrote to the Earl of Dartmouth, Secretary of State for the
colonies, about conditions in America the day before the Port
bill took effect. The letter stated:

. It 18 difficult as yet to foresee what will be the consequence
of the Boston Port Act. It seems as 1f the merchants of
Philadelphia and New York, at their late meeting, w ere in-
clined to assist or cooperate with those of Boston, in some
degrQe....

A Congress of members of the several Houses of Assembly
has been proposed in order to agree upon some measures on the
present occasion; but whether this expedient will take place
. 1s Bs yet untertain,.23
The Governor went on to say that he feared that New Jersey might
go d ong with the other colonies simply because they would
not want to g pear singular in the eyes of the other Americans.

The fears of the Governor were bound tobe increaded
by sentiments expressed by individuals in New Jersey. Opinion
there was generally in support of Boston. The Pennsylvania
Gazette carried an extract of a New Jersey letter of June 8,
1774, The letter was written by a member of the House who was
also a member of the Committee of Correspondence. The writer

stated that the people of New Jersey were interested in the

22, History of Unlon County New Jersey 1664-1923, A.Van
Doren Honeyman, ed., 3 VolSe., (New York, 1923), L, 133:
23. Force, Archives, I, 368,
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affairs of Boston because they felt that they might b e next,
The tenor of the letter is summed up in the words, "Our commit-
tee 1s well disposed in the cause of American freedom,"24
Delaware was not left behind by 1ts larger neighbors,
as the people of Delaware reacted to the Port Bill in much
the same manner as the colonies already cited. On August 1,
1774, representatives of the c ounties of New Castle, Kent,
and Sussex met together to discuss the Port Bill, The meeting
was called by a circulaer letter from the Speaker of the House.
The resolves passed at this meeting echo those of the rest of
colonial Americe,
%esolveds l. That the Act of Parliament for shutting up the
ort of Poston 1s unconstitutional, oppressive to the inhabl=
tants of that town,. dangerous to the libertles of the British
colonies, and that, therefore, we consider our btrethern at
Boston as suffering in the common cause of Americae25
As far as the available evidence indicates, the representa-
tives brought to the meeting the ideas of the people of their
respective counties--ideas which indicate that the people of
Delaware were squarelybehind the Bostonians. The counties of
Susséx, Kent, and New Castle passed resolves independent of
those passed at the general meeting of August l. They expressed

the same feelings as.shown in the &above resolve and in much

the s ame 1anguage.26

24, _New Jersey Archives, XXIX, 395,
25, Force, Archives, I, 664
26, Ibid., 864-666.
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Reacfions in Pennsylvania tend to c arry on the pattern
that has been d escribed in the other colonies, Examples of
the tenor of the Pennsylvanian's feelings about the Port Bill
are numerous in that politically active colony. The available
reactions in Pennsylvania are mostly those of Philadelphia,
the counties and legislature rather than the small towns
or cities.

The governor of Pennsylvania attempted to head off organized
sympathy for Boston by the people under his administration.
Vhen the storm of the Port Bill broke, the legislature of
Pennsylvania was not in session. Numerous petitions were sent
to the Governor asking him to call a special s ession for the
consideration of the Port Bill.27 The Governor brought the
petitions before thé Board, which was a ¢ ouncil appointed by
the Crown to assist the Governor, and asked their advice as
to what aswer he could make. The Board after due consideration
drew up and & proved the following answer: ™"Upon all occasions
when peace, order and tranquility of the Province requires it,
I shall be ready to convene the assembly, but as that does not
appear to me to be the c ase at present, I cannot think such

a step would be e xpedient or consistent with my duty."28

27. Pennsylvania Gazette, June 15, 1774, The Gazette
had alded the consideration of the Port Bill by printing the
full text of the Bill on May 18, 1774. See Appendix A.

28, Minutes of Provincial Council of Pennsylvania, from
the Organization to o the Termination of the Proprietary Govern-
ments p;b.lgg ;28 “State of Pennsylvania, 16 vols., (Harrisburg,

» - ]
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The people persisted in t heir desire to let the Bostonlans
know that they stood behind them so that the failure of the
Governor to cooperate c aused the people to meet in State House
Yard to air their opinionse. Much talk and debate ensued and
the meeting passedr esolves on the Port Bill. One of these
resoY¥ves stated that the Port Bill was "unconstitutional, op-
pressive to the inhabitants of that town...and therefore they
considered their brethern at Boston as suffering in the common
cause of America,"29

Philadelphia disclosed its feeling on the Port Bill emrly
and in veryd efinite terms. On lMay 20, 1774, at the City Tavern
a meeting was held to consider the Port Bill. The meeting
decided to make the cause of Boston their owmn.°C A Gommittee
of Correspondence was ehosen and instructed to write to Boston
informing the Bostonians of the sympathetic feelings of the
people of Philadelphias®l Four days later the Committee of
Correspondence wrotova‘similar letter to Boston and added
that they felt "Great Britain myst be out of her senses."S2

After the Port Bill went into operation, Philadelphia con-
tinued in this vein in an even stponger sense. On the f irst
of June, theday the Port Bill took e ffect, the shops were closed
throughout the city as a sign of mourning for the suffering

29, Charles Thomson, "The Papers of Charles Thomson,
Secretary of the Continental Congress," N. Y. Historical
Society Collections, XIV, 223,

30, Frank M, Etting, An Historical Account of the 01d
State House of Pennsylvania Now Known as the Hall of Indepen-
dence, (Boston, 1876;, DPe 74, - -

31, Samuel Hazard, ed., The Register of Pennsylvenia, 16
vols., (Philadelphia, 1829), ITI, 34-38.

32, Force, Amchives, I, 347,
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Americans in the town of Boston.5® Nearly eight thousand people
assembled on June 18, 1774, in a mass meeting, John Dickinson,
the author of the Farmer's Letters, and Thomas Willing were
the leaders. This meeting recommended a continental congress
and appointed a committee to raise a subscription for the
relief of the Bostonians.%%

The Soclety of Friends in Philadelphia was also active
in support of Boston. They collected a large sum of money
which a 1ided Boston significantly. The committee of the Soclety
reported that "The sum contributed By the Philadelphia meeting
for sufferings was 2540, mostly in golde....Three
thousand and thirty fémilies, consisting of six thousand
nine hundred and twenty-three p&rsons, received ald from this
fund.®®

In addition to Philadelphia and the Society of Friends,
the countlies of Pennsylvania also responded to the plight of
Boston. Some of the countied of Pennsylvania which passed
resolutions of sympathy for Boston and declared that Boston
was fighting a common cause were Bucks, Augusta, Allegheny,
Delaware, Berks,Philadelphia, Perry, Chester, and Fayette.
The w ording of these resolves was very much like those of the

Other colonies already discussed.

33 Etting, History of 0ld State House, pe 74.

34. Sherman Day, Historical Collections of the State of
Pennsylvania, (Philadelphia, 1843), p. 34.
1 35, B'I'he Historical 'SocietyBof Pennsylvania, The(Penn-
SYlvania bagazine of History and Biography, 72 vols. Phila-

delphia, 1877-1948), I, 168+ — ’ ’
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The dangerous implications of the Port Bill to 4meri-
can liberty were emphasized in most of the r esolves passed
by the Pennsylvania counties. Augusta and Allegheny counties
passed similar resolves on the same day. A committee was
appointed by Augusta County to c ollect subscriptions.56 Alleg-
heny County did not have its subscription going asearly as
Augusta County but was more eloquent in the wording of its
resolves,
Resolved, unanimously, That there is no reason to doubt
but the same system of tyranny and oppression will--should
it meet with success in Massachusetts Bay--be extended to
other parts of America., It 1is, therefore, become the in-
dispensible duty of every Americen...by every means which
God has put in his power, to resist and oppose the e xecution
of 1t; that for us we wé;,l be ready to oppose it with oub
lives and our furtuneses
The above resolve 1illustrates the fear that was present in
Pennsylvania that s hould the Port Bill succeed in its opera-
bion in Boston the people of the rest of America may be next
in line for similar treatment. Sympathywas not the only
motive therefore, for the support given to Boston--self pres-
ervation was an important reason also. The people of Allegheny
County were talking in terms of backing the cause with all
they had=their lives, money and property.

Berks County, after mentioning the threat to American
liberties posed by the Port Bill stated on July 2, 1774, "that
1t .is the duty of all the inhabitants to contribute to t he sup-

port of sald sufferers."58 Assembled at the County Court House

36. Franklin Ellis, History of Fayette County, Pennsylvania
(Philadelphia, 1882) 5 71, - ’ o

37. ®Quoted in History of Allegheny County, Pennsylvania,
A, Warner & Coe, pube, lcﬁicago, 889), pe 754 ’

38. Morton L. Montgomery, History of Berks County in
Pennsylvania, (Philadelphia, 1886), pe 137




the people of Chester County passed resolves on the Port Bill
on July 13, 1774.%°

Feeling for Boston was carried down to the grass roots:
Newtown and Fermanagh townships looked upon the need of glv-
ing aid to the poor of Boston one of t helr main concerns. In
its resolves Newtomn injected Christianity and American nation-
alism as motivations for its action:
We hold it as our bounden duty, both as Christians and as
countrymen, to contribute towards the relief and support of
the poor inhabitants of the town of Boston, now suffering
in the general cause of all the ¢ olonies; and we do hereby
recommend the ralsing e’ sum of money for t hat puﬁsose to every
inhabitante..in this c ounty as soon as possible,

Sometimes smaller units than the countles acted indepen-
dently. Fermanagh township scraped together as much money
as 1t possibly could affords The town proudly announced that
the two largest subscriptions were for ten shillings each.41
A group of German farmers in Philadelphla cdounty, believing
that they ought to do their bit, assembled & donation which
was sent to Boston. This indicated that the new immigrants
of Pennsylvania took an active interest in American affairsg.4?

X<An indication of the socilal pressure brought about by

the majority upon recalcitrants is illustrated by an incident
in Buck's County. Charges were brought by the Committee of

Safety of Bucks County against Thomas Meredith. The accused

39. J. Smith Futhey and Gilbert Cope, History of Chester
County, Pennsylvania, (Philadelphial; 1881), pe 60.

40, Quoted iIn Pennsylvania lMagazine, XV, 260.

41, Ibid., XVII, 180.

42, Tbid., XXVIII, 242-243.
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issued the following statement:

Vhereas, I have spoken injuriously of the d istressed people
of the town of Boston, and disrespectfully of the measures
prosecuting for the r edress of American grievances; I do

hereby declare, [that] I am heartily sorry for.what I have done,
voluntarily renouncing my former principles, and promise for

the f uture to render my conduct inexceptionable to my country-
men, by strictly adhering to the measures of the Congress.43

While remonstances and resolveswere being passed on the
various political levels the individual inhabitants of Pennsyl-
vania were recording their personal views in letters or signed
newspaper articles. These personal comments will be cited to
show that the general essence of the official comments thus
far discussed were indicative of the mind of Pennsylvania on
the matter of the Port Bill,

One of the best summaries of the situation, both in
Pennsylvania and in the other colonies, c ame from Deputy=-
Governor Penn. In a letter to the Secretary of State for
the colonies he stated: "The temper of the people, as well here
as in other parts of America i1s very warm. They look upon the
chastisement of the people of Boston to be purposely rigorous,
and held up by way of Intimidation to all America; and in short,
that Boston 1s suffering in the ¢ ommon cause."44 This state-
ment agrees with others presented here, and certainly Penn
could not be accused of distorting colonial opposition for

Propaganda purposes.

43, Ibid., XV, 265,
44, TForce, Archives, I, 514.

50



Events in Pennsylvania bear up the Deputy Governor's
words. The city of Philadelphia reacted to the Port Bill in
away that left no doubt as to where 1ts inhabitants stood
on the measure., A letter written in Philadelphia on the day
the Bill took effect throws some light on the motives of the
people of that éity. "lie must stand or fall together,"stated
this writer, "for the Boston Port Act carries in its principle
and effects the ¢ ertain, if not the immedliate destruction of
all the liberties of America.,"® As & result of this type of
feeling about the Port Bill, Philadelphialans decided to make
an outward manifestation of their sympathy for Boston. On
June 1, 1774, when the Port Bill took effect the ¢ ity went
into mourning. All business wasstopped; the ¢ hurch bells rang
a muffled tribute and flags were at half mast, One resident
of the ¢ ity said that "such a pause 1s intended, not only to
show the real concern we feel for the distresses of our breth-
ern...but to give an opportunity of seriously rellecting on
our own dangers."46 On the next day a citizen reported that
he believed that excepting the Friends, ninee«tenths of the
citizens shut up theilr houses.47 The Friends or Quakers would
not enter into these proceedings because their doctrine forbade
active opposition of this type. The day of mourning dlctated
that church bells be rung, and though the Church of England
did not join in the events officially, the Anglisan bells rang

45. Ibido, 378-3790
46, Tsid., 365,
47, Tbid..
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out with the others. An official notification was made at the
insistance of the rector of Christ's Church to the effect that
the bells of that church were rung ﬁithout his consente The
notice pointed out that the e stablished churchwas r estrained
from any religious observance except on d ays appointed by
the church or the public authority of the government.48
The greatest obstatle to popular measures in Pennsylvania

sesms to have been the Quakers, but e ven Quaker pacifism was
not sufficient to restrain the Pennsylvanians, Charles Thomson,
secretary of the Continental Congress, reported that at the
great mass meeting held in Philadelphia immediately after
news of the Port Bill many principled leaders such as John
Dickinson attended with the purpose of off setting the Quaker's
who gathered in considerable numbers to assert their 1deas.49
The r esolves whichwere passed at this meeting were as spirited
as those passed elsewhere in the colonies, indicating that the
Quakers had exerted little influence ,°0

‘ The Farmer, John Dickinson, continued to use his pen in
the popular cause just as he had done in the time of the
Townshend Acts In a series of letters addressed to the in-
habitants of the British colonies in America he wrote:
esoadministration and Parliament do us Americans the honor to

thiink, we are such idiots, that we shall not believe ourselves
interested in the fate of Boston) but that one c olony may be

480 E
49, Quoted in Pennsylvania Magazine, II, 413,
50, See page 47.
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attacked and humbled after another without showing the

sense or spirit of beasts_themselves, many ofvhich unite

against a common danger.Sl

By June 20, 1774, his early faith seemed to have been vindi-

cated, Dickinson said that as far as he had been able to

determine the colonies were unamimous in theirdesire for a

Congress. A note of caution was offered by Dickinson lest

one colony get too far shead of the others and thereby

lessen the effectiveness of thez-esistance.52
Thomas Vharton, a prominent Philadelphia merchant was a

good example of a Pennsylvania who changed with the changing

times. A letter of his dated May 17, 1774, reported that thd

ma jority of the people to whom he spoke were of the opinion

that while the Act was severe the Bostonians would proba‘ply

pay for the tea. The reason given for this opinion was

that the removal of Governor Hutchinson would sufficiently break

the violent attitude of many people.53 Warton, and several

of his friends, attempted to tone down the tempers of the people

attending the great mass meeting on the Port Bill which was

held in Philladelphia., He claimed that his efforts met with

some success,s4 but the resolves quoted elsewhere in this

study will demonstrate that the success was very small. By

June 10, 1774, Vharton admitted his error by declaring that
"all this extensive continent considers the Port Bill of Bos-

51, John Dickinson, The Writings of John Dickinson, 1764-
1774, Paul Leicester Ford, ed., (Philadelphia, 1895), p. 492.
52, Force, Archives, I, 434,

53, Pennsylvania N agazine, XXXIII, 334.
54, ide, 337.
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as striking e ssentially at the liberties of all North America."od
By July he was sure that "the whole continent will hereby be
united in a stronger and more firm union than anything which
has heretofore ha pened could possibly effect."96 And when
the first Continental Congress met in September, Wharton ap-
peared to be as rabid as anyone: "I am very jealous that the
Congress will be compelled to adopt this measure... Cnon-.
importation agreemente_a and I do believe 1t will be attended
with the most positive and strict observance... Eo thag per-
haps our great ones may find they hadbetter never compelled the
Americans to adopt this measure «"°7

The Continental Congress gave other delegates from the
middle colonies an opportunity to see that America was in
essential agreement in support of Boston. An early reaction
from a delegate is that of Joseph Gallowaye. In a letter to
William Franklin, Governor of New Jersey, Galloway recorded
his opinions of the meeting.
I am just returned from Philadelphia, where I have been to walt
on and endeavor to find out the temper of the delegates. Near
two thirds of them are arrived, (September 3] and I conclude
all be ready to proceed on business on Monday., I have not
had any great opportunity of sounding t heme But sofar as I
have, I think they wlll behave with temper and moderation.
The Boston commissioners are warm, and I believe wish for a

non=importation agreement, and hope that the colonies will
advise and justify them in a refusal to pay for the tea until

55, Quoted in ibide., 433,
56, Quoted in Ibld., 435.
57, Quoted in Tbid., 441.
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their aggrievances are redresséd.58

The temper of the Congress was tested by George Ross, one of

the Pennsylvania delegates. He proposed that Masgachusetts

should be left to her own discretion. Galloway seconded his

motion. The feeling of sympathy for Boston was so strong that

the propositlion was defeated when put to a vote.59
Throughout the c olonies the fervor for thec ause was

encouraged and e xtendede The New York delegates made this

point in their report to the freeholders of Dutchess County.

The delegates said "permit us only to add that the recommenda-

tion of the committee of correspondence of this city in favor

of the d istressed inhabitants of the town of Boston has re-

ceived additional welght by one of the r esolutions of the Con-

gress."60 On September 17, the Congress passed resolutions

which indicated support of Boston. George Read of Delaware

was unable to be present dn this Important day and regretted

that he was absent., He wrote to his wife on theday following:

If I had been able to have travelled through yesterday, I should

have blamed myself for being absent, as two matterswere debated

which I would have chosen to appear in,-=-to wit, a resolve

of approbation of the conduct of the people of Boston and the

county of Suffolk,..e3ince the operation of the Port Bill; and

another resolve for a further contribution from all the c oloniles

for the-support of the poor of Boston, both of thich will be
published tomorrow,6

58, E. Co Burnett, Letters, I, 5.

59. Je Ce Stille, The Life and Times of John Dickinson,
1732-1808, 2 vols., Memoirs of the Historical Society of
Pennsylvania, 14 vols,, (Philadelphia, 1864-1835),. I‘,xﬁs?.

60. E. Ce Burnett, Letters, I, 84.

6l. Iblde., 35-36.
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The reactions of the middle colonies did not differ from
those of Boston's next door neighbors in New England., As one
proceeds southward through New York, New Jersey and Pennsyl-
vania the reactions of the people are everywhere the same.

The homogeneity of colonial feeling thus far analyzed 1n this
study 1s pointed out again and again in the similar wording 6f
the resolves and the spontaneous spirit of giving ald to the
poor of Boston. The resolves cited a bove point out repeatedly
the use of the term "common causeld® Subscriptions were set up
in meny towns, large and small.®2 The surging desire to do
something constructive in aid of Boston was found in the per-
sonal comments of the people and made itself felt in the offi-
clal organs of government up through the legislature of the
coloniese

The question of motivation 1s not a different one in the
middle colonies. The people were further r emoved geographically
but their sentiments were not different from the New Englanders.
On the contrary they were remarkable the s ame., Stopping the
effectiveness of the Port Bill meant placing a shot in defense
of American liberty against arbitrary parlimentary actions. If
the British policy succeeded in Boston, the inhabitants of the
middle colonies could see themselves next in line, Self-preser-

vation was undoubtedly a factor, but the character of the re-

62, See Appendix B for a 1ist of donations sent to Boston
from the middle colonies,
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solves and the charitable actions of the people of the middle
colonlies suggests other reasons. One of them was an emerging
native Americanism--a feeling that Americens were not simply
British subjects but a people set apart, Vhatever the antago-
nisms between colonles, and there had been many, there was still
this unifying factor. The Bostonians were their brother Amer-
icansy To ald them in their time of need was to further bolster
the newly-maturing idea of the American as having distinct rights

inalienable by any power outside the American scene.
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_Chapter Iv

Reactions in the Southern Coloniles

The southern colonies were e ven more removed than the
middle colonies from the affairs of Boston. At first glance,
one might expect that the distance couldb e measured e conimi-
cally and soclally as well as geographically. Slavery,
tobacco, and the Church of England seemingly would preclude
the possibility of any sympathy among southern planters and
small farmers for the Congregational merchants and mechaniecs
of Boston. In fact, one might suspect that the southerners
secretly felt elation that Boston "mobs" were to suffer for
thelr wanton destruction of private propertye.

Any supposition that the southerners were not sympathetic
with Boston, however, would be highly erroneous. Speeches,
resolves, and legislative action quickly demonstrated thet
the South was ag fully aware of the implications of the Boston
Port Bill as were 1ts sister colonles further north. From
Maryland to Georgla came physical as well as moral support for
the besieged Bostonians,

Turning first to Maryland, one may find that the people
there were not outdone anywhere in the colonies in their
strong stand in support of Boston. In the southern colonies
the principal organ of government outiide the leglislature was
the county; therefore, it i1s on that level that a good consen-
sus of opinion may be obtained. The counties passed r esolves

on the Poet Bill which were sympathetic with Boston's position,



and at the same time demonstrated, perhaps, that the s imilari-
tles between North and South were greater than the differences.
Many Maryland counties, in fact, passed resolutions and
moved to aid Boston before t he Bill took effect in June. In
Talbot County, for example, the people assembled at the County
Court House on May 24, 1774, specifically to discuss the Port
Bill. Those present decided that they must unite with all Ameri-
cans who were gathering to offer aild to Boston.1 The people
of this Maryland county determined to pursue every legal means
"to avert the evils threatened by the last act of Parliament
for shutting up the port and harbor of Boston."® Queen Anne
County passed resolves on the Port Bill on May 13, 1774. The
people of Queen Anne County said "...that they look upon the
cause of Boston, in its consequences, to be the common cause
of America."® Another meeting was held to discuss the Port
Bill on May 30, in which the bill was declared a violation
of natural rights, constitutional rights and the rights of
English subjects, thus basing resistance on legal groundse
The Port Bill was called "a foundation for the utter destruc=-
tion of American freedom," at this meeting.4
After the Port Bill took e ffect, June 1, 1774, the ¢c ounties

of Maryland continued to denounce the bill and indicate sympathy

l. Force, Archives, I, 348.

2. Quoted In maryland Historical Society, Maryland His-
torical Magazine, 20 vols., (Baltimore, 1906-1925), VI, 1556-154.,

5+ Force, Archives, I, 336.

4. Quoted In Thomas J. Scharf, History of Maryland, 3 vols.,
(Baltimore, 1879), II, 148. -
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for Boston. Kent County resolves, passed on June 2, sald the
people of Kent County were "moved with the most tender sym-
pathy for the d istresses of their suffering brethern of Bos-
ton" and star ted a subscription for relief of the poor.5
Anne Arundel County on June 4 and Lower Frederick and Harford
Countles on June 1l passed resolves saylng that the people
of those countles looked upon Boston as s uffering in the com-
mon cause of all America.® Charles County s tressed self-preser-
vation more than Christian sympathy in its meeting on the Port
Bill on June 14, 1774.’ On June 18 Caroline County fell in
step with the rest of Maryland.8 Frederick County felt some
overt action to demonstrate its sympathy was necessary and
collected $100 for the relief of Boston. The resolves of
this county were more dramatic and s tated, "the people of Bos-
ton as standing in the gap where tyranny and oppression [ﬁeré]
ready to enter, to the destruction of the liberties of all
America."®

In addition to their individual actions, the Maryland
countles apparently considered the situation serious enough
to call for concerted effortse A convention of deputies of
all the countlies was held at Annapolis, June 22, 1774, to take
action in support of Boston. This meeting declared the s tand

of the deputlies In several resolves, of which the two most

S5¢ Quoted in 1ibid., 149,
6. Quoted in Tvid., 150-151.
7e Quoted in Ibid., 152.
8 Quoted in Ybid s 153,
9. Quoted in Ip I s 1554
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pertinent follow:

I. Resolved..e.the said bills, if passed Into acts wlll lay

a foundation for the utter destruction of British America;

and therefore that the town of Boston and the province of
Magsachusetts,are now suffering in the common cause of America,
VIII, Resolved Unanimousl that a subscription be opened in
the several counties of Ehis province..ofor the r elief of the
distressed inhabitants of Boston.e..l0

John Hancock, in a letter d ated September 6, 1775, indicated
that contributions from Maryland counties in response to this
call were considerable.
Rec'd of John Dickinson Esqe. One hundred & fifty seven pounds
thirteen shillings & nine pence Philadelphia Currency, being
a donation from thecounty of Carolina in Maryland to the
poor of Boston, which I engage to transmit to the Committee
of donations to be appropriated to the sufferers of Boston
agreeable to the design of the d onors.ll

Events in the c apital of lMaryland indicate that the
city was vitally aware of the significance of the Port Bill
to Golonial America. Annapolis passed resolves to that effect
on May 25, 1774, at a city meeting.
Resolved, that 1t is the unanimous opinion of this meeting,
that the town of Boston 1s now suffering in the common cause
of America, and that it is incumbent on every colony in America,
to unite in effectual means to obtaln a repeal of the late act
of Parliasment for blocking up the harbor of Boston.l2
On May 27, 1774, the people of Annapolis declared that the
officers of the law should not bring & sult for the recovery
of any debt due anyone in Britain until the Port Bill was

repealed.15 Daniel Dulany, Jr., in a letter to Arthur Lee

10, Quoted in ibid., 157-158.
11, Quoted in The Pennsylvania Magazine, XXXIV, 253.

12, Force, chives 952,
13. Marﬂanﬁiﬂ’rr's orical Magazine, XV, 189.
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reported that all resolves passed unanimously e xcept the one
concerning legal measures., He felt inclined to vote against
thls resolve because some injustice might be done ¢ 14

The Committees of Correspondence of liaryland were very
active during this periodes Before the Bill took effect the
Annapolis Committee of Correspondence wrote to the Bealtimore
Committee that nothing could be plainer than that the suffering
of Boston was in the general ¢ ause of America. The Committee
went on to say that only through a union of mutual confidence
could the basis be laid for the support of American liberties.15
The Baltimore Committee wrote a sympathetic note to Boston three
days after the odlious billl took effect, expressing, as many
others had previously done, the l1dea of an emerging American
nationalism, The letter said in part:
Permit usyeeas brethern, fellow citizens and Americans e mbarked
in one common Interest most affectionately t o sympathize with
you, now suffering and persecuted in the common cause of our
country, and assure you of our r eadiness to concur in every
reasonable measure that can be devised for obtaining the most
effectual and speedy relief to our distressed friends.l6

While these events were taking place in Maryland similar
things were happening in Virginia., The Virginia House of Bur-
gesses bacame a focal point for sentiment in that colonye. Jef=-

ferson reported in his memoirs that when t he members of the

14, Force, Archives, I, 334-=335,

15, Scharf, Historx of Maryland, II, 145,

16, Quoted in Clayton Colman Hall, Baltimore Its History
and Its People, 3 vols., (New York, 1912), I, 25
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House heard of the pacsage of the Port Bill, the leadw as seized
by Patrick Henry, Richard Henry Lee, Francis Lightfoot Lee, and
a few others along with Jefferson mnd a stand was made for an
unequivical position in line with Massachusetts., In order to
announce their position Jefferson related th&t he w ith the
help of Rushworth "rummaged...for the revolutionary prece=-
dentseese [?n&] cooked up a resolution, somewhat modernizing
their phrases, for appointing the first day of June, on which
the Port Bill was to commence, fér a day of fasting, humillia-
tion and prayere"l? This"ooked up" resolution is worth read-
ing becausc 1t captures the American spirit in this affair

as perhaps no other single utterance does,

This House, belng deeply impressed with apprehension of the
great dangers to bederived to British America from the hostile
invasion of the ¢ ity of Boston, in our sister colony of lMassa=-
chusetts Bay, whose commerce and harbor are, on the f irst of
June next, to be stopped by armed force, deem it highly nec-
essary that the said first day of Juneb e set apart by the
members cf this House as a day of fasting, humiliation, and
prayer, devoutly to implore the divine interposition for avert-
ing the heavy calamity which threatens destruction to our civil
rights, and the evils of civil war; to give us one heart and
one mind firmly to oppose, by all just and proper means, every
in jury to American rights, and that the minds of hils majesty
and his Parliament, may be inspired from above with wisdom,
moderation, and justice, to remove from the loyal people

of America all cause of danger from a continued pursuit of
measures pregnant with their ruin,

Ordered, therefore, that the members of this House do
attend their places at the hour of ten in the forenoon on sald
first day of June next, in order to proceed with the Speaker
and the Mace, to the church of this city for the purposes afore-
said, and that the Reverenl Mr. Price be appointed to read
prayers, and the Reverend Mr, Gwatkin, to preach & sermon suit-
able to the occasion,.l8

17, William Wirt Henry, Patrick Henry Life, Correspon-
dence and Speeches, 3 vols., (New York, 1891),1, 176=177.

18, John Pendelton Kennedy, ede., Journals of the House
of Burgesses, (1773-1776), (Richmond, IBU5), p. 124.

63



These resolves brought dlown on the House of Burgesses the
wrath of the royal Governor, Lord Dunmore, bute ven this was
not sufficient to halt activities in Virginia, Vhen Dunmore
dissolved the House, May 24, 1774, the Burgesses simply ad-
journed to the Appollo room of the Raleligh Tavern to carry
on their deliberation in spite of the Governore. Non-importation
agreements were adopted, but the most important thing to come
out of this meeting was the momentous decision of proposing
a general congress of all the colonles to oonsider the plight
of America.l® The Raleigh Tavern resolutions were s igned by
elighty-nine Virginians and were very much llke those of the
colonies already quoted. They denounced the Port Bill and
concluded with the observation that they were "clearly of the
opinion that an attack made on ond of their sister colonles...
was an attack made on all British America,"<0

In addition to the activities of the House of Burgesses,
the counties of Virginia were also very emphatic in theilr
denunciation of the Port Bill. Some of the Virginia countiles
which passed resolves indicating sympathy for Boston and
stating that they felt that the town of Boston was suffering
in the common cause were Fredericksburg, Prince William, West-
moreland, Spottsylvania, Richmond, Prince George, Culpepper,

Essex, Fauquier, Nansemond, New Kent, Chesterfleld, Caroline,

19. Lendon C. Bell, The 0ld Free State, 2 vols., (Rich-
mond, 1927), I, 203, - T
20, W. W. Henry, Patrick Henry, I, 180,
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lMiddlesex, Dinwiddie, York, Fairfax, Hanover, Albermarle, Acco-
mack, and Rockingham.gl Although the r ecords are not avallable
for other counties, this list gives some indication of the e x-
tent of popular support for Boston in Virginia,.

During the first month of the Port Bill's effective life
there was a virtual outcropping of resolves from the Virginia
counties, On the day the Bill took effect, the people of
Fredericksburg County met to conslider the Port Bill and unanim-
ously agreed to do everything that might be thought expedient
by the other colonies to aid Boston in recovery of her liberty.<?
Prince William County passed resolves generd ly agreeing with
»Fredericksburg Just five days later but their motive was op-
position to Great‘Britain's right to t ax America with a duty
on tea.,?® Westmoreland County passed resolves on June 22, which
placed their emphasis on the destructlon of commerce as the
cause of theilr indignation and added that Boston should be
understood as Buffering in the common cause of America.?4 The
people of Richmond County stressed the economic scanctions also
and said that:

They do respect the Bostonlans, in their sister colony of Mas-
sachusetts Bay, as suffering in the common cause of British
America; and that the hostile attack now made on them by the

Parliament of Great Britain, in blocking up their harbor,
and violently taking away the property of many individuals, by

21, Lewis Preston Summers, History of Southwest Virginisa,
1746-1786, Vashington County 1777-1870, (Richmond, 1903), pel89.
22, Force, Archives, I, 373,
23, Ibid., 388, .
24, Ibid., 437.
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preventing them the use of their wharfs, quays, etc., 1s an
avowed intention to reduce all America to a state of slavery.25

Vhatever British intentions, it is important to note from these
various expressions the implicaticn that the Boston Port Bill
was an indication of British intentlons regarding all the
colonies,

By July, 1774, the Virginia counties hit their stride in
passing resolves indicating sympathy for Boston and telling
the rest of colonial America to follow their lead, James
City County passed resolutions on July 1 and ordered that a
subscription be started to ralse money, corn, wheat, or any
.other commodity that people could spare for the relilef of
the people of Boston.26 Culpepper County agreed w ith James
City in declaring their state of mind on July 7.27 Essex
County told the world that it stood beside the other Virginisa
Counties on the question of the Port Bill and asked that all
the colonies unite in defense of their common rights.28 The
resolves of Fauquler County passed on July 9 asked all colonlal
America to supply Boston with all that would enable her to hold
out.2? The Chesterfield County resolves typify the f eeling
expressed by the Virginia countles during July: "Resolved,
that the t own of Boston is now suffering in the cause of Ameri-
can liberty; that her safety and protection is, and ought to

be, theAcommoncause of the other colonies; and thelr relief

25, Ibide, 492,
26, 1blde, 499.
®7. 1blide, 523,
28, 1bide, 527
29, Tbide, 529,
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ought to be attempted by all proper and constitutional ways
and means in our power.30

Perhaps the most advanced position taken by any of the
Virginia counties was that of Albemarle County in its resolu-
tion of July 26, 1774« The freeholders first d eclared that
the inhabitants of the "Several States of British America" were
subject to the laws which they had adopted at thelir f irst settle-
ment, and others since made by their respective legislatures,
duly eonstituted and appointed with their owvn consent. No
other legislature whatever could rightfully exercise any
authority over them--a flat denial of the provisions of the
Declaratory Act passed when Parliament repealed the Stamp
Acts They went on to say that British action against Boston
made the cause & common one, and that they were ready to join
with their fellow subjects in re-establishing and guaranteeing
their constitutional rights, "when, where, and by whomsoever
invadede" The most effectual remedy, they declared, w as econo-
mic pressure through non-importation of most British goods.
But even more significant was the following:
It 1s the opinion of thls meeting, that these measures should
be pursued untll a repeal be obtalned of the Act for blocking
up the harbor of Boston; of the Acts prohibiting or restrain-
ing internal manufacturers in America; of the Acts imposing
on any commodities duties to be paid in America; and of the
Act laying restrictions on the American trade; and that on
such repeal it will be reasonable to grant to our brethren

of Great Britaln such privileges in commerce as may amply com=
pensate thelr fraternal assistance, past and futuree.

30, Ibid., 538.
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In short, Albemarle County was demanding that Britaln abolish
her whole mercantile system, the very thing that members of
Parliament had feared when they repealed the Stamp Act and
Townshend Acte The fact that Jefferson drafted these r esolu-
tions doubtless had something to do with these d emands 51

As in Maryland, the Virginians decided that concerted
action of the countlies would be more effective than individual
action. The rump Raleigh Tavern meeting in MNay had recommended
such actlion, with the result that a convention of the countles
met in Williamsbury on August 1, 1774. This convention elected
delegates to a general congerss of all the colonies and t hen
proceeded to instruct these delefates on the views of the
convention. They declared alleglance to George III, determina=-
tion to support him in the "legal exercise®™ &f his just rights
and prerogatives, approval of a constitutional conmention with
Great Britain, and a desire to return to the o0ld connection
between the two countries. They also s aid that they had "acqui-
esed" in the acts of navigation restricting colonial commerce,
because they wanted Britlsh protection, and they considered
this adequate compensation for such protection. They ended
their instructions with the dedlaration that any attempt by
General Gage to carry out his threats against Massachusetts
would justify "RESISTANCE and REPRISAL." Then without waiting

for the Continental Congress to act, the Virginia Convention

3le Commager, Documents, ppe. 77-78.
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drew up its own non-importation agreement to put pressure on
Britain.5?

Virginlia committees of correspondence were actively doing
their part in telling the Bostonians and the r est of colonial
America the attitude of the people of Virginia on the Boston
Port Bill. The Committee of Norfolk and Portsmouthwas in
close contact with committees throughout Virginia and particu-
larly with the Baltimore Committee. The Norfolk and Portsmouth
Committee wrote a most eloquent letter to Boston assuring the
people of that town that Virginia stood by their side by s aying:
"e.o0ur bosoms glow with tender r egard for you; we sympathize
with you in your sufferings....Be assured, we consider you as
suffering in the common cause, and laok upon ourselves as
bound by the most s acred and solemn ties to support you in
every measure that shall be found necessary to regaln your
just rights and privileges."S3

During the passage of the r esolves on the various levels
of government and the action of the committees of Borrespondence,
the individual Virginian was developing his own particular
view of the affairs in America at thistime. An accounting of
some of the personal comments and actions during this period
reveal that the views of most Virginians were represented by

the reactions thus far discussed.

32. Ibido, 78-80
33. Force, Archives, I, 371=72,
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The grave import of the Port Bill as far as all America
was concerned was appreclated in Virginia before the Bill
took effects Arthur Lee writing from London to his brother
Richard Henry Lee on March 18, 1774, ailred his opinions., He
told his brother that the affalrs of America had now reached
a very serious stage. If the Port Bill was allowed to succeed in
humbling Boston, Arthur Lee foresaw theestablishment of a dan-

gerous precedent. FParliament would undertake to subjugate

America by degrees.34

George Masonwrote from Williamsburg May 26, 1774: "I
arrived here on Sunday morning last, [ané] found e verybody's
attention...entirely engrossed by the Boston affair," ° A
letter from a member of the Virginia assembly to afriend in
London sums up the tenor of the reactions of Virginia before
the Port Blll actually took effect:

Infinite astonishment, and equal resentment, has seized every
one here on account of the war sent to Boston. It is the uni-
versal determination to stop all exportation of tobacco, pitch,
tar, lumber, etc., and to stop all importation from Britain
while this act of hostility continues. We every day expect
dh~express from Boston, and 1t appears to me incontestably
certain, that the above measures will be universally adopted.
We see with concern, that this plan will be most extensively
hurtful to our fellow=subjects in Britain; nor would we have
adopted 1t, if Heaven had left us any other way to secure our
liberty, and prevent the total ruin of ourselves and our
posterity to endless ages. A wicked ministry must answer for
all the consequences. I hope the wise and good on your side
will pity and forgive use. The House is now plshing on

the public business for which we were called here at this time;
but before we édpart our measures will be settled and agreed on.
The plan proposed is extensive; it 1s wise, and I hope, under
God, it will not fail of success. America possesses virtue

34. Ibido, 228-2290
35, W. W. Henry, Patrick Henry, p. 183.
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unknown and unfelt by the abominable sons of corruption who
planned this weak and wicked enterprise.%6

After the Port Bill took effect personal reactions
in Virginia showed an increase In tempo and depthe Richard
Henry Lee wrote to Samuel Adams and asked the Bostonians to
take heart that the rest of the colonies would unite in the
common cause.9’ Jefferson reported that "no example of such
a solemnity had existed since the days of our distresses
in the war of '55 since which a new generation had grown up."38

The Virginian destined to reap more fame than any of his
contemporaries, G§orge Washington, was in agreement with the
stand taken in Virginla, Washlington was sitting in the House
during these great days. Silas Deane, an Important political
leader during this perlod, reported in a letter to hils wife
of Washington's conduct during the debates 1n the House of
Burgesses. Deane wrote that he heard through good authority
that Washington, upon hearing of the Port Bill Jjumped to his
feet and offered to railse, arm, and lead one thousand men at
his own expense to aid Boston. The writer said that he had
1t on good authority that "his [Colonel Washington'é] fortune
1s sald to be equal to such an undertaking."®® Washington
summed up much of the motivation behind these actions in a

letter that he wrote on June 10, 1774 to George William Falrfax.

36+ Force, Archives, I, 340,

37« Richard Henry Lee, The Letters of Richard Henry Lee,
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After he outlined the entire situatlion of the dispute, he
ended hils letter with these words:
esein short the ministry may rely on it that Americans will
never be taxed without their own consent: [@haﬁ]the cause of
Boston; the despotic measures in respect to it, I mean now is
and ever will be considered as the cause of America (not
that we approve their conduct in destroying the tea) and
that we shall not suffer ourselves to be sacrificed by plece
mealeee 040

If the observance of a fagt is any indication of a
peoples! devotion to a cause, the way in which the people of
Virginia carried out the fast proclaimed by the legislature
should have convinced Boston of the Southerners' support.
Wrote Edmund Randolph:
The fast was obeyed throughout Virginia with such vigor and
scruples, as to iInterdict the tasting of food between the
rising and setting sun. VWith remembrance of the king, horror
was assoclated; and in the churches as well as In the circles
of soclal conversatlion, he seemed to stalk like the arch
enemy of mankind.4l
In private homes, according to one account, women sealed up
their stock of tea and declared that they would not use it
until the duty was repealed.42

To the wouthward of Virginia, North Carolina soon showed
that colony stood beside 1ts northern American friends. The
officlal organs of government were called upon to pass re-

solves denouncing the Port Bill and to make definite e fforts

40, George Washington, The ¥pitings of George thh;gﬁton
from the Original Manuscript Sources, 1745-1799, John Ce Fitze

patrick, ed., 39 volsS., (Vashington, 1931), .111, 224
41, The Virginia Historical Society, The Virginia Maga-
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XTVIrT, 215.
42, Charles Campbell, History of the Colony and Anclent
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to show their sympathy for Boston in a material way.

The lower House of North Carolina created a committee
to draw up a formal resolution on the stand to be taken on
the Port Bill and in its Instructions the House declared thsat
the committee was to’express North Carolina's warmest attach-
ment to 1ts sister colonies In general, and to Massachusetts
in particular., The instructions stated that North Carolina wax
of the opinion that a union of the colonles was necessary in
the support of Boston and the preservation of the rights and
liberties of all America.%d

An investigation of the state of opinion in the counties
of North Carolina brings to light the fact that they acted in
much the same way as the countles In the colonies already dis-
cussed., Some of the counties which passed resolutions on
the Port Bill were Anson, Craven, Rowon, and Pitt. Rowon
County blamed the ministry for the troubles in America and
called the attention of the other colonies to the Port Bill
as proof of the intention of the ministry to deprive the colo-
nies of their constitutional rights and liberties. The County
denounced the Port Bill and declared that the c ause of the
town of Boston was the common cause of 911 of colonial America.44
A committee was gppointed by Craven County to consider the alarm-
ing state of affairs in British America.45 The people of Anson

43. The Colonlal Records of North Carolina, 30 vols.,
pub. by State of North Carolina, (Raleigh, 1890), IX, 1200.

44, Ibid., 1025,

45, Tbid., 1027.

73



County pointed out that the yoke of slavery was about to be
placed upon British America and that the colonies must act
to preserve thelr liberty.46 A committee to receive donations
for the relief of the poor of Boston was set up by Pitt County
as their reaction to the detested Port Bille47 The resolves
passed at Wilmington, North Carolina on July 21, 1774, serve
as a good illustration of the type of resolves that were passed
throughout North Carolina concdrning the Port Bille The Wil=-
mington resolves stated:
Resolved, That we consider the c ause of the town of Boston
as the ¢ ommon cause of British America and as suffering in
the defense of the rights of the colonies in general; and
that therefore we have in proportion to our abilitles sent
a supply 28 provisions for the indigent inhabitants of that
pPlacecese

Feeling ran so high in North Carolina that a general
convention was demanded. The poeple felt that only in this
way could the r est of colonial America be made to see clearly
where the people of North Carolina stood on the question of
the Port Bille. A provisional convention of North Carolina was
held at Newbern on August 25, 1774, which passed resolutions
similar to those of the lower House of the colony. The convenw
tion proclaimed that the Port Bill was "the most cruel infringe-
ment of the r ights and privileges of the people of Boston, both

as men, and members of the British government,"4°

47, Ibid., 10B1.
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Committees of Correspondence in North Carolina kept the
people of that colony informed as to the progress of the
stx;ug@s of Boston and recommended measures for their aid.

The Wilmington Committee sent a circular letter to all the
counties of North Carolina explaining the nature of the c ause
of Boston and recommending action. A meetingw as called of the
delegates of all the c ounties for August 20, 1774, which was

to meet at Johnston County Court House. A subscription was
suggested by the Wilmington Committee for the r elief of the
poor of Boston thrown out of work by the Port B111,°0

South Carolina was not outdone by 1ts northern sister.

A copy of the Boston resolves of liay 13, 1774, which asked the
other colonies to rally to the aid of that town came to Charles-
ton and caused a town meeting to be called immediately. The
town, in turn, declided to call a general meeting of the province
to be held in Charleston on the sixth of Julyl Cilrcular letters
were sent out explaining the situation in Boston and urging
opposition.51 This meeting w as reported by the South Carolina
Gazette to be the largest ever assembled.52 According to the
resolves passed at this meeting South Carolina acted on the
motive of self preservation. It was feared that a dangerous

precedent might be established which would cause the rights,

50, Force, Aprchives, I, 619,
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property, and privileges of the rest of America to be in

danger.s3

South Carolina was adequately served by its various
committees of correspondence. The opinions of the above meet-
ing were echoed throughout the c olony as the commlttees promoted
agssistance for Boston. The pressure caused by many people
desiring to send donations to Boston caused the Committee of
Charleston, for example, to provide a solutlon. A public
announcement was made which told those wilshing to contribute
goods for the relief of Boston that a special committee ex-
isted to aid and expedite matters. Subscriptions were to be
given to any of the thirteen members of this committee.s A
footnote to the announcement disclosed that one generous resi-
dent of Charleston had offered the free use of his wharf for
the storage and shipping of rice to Boston.54

Some personal reactions from South Cuzrolina will help
enlarge upon the picture of that colony's sympathetic feel-
ing for Boston. A South Carolina letter of June 4, 1774,
reveals the character of the opinlons in Charleston on the
Port Bill. The King's birthday came almost simultaneously
with the day the Port Bill took full effect. This letter re-
lates that the birthday was officially celebrated in the usual
way--bells were rung, colors were displayed, the guns of the
fort were fired, and the militia was reviewed--but the people

53. David Ramsay, The History of South Carolina from Its
First Settlement in 1670 to the Year 1808, 2 vols., (Charles-
F—n, 1: OQT, I’ 226 2270

54, Force, Archives, I, 448,
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did not join in the celebration. The houses were not il-
luminated nor were there any d emonstretions of Jay. The writer
says that the people lamented "that so good a prince should be
beset by a minority who seem to have studied to alienate,

rather than preserve, the affections of his most loyal sub-
jects."S% Another South Carolina letter dated June 13, 1774,
indicated that the merchants in that colony were generally
Inclined to favor nonsimportation. As a method of making the
non-importation agreements work the writer suggested that Ameriea
take stock of her r esources. Iron particulerly interested the
writer of this letter and he was anxious for an accounting.

He also wanted to know what quantity of hoes, axes, tools,
cutlery, and other articles usually imported from Great Britain
that each colony could supply to the common need of America,.°®
This would seem to indicate that the retrenchment necessary

for the effectiveness of the non-intercourse agreements was
accepted by South Carolina. The main purpose of these egree-
ments was, of course, a demonstration of opposition to Parliament
caused by its action against Boston.

On first conslderation it might seem that sentiment in
Georgla would not be as forceful as that found in South Caro-
lina and the other colonies, One reason for this speculation
would be that Georgia's history was different from the general
pattern of the rest of British America. Georgla had been

55. Ibid., 382,
56, Iblde, 408.
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founded later and the Eritish government had incurred consi-
derable expense in setting up this "buffer colony." Connection
to Britain would therefore be stronger. This is true to a
certain degree but it did not stop Georgla from indicating
that a considerable portion of its people were of thez;aﬁe
opinion as the rest of America.

One vehicle for expressing opinion in Georgila was the
principle newspaper of that colony. The Georgla Gazette
of July 14, 1774, described the position that sentiment in
Georgla had reached, and t ook the lead in suggesting future
action:
The critical situation to which the British Colonies 1n Amerilca
are likely to be reduced from the alarming end arbitrary imposi-
tion of the late acts of the British Parllament respecting the
town of Boston as well as the acts that at present extend to
theraising of a perpetual revenue without the consent of the
people or their representatives, is considered as an object
extremely important at thils critical juncture, and particulsarly
calculated to deprive the American subjects of their constitu-
tional rights and liberties as a part of the British Empire.
It is therefore requested that all persons within this province
do attend at the liberty pole at Tondee's Tavern, in Savannah,
on Wednesday the 27th instant, in order that the sald meat ter
may be taken under consideration, and such other constitutional
measures be framed as may then appear to be most eligible 57

The meeting suggested by the Gazette was postponed until
August 10 in order that more of the parishes could be repre-
sented.%8 The d elegates met and thoroughly discussed the Port
Bill and 1ts ramifications throughout colonial America. The

resolves that were reported in this meeting s how that Ggorgia

57. The Revolutionary Records of the State of ggorgia,
3 vols., Allen D, Chandler, ed., (Atlanta, 1908), I, ll.
58, Ibid., 13.
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was not going to be left outside the pale of general colonial
feeling on the Port Billl. The meeting resolved t hat:

esen act of Parliament, lately passed, for the blockading the
port and harbor of Boston... [was] contrary toe..e [iheii] idea
of the British constitution: First, for vhat it in effecte..
@eprivei] good and lewful men of the use of thelr property.
without Judgement of thelr peers, and secondly for that it...
was] in nature of an €x post facto law, and indiscriminately
blends, as objects of punishment, the innocent wth the guilty.

It was also resolved that Georgla would "concur with...(lté]
sister[}mériéa@]colonies in every constitutional measure to
obtain redress of American grievancesese.."o9
Some resolutions were passed by varlous localitles which
denounced the above resolves, but the position of those in
sympathy with Boston was vindicated in the electlion for the
lower House of the Legislature in January, 1775, The issue
in the election was the question of the resolves of the much-
publicized meeting and the attlitude to be taken toward Britain
by Georgiae. The patriots won a suffieient number of seats to
hold a majority and thereby settled the issue as far as the
legislature of the colony was concerned.so
The result of this election was clear enough to prod the
Governor into writing a long discussion against the attitude
expressed in the resolves of the 10 of August cited above.
This paper was officlally read to the Housee. The opposition
of the Governor only served to heighten the enthusiasm for the
cause. The House, in spite of the Governor's message, officilally

recognized that the act of Parliament shutting the port of Bos-

59, Ibid., 16-17.
60, For a complete outline of the events of the election
and actions in the House see 1ibid,, 34-37; 52-53.
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ton as an infringement and violation of the rights of the

colonists.61
Reactlions at the county or parish level mirrored the atti-

tude of the House. The parishes of Georgila followed the pattern

Indicated by thecounties in other colonies, Some of the

parishes which passed patrilotic resolves were St. Andrew,

St. Matthew, St. George, St. Paul, and St. John., The people

of Ste. Andrew Parish stated in their resolves that they would

never become slaves and would support the actions of the rest

of America toward Britain.,5? The Parish of Ste. John backed

up its feeling for Boston by subscribing a donation of two hun-

dred barrels of r ice for the relief of Boston.®® St. Paul and

Ste Ggorge Parishes deviated from the general pattern at first

by passing resolutions against the actions of the great meeting

of the 10 of August, but later fell in line with the others.54
Events in Georgla apparently midled the governor of thd&

colony in his estimate of popular s upport for Boston, for in

a letter to Dartmouth, Governor Vright at first claimed that

the resolves of Georgia in support of Boston were the work of

a junto of only a few peoples In a later r eport, however, he

had to admit that a change in his evaluation was necessary:

And now I am mentioning these matters permit me my Lord to

say how things appear to me, and I conceive that the licen-
tious spirit in America has received such contenance and

6l. Ibid.
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encouragement from many persons, speeches, and declarations

at the time of the Stamp Act, and eversince in Grest Britain
eeein short things and circumstances in America have Iincreased
so fast...that however matters may be got over at present and
whatever appearance there may be of amity and union the flame
will only be smothered for a time and break out again at

some future day with more violence.65

The royal governor seems to have dlagnosed the trouble as
something more serious than just the Port Bill.

Feeling for the Bostonians was not as unanimous in
Georgia as might be found in the other colonles. Reactions
similar to St. Paul and St. George Parishes cited above may
be found in the %owns of Georgla. VWrightsborough and Augusta
agreed with the parishes which did not go along with most of

the residents of Georgia.66

It has alreacdy been suggested
that Georgla had a background different from most of the
colonieg-~--particularly the older ones.

A majority of the Georglans, however, backed Boston. At=-
tempts to aid'the people of the suffering town were supported;
meetings which kept the cause before the people were held
and adequately attended. Machinery continued to be set up
for the transmission of aid to Boston. For example, a tax
on viglations of the non-importation agreements was provided
by forty-five delegates who met at Savannah on January 18, 1775.

The proceeds of this tax were "to be applied towards relieving

such poor inhabltants of the town of Beston as...[ﬁeré] immediate

65. Georgla Historical Society, Collections of the G;or 1la
Historical Society, 9 vols., (Savannah, 1840-1906) II1I, 18I1.
66, Iblde., 27-30.
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sufferers of the Port Bill."®7 Thus the policy of Georgia

set down as early as July of 1774 was carrled on successfullye.
This policy was, in some respects, dissimilar to th& persued
in other southern colonies but in over-all nature it was not
different to any marked degree.

The Continental Congre:ss served as the culmination of
reaction in the South just as i1t had been for the other
sections of Amerlca. This 1s not as clearly defined as in
the New kngland or middle colonies because some of the south-
ern colonies were not represented by large delegations and
one southern colony, Georgla, did not attend the Congress at
all.

Virginia was very well represented and the statements
of the delegates from that colony are very indicative that
Virginia was going to stand firmly behind the position it had
outlined through the summer of 1774, Virginia may claim the
foremost position in the move for & Congress, since the House
of Burgesses agreed upon calling one before they received the
filery resolutions of Boston. After the proclamation of a
fast the Governor dissolved the Burgesses. On lMay 27 they
assembled unofficlally and recommended a general Congress
of deputies from all the colonles to meet annually to deli-
berate on such measures as "the united interests of America
may from time to time require."68 Twenty~-five Burgesses sent
out a formal call for the first convention to meet on August

1, 1774. Thomas Jefferson said that the call was greeted

67. Ibld., 46.
68. Burnett, The Continental Congress, pe. 20.
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enthusiastically and was like & shock of electricity which
caused the colonies to see the Congress as a means of
expressing their sentiments.69 He drew up a set of instruc-
tions for his fellow delegates from Virginia which was pub-.
lished and became & good presentation of the motives that
prompted many people to action in all parts of America., Jef-
ferson's pamphlet was entitled, "A Summary View of the Rights
of British America." Many of the utterances in the Congress
were based on natural and proscriptive rights which Jefferson
outlined in this important pamphlet. The wording was nmch
like another famous document edited by Jefferson, The
Declaration of Independence.’C Patrick Henry caught some
of the great importance of the Congress when he eloquently
proclaimed, "The distinctions between Virginians, Pennsylvanians,
New Yorkers, and New Englanders, are no more., I am not a
Virginian but an Americean,"’1

The comments on the Congress of Ceesar Rodney, John
Dickinson, and Joseph Hewes reenforce those of the Virginia
delegates, On September 9, 1774, Cessar Rodney wrote, "it
is the greatest assembly...that was e ver collected in America--
&nd the Bostonlans who...have been condemned by many for theilr

wliolence are moderate men, when compared to Virginia, South

69, Jefferson, g;itiggs, I, 12,
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Carolina, and Rhode Island; in short all the colonies seem to

72 John Dickinson wrote to Arthur

be hearty in the causel"
Lee that "a determined and unanimous resolution animates
this continent, firmly and falthfully to support the common
cause to the utmost exi:ermi‘l:y."?:5 This was written in a
letter of October 27, 1774, just after the Congress ajourned.
A letter of Joseph Hewes of North Carolina indicates tha
the Congress was well received., Hewes said in this letter:
"T have the pleasure to inform you that they [%he Congress
delegateé] are generally approved of here by all ranks of
people; the Germans who compose a large part of the inhabi-
tants...are all on our side."’%

With the qualified exceptlion of Georgla, the people of
the southern colonies seem to have feacted to the Boston
Port Bill in much the same way as the people of the rest of
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