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Victory's New Problems

•Why did George Grenville expect the colonists to accept part of the burden of financing the British Empire in 1764?

•Why were the colonists alarmed by Grenville's choice to impose a stamp tax in 1765?

· How did the colonists choose to respond to direct taxation by Parliament?

Asserting American Rights

•Why did Charles Townshend expect his revenue measures to be successful?

•What form of protest did the colonists choose in response?

•What was the outcome of that protest?


The Crisis Renewed

•What British choices led Americans to see a plot against their rights and liberties?

•What constraints did the king place on Massachusetts to crush resistance there?

•How did the Continental Congress choose to respond?

The Decision for Independence

· Could the Revolutionary War have been avoided?

•What choices on both sides might have kept compromise alive?

•What different expectations and constraints influenced some colonists to become loyalists and others to become patriots?

( INTRODUCTION )
The British victory over France in 1763 raised ex​pectations for an era of prosperity and cooperation between mother country and colonies. But less than two years later, Britain's mainland colonists had risen in protest against the constraints placed on them by British policies and regulations. Fun​damental political differences then emerged be​tween the British government and the colonists. They could not agree on the rights and obligations of the colonists. Americans who had once toasted the king chose instead to drink to resistance to tyrants. By 1775, a new choice faced the colonists: loyalty or rebellion.

The outcome of the troubled years between 1763 and 1775 was the American Revolution. However, the colonists who chose to protest taxation in 1765 did not know they were laying the groundwork for a revolution. We can look back on their expecta​tions, constraints, and choices and see that the likely
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outcome was indeed a break with Britain. But the people who made that revolution did not know it was coming.

Events between 1763 and 1776 forced many colonists to choose between loyalty to Great Britain and loyalty to colonial independence. The war that resulted set neighbor against neighbor, father against son, and wife against husband. For thou​sands, the outcome of this crisis of loyalty was exile from home and family. For others, it meant death or injury on the battlefield. In 1776, however, the outcome was unclear.


Victory's New Problems

When George Grenville became King George III's chief minister in 1763, he appeared to face a much easier task than William Pitt had confronted six years earlier. The battles of the Great War for Em​pire had been won, and all that remained to be done was to negotiate a treaty with an exhausted and defeated France.

Grenville soon discovered the costs of glory. Pitt had spent vast sums without hesitation to secure his nation's victory, and he had left the new minis​ter with an enormous war debt. British taxpayers, who had groaned under the wartime burden, were expecting tax relief, not tax increases. There were also serious problems in governing the new Cana​dian territory because some American Indian tribes were unwilling to pledge their allegiance to King George III.


Dealing with Indian Resistance

The former Indian allies of France and Spain were threatened by Britain's recent victory. For decades, they had protected their lands by playing Euro​pean rivals against each other. Now the French had been ousted from Canada and the Spanish from Florida. The Creeks and the Cherokees of the Southeast had felt the effects of Spanish with​drawal even before the war ended, when settlers from the southern colonies poured into Creek and

George Grenville British prime minister who sought to tighten British control over the colonies and impose taxes on colonial trade.

George III King of Great Britain (r. 1760-1820); his government's policies fed colonial discontent and helped start the American Revolution in 1776.

Chronology
Loyalty or Rebellion?
1763 Treaty of Paris ends French and Indian War


Pontiac's Rebellion Proclamation Line

1746
Sugar Act

1765 Stamp Act

Sons of Liberty organized

Stamp Act Congress

Nortimportation, of British goods 

1766 Repeal of the Stamp Act
Declaratory Act

1767 Townshend Acts

John Dickinson's Letters from a Farmer in Pennsylvania

1768 Nonimportation of British goods

Cherokee territory. When the Cherokees launched a full-scale war along the southern frontier, the British crushed their rebellion and forced the Cherokees to open up their lands to settlement.

In 1763, settlers began a similar invasion of In​dian territory in the upper Ohio valley and Great Lakes region. In response, the Ottawa chief, Pon​tiac, created an intertribal alliance known as the Covenant Chain to oppose white expansion. Throughout the summer and early fall of 1763, this alliance of Senecas, Ojibwas, Potawatomis, Hurons, Ottawas, Delawares, Shawnees, and Min​gos mounted attacks on Fort Detroit and other frontier forts in what became known as Pontiac's Rebellion. The British forts held, however, and by winter Pontiac had to acknowledge British control of the Ohio valley.

The British recognized that this victory did not ensure permanent peace in the West. Indian resis​tance would not end as long as settlers continued to pour into Indian territories. Thus, in late 1763,


Grenville issued a proclamation that temporarily banned settlement west of the Appalachian Moun​tains (see Map 5.1). Colonists in the backcountry, were outraged by this Proclamation Line of 1763. They generally ignored the proclamation and con​tinued to take land they wanted. Over the next decade, homesteaders poured into areas such as western Pennsylvania and Kentucky.

Pontiac Ottawa chief and former French ally who organized the Covenant Chain; he mounted an un​successful siege of Fort Detroit in 1763.

Covenant Chain An alliance of American Indian peoples formed to resist colonial settlement in the Northwest and British trading policy.

Proclamation Line of 1763 British policy that banned white settlement west of the Appalachian Mountains; it was intended to reduce conflict be​tween Indians and settlers, but it angered settlers.
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( MAP 5.1 The Proclamation Line of 1763 This map shows European settlement east of the Appalachian Mountains and the numerous Indian tribes with territorial claims to the lands between the Appalachians and the Mississippi River. The Proclamation Line, which roughly followed the crest of these mountains, was the British government's effort to halt colonial westward expansion and thus to prevent bloodshed between settlers and Indians. This British policy was deeply resented by land-hungry colonists.

Demanding More from the Colonies

Grenville's examination of the economic relation​ship between mother country and colonies re​vealed that Great Britain had not benefited greatly from her American colonies. Grenville sin​gled out illegal colonial trade as the primary rea​son why the expected benefits had not material​ized. Americans traded for illegal goods with Britain's rivals and avoided paying import duties for legal foreign goods whenever they could.

The results of such avoidance were apparent from the imperial trade books. By the 1760s, the Crown was collecting less than £2,000 in customs duties while spending more than £7,000 to collect those duties annually. In 1764, Grenville proposed new policies to correct this problem and thereby ended the long era of benign neglect.

To end American smuggling, Grenville first had to reform the customs service. He took steps to stop customs officers from taking bribes from smugglers. He then gave customs men the power to use blanket warrants, or writs of assistance, to search ships and warehouses for smuggled goods. Grenville's next step was to reform the import reg​ulations. The 1764 American Revenue Act, known popularly as the Sugar Act, showed that Grenville was a practical man. His intent was to make it cheaper to pay the import duties on foreign mo​lasses and sugar than it was to bribe customs offi​cials or to evade the duty by landing a cargo on an isolated beach. The act cut the duty on foreign mo​lasses in half, from six to three pence per gallon, but Grenville was determined that this duty be paid.

To ensure that it was, Grenville changed the way smuggling cases were handled in court. Until 1764, a colonist accused of smuggling was brought before a jury of neighbors in a civil court. He expected, and usually got, a favorable verdict. Grenville now declared that smugglers would be tried in a vice-admiralty court, where there were no sympathetic colonial juries. Once smuggling became too costly and too risky, Grenville rea​soned, American shippers would bow to trade reg​ulations and pay the Crown for the privilege of im​porting French molasses.


The Colonial Response

Grenville's reforms could not have come at a worse time for the colonists. They took effect dur​ing the economic depression that followed the French and Indian War. The depression was largely the result of an abrupt decline of British military spending in the colonies. Unemployment among artisans, dockworkers, and sailors ran high. Merchants found themselves unable to pay their debts to British suppliers because the mer​chants' customers had no money to pay their bills. The merchants blamed this situation on Grenville's Currency Act of 1764, which outlawed the printing of paper money in the colonies.

Ironically, some colonists welcomed the hard times. They believed that Americans had become overly fond of luxuries and that this had weakened their spirit, sapped their independence, and cor​rupted their morals. They warned that moral decay had ruined Britain, where extravagance and cor​ruption infected society. Such colonists appealed to their neighbors to embrace simplicity and to sacri​fice by boycotting all British manufactured goods.

import duty A tax on imported goods.

customs service A government agency auth​orized to collect taxes on foreign goods entering a country.

writs of assistance General search warrants issued to customs officers by colonial courts, giving them the authority to search ships and warehouses for smuggled goods.

Sugar Act British law (1764) that taxed sugar, mo​lasses, and other colonial imports to defray British expenses in protecting the colonies.

civil court Any court that hears cases regarding the rights of private citizens.

vice-admiralty court British court that heard cases involving shipping.

depression A period of drastic economic decline, characterized by decreasing business activity, falling prices, and unemployment.

Currency Act British law (1764) that banned the printing of paper money in the American colonies.

boycott A protest in which people refuse to buy goods from or otherwise deal with a nation or group of people whose actions they object to.

Colonial newspapers, however, focused on the political dimensions of Grenville's reforms. Those reforms raised disturbing questions about the rights of the colonists and the relationship between Parliament and the colonial governments. But in 1764, Americans were far from agreement over how they should respond to the Sugar Act.

The Stamp Act

Grenville's next proposal to Parliament startled the colonists even more. He suggested that Parlia​ment approve the first internal tax, or direct tax, ever levied on the colonies. Until 1765, Parliament had passed many acts regulating colonial trade, some of which taxed imported goods. It had never, however, levied direct taxes on the colonists. Such taxes had previously been approved only by their local assemblies. From a colonial perspective, this proposed tax would change the traditional rela​tionship between the colonial assemblies and Par​liament dramatically.

Colonists greeted news of Parliament's ap​proval of the Stamp Act, passed in February 1765, with outrage and anger. Come November, when the act would go into effect, virtually every free man and woman would be affected by this tax that required the use of government "stamped paper" on legal documents, newspapers, pamphlets, and even playing cards. Grenville's Stamp Act united northern merchants and southern planters, rural women and urban workingmen, and it riled the most argumentative of all Americans: lawyers and newspaper publishers.

The Popular Response

Many colonists were determined to resist the new legislation. During the summer of 1765, a group of Bostonians formed a secret organization called the Sons of Liberty. Although one of its founders was the socially prominent, Harvard-educated Samuel Adams, most members were artisans and shop​keepers. They had been hit hard by the postwar depression and would suffer further from the stamp tax. They took to the streets to make their protests known.


Such protests soon made the position of govern​ment stamp agent a hazardous occupation in Boston. On August 14, 1765, the Sons of Liberty and gentlemen disguised in working-class garb paraded an effigy of Andrew Oliver, a wealthy merchant and newly appointed stamp agent, through the city. The Sons not only hung the effigy on a tree near Oliver's wharf but also destroyed Oliver's warehouse and later broke all the win​dows in his home. The following day, Oliver re​signed his position as stamp agent. The Sons of Liberty celebrated by declaring the tree on which they had hanged Oliver's effigy the "liberty tree."

The Sons then harassed other Crown officials living in Boston. Thomas Hutchinson, lieutenant governor of Massachusetts, became the chief tar​get of abuse when a false rumor spread that he had written to British officials in support of the Stamp Act. The rumor encouraged a large crowd of artisans and others to trash the lieutenant gov​ernor's elegant brick mansion later that August of 1765.

Hutchinson appears to have been a political and a social target for the working people of Boston. He represented the privilege and power of the few and the well placed. The destruction of his home caused many of Boston's elite merchants to with​draw their support from popular protests. They reasoned that the tensions aroused between rich

direct tax Tax explicitly imposed to raise revenues.

Stamp Act British law (1765) that levied direct taxes on a large variety of items, including news​papers, almanacs, and legal documents.

Sons of Liberty A secret organization formed in Boston to oppose the Stamp Act; its leaders in​cluded Samuel Adams and Paul Revere.

Samuel Adams Massachusetts revolutionary leader and propagandist who organized opposi​tion to the Stamp Act and took part in the Boston Tea Party.

effigy A representation of a hated or despised person.

Thomas Hutchinson Boston merchant who served as lieutenant governor of Massachusetts and later as governor; his efforts to enforce the Stamp Act prompted a mob to destroy his house.

and poor were perhaps more dangerous than the tensions between Parliament and the colonies.

The campaign against stamp agents spread like a brush fire throughout the colonies. Colonists who had agreed to take the position of agent had not expected to endure hatred or to suffer harm. They believed that a British law would be obeyed. But no stamp agent was safe. When the stamps reached colonial ports that fall, only the young colony of Georgia could produce anyone willing to distribute them.

The British responded to this explosion of vio​lence and political protest by refusing to allow colonial ships to leave port. They hoped that the disruption of trade would force colonial merchants to use their influence to end the resistance. The strategy backfired. Hundreds of angry, unem​ployed sailors took to the streets to join in the resis​tance to the stamp tax.

Political Debate

The Stamp Act raised a fundamental issue: whether Parliament had the right to tax the colonists. As the young Virginia lawyer Patrick Henry put it, the Stamp Act was a matter of "lib​erty or death." A basic British principle held that no citizen could be taxed by a government in which he was not represented. "No taxation with​out representation" was a principle shared on both sides of the Atlantic. The real question was whether Parliament represented the colonists, even though no colonist sat in that body or voted in parliamentary elections.

To Massachusetts lawyer James Otis, the an​swer to this question was clearly no. Otis took the position that the colonists should be given repre​sentation in the House of Commons. Few colonial political leaders took Otis's demand for American representation seriously because they realized that a small contingent of colonists could be easily ig​nored or defeated in Parliament. Therefore most leaders declared that taxation was the right of local assemblies and that American rights and liberties were under attack. After much debate, most as​semblies issued statements condemning the Stamp Act and demanding its repeal.


The Stamp Act produced the first stirrings of in​tercolonial unity. Until 1765, the colonies had been more prone to disagree with each other than to co​operate. When Massachusetts called for an inter-colonial meeting to discuss the Stamp Act, how​ever, nine colonies sent delegates to New York in the fall of 1765. The Stamp Act Congress conceded in a petition to the king that Parliament had au​thority over the colonies but boldly denied that Parliament had the right to impose a direct tax on them. "No taxes," they said, "ever have been, or can be Constitutionally imposed" on the colonies "but by their respective Legislatures." Americans expected that tradition to be honored.

Repeal of the Stamp Act

Neither the intimidation of the Sons of Liberty nor the arguments of the Stamp Act Congress prompted the repeal of the stamp tax. But eco​nomic pressure did work. American merchants ap​plied this pressure when they announced that as of November 1, 1765, when the Stamp Act went into effect, they would refuse to import any more British manufactured goods. More than patriotic motives were at work here, for the warehouses of these merchants were bulging with unsold goods because of the postwar depression. Economic mo​tives also prompted artisans to support these non-importation agreements wholeheartedly, for their products competed with British goods. Regardless of motive, much of colonial America endorsed a boycott of British goods.

James Otis Boston lawyer who argued that writs of assistance violated colonists' rights under British law and who called for colonial representa​tion in Parliament.

Stamp Act Congress A meeting of colonial dele​gates in New York in 1765, which drew up a decla​ration of rights and grievances for presentation to the king and Parliament.

petition A formal written request to a superior authority.

nonimportation agreements Colonial policy of refusing to import British goods, undertaken as a protest against the Stamp Act.
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( MAP 5.2 Colonial Transatlantic Trade in the 1760s This map shows the major trade routes among the British mainland colonies, West Africa, the Caribbean, and Europe and the most important export and import cargoes carried along these routes. The central role northern seaport cities played in carrying colonial agricultural products across the Atlantic and bringing British manufactured goods into the colonies is clear. Note also the role the northern colonies played in the slave trade.

Because the mainland colonies constituted the largest market for goods made in Britain, British exporters consequently saw a huge downturn in their business (see Map 5.2). Parliament listened to the bitter complaints of these exporters, and talk of repeal grew within its halls. The Grenville govern​ment had to concede that enforcement of the Stamp Act had failed miserably. Americans contin​ued to sue their neighbors, publish their newspa​pers, and buy their playing cards as if the Stamp Act did not exist.

By winter's end, a new prime minister, Lord Rockingham, had replaced Grenville. Rockingham


had opposed the Stamp Act from the start. For him, the critical issue now was how to repeal the Stamp Act without appearing to cave in to colonial pres​sure. His solution was to have Parliament repeal the Stamp Act but at the same time pass the De​claratory Act. This act reasserted Parliament's ab​solute right to legislate for and to tax the colonies.

Declaratory Act British law (1766) that asserted Parliament's right to make laws for and impose taxes on the American colonies.

Colonists celebrated news of the repeal with public displays of loyalty to the mother country that were as impressive as their protests had been. There were cannon salutes, bonfires, parades, speeches, and public toasts to the king and Rock​ingham. The crisis seemed to have passed.

Asserting American Rights

In their celebrations of repeal, the colonists over​looked the Declaratory Act and its clear assertion of parliamentary power. They soon had to take no​tice of it. By the summer of 1766, William Pitt had replaced Lord Rockingham. The aging and ailing Pitt, however, could not direct the government. So the chancellor of the exchequer, Charles Town​shend, became the effective head of government. By 1767, Townshend had imposed new taxes on the colonies.

The Townshend Acts and Colonial Protest

During the Stamp Act crisis, Pennsylvania's colo​nial agent, Benjamin Franklin, had assured Parlia​ment that American colonists opposed direct taxes (such as stamp taxes) but did not object to indirect taxes (such as import duties). Franklin's hard dis​tinction between direct and indirect taxes was not shared by many colonists. But Charles Townshend took Franklin at his word. The Townshend Acts of 1767 placed an import tax on tea, glass, paper, paint, and lead products. These acts differed from previous customs duties in that they were levied on imported British goods instead of on foreign products.

Townshend took every precaution to avoid a repetition of the Stamp Act disaster. He expanded the scope and powers of the customs service. He transferred British troops from the western frontier to the major port cities. He expected the presence of uniformed soldiers, known as "redcoats" be​cause of their scarlet uniforms, to allow customs officers to perform their duties and to keep the peace.


But Townshend made a serious error in accept​ing Franklin's assurances about taxes on imported goods. When news of the import duties reached the colonies, the response was immediate, deter​mined, and well-organized resistance. The British government was once again trampling on the prin​ciple of "no taxation without representation."

John Dickinson, a well-respected landowner and lawyer, laid out the basic American position

on taxes in 1767 in his Letters from a Farmer in Penn​sylvania. Both direct and indirect taxation without representation violated the colonists' rights as British citizens, Dickinson wrote. Parliament did have the right to regulate foreign trade, and thus to levy duties on foreign imports—but not on British goods. An import duty on British products was merely a tax in disguise.

Dickinson also rejected the British argument that Americans were represented in Parliament. Accord​ing to this argument, the colonists enjoyed virtual representation because the House of Commons rep​resented the interests of all citizens in the empire, whether they participated directly in elections to the House or not. Dickinson insisted that the colonists were entitled to actual representation by men

chancellor of the exchequer The head of the

British government department in charge of collecting taxes; the exchequer is a treasury department.

colonial agent Person chosen by each colonial assembly to represent each colony's interests in Parliament.

Townshend Acts British laws (1767) that required the colonials to pay duties on manufactured goods—such as glass, lead, and tea—imported from Britain.

John Dickinson Philadelphia lawyer who drafted the Articles of Confederation and argued for the rights of small states.

virtual representation Parliamentary representa​tion that stems from people's status as citizens, re​gardless of whether they have directly elected del​egates to look out for their specific interests.

actual representation Parliamentary representa​tion by delegates directly elected to speak for vot​ers' interests.

whom they elected to Parliament and who were dedicated to protecting their interests. To Dickinson, virtual representation was only a weak excuse for exploitation. As one American quipped, "Our privi​leges are all virtual, our sufferings are real."

While political theorists set out the American po​sition in newspaper essays and pamphlets, activists organized popular resistance. Samuel Adams initi​ated nonimportation agreements of British goods that were to take effect on January 1, 1768. Some colonists again welcomed the chance to "mow down luxury and high living." Economic interests also affected support for the boycott. Underem​ployed artisans remained enthusiastic about any ac​tion that stopped the flow of inexpensive British goods to America. Merchants and shippers who made their living smuggling goods from the West Indies supported the boycott because it cut out com​peting products. The affluent merchants who had led the nonimportation movement in 1765, how​ever, were reluctant supporters of this new boycott. By 1767, their warehouses no longer overflowed with unsold British stock, and they were not eager to cut off their own livelihoods. Some never signed the new agreements.

The biggest critics of the boycott were colonists in royal offices. These Americans shared their neighbors' attachment to the rights of Englishmen, but they were sworn to uphold and to carry out the policies of the British government. Because their careers and their identities were closely tied to the Crown, they were inclined to accept British policy as a patriotic duty. Despite their prestige and au​thority, these Crown officers were unable to pre​vent the boycott.

Just as the Sons of Liberty brought common men into the political arena, the 1768 boycott brought politics more dramatically into the lives of women. By the mid-eighteenth century, any colo​nial woman with the means bought ready-made British cloth instead of making her own. In 1768, however, British textiles became boycotted goods. Suddenly, an old and neglected domestic skill be​came both a real and a symbolic element in the American political strategy. The Daughters of Lib​erty staged large public spinning bees to support the boycott, boost morale, and pool their resources. Wearing cloth spun at home became a mark of honor. Politics had entered the domestic circle.


The British Humiliated

Townshend faced sustained defiance of British au​thority in almost every colony, but nowhere was it as great as in Massachusetts. Enforcers of the boy​cott roamed the streets of Boston, intimidating pro-British merchants and harassing anyone wearing British-made clothing. Mobs openly threatened customs officials, and the Sons of Liberty protected smuggling operations. Despite more customs offi​cers, the illegal importation of British and foreign goods was thriving. One of the most notorious smugglers, John Hancock, seemed to grow more popular each time he unloaded his illegal cargoes of French and Spanish wines or West Indian mo​lasses. Customs officers finally seized his vessel the Liberty in June 1768. Their action led mobs to beat up senior customs men and to threaten other royal officials. Governor Francis Bernard sent an urgent plea for help to the British government.

In October 1768, the Crown responded by send​ing four thousand troops to Boston. These soldiers, many of them young, far from home, and sur​rounded by a hostile citizenry, worsened the situa​tion. The soldiers passed their idle hours courting local women who would speak to them and pester​ing those who would not. They angered local dock​workers by moonlighting in the shipyards. In turn, civilians taunted and insulted the soldiers. News of street-corner fights and tavern brawls inflamed feelings on both sides. Samuel Adams and his friends fanned the flames by publishing accounts of confrontations (both real and imagined) between hostile soldiers and innocent townspeople.

These confrontations culminated in what be​came known as the Boston Massacre. On March 5, 1770, an angry crowd began throwing snowballs at

spinning bee A meeting of women to compete or work together in spinning thread or yarn.

John Hancock Patriot who became president of the First Continental Congress and was the first to sign the Declaration of Independence.

Boston Massacre Incident in Boston on March 5, 1770, in which British troops fired on a crowd, killing five colonists; it increased colonial resent​ment of British rule.

British sentries guarding the custom house. The redcoats issued a frantic call for help. Captain Thomas Preston arrived with troops to rescue the sentries, but he and his men were soon enveloped by the growing crowd. Preston's men panicked and opened fire, killing five colonists.

Accounts of the Boston Massacre appeared in colonial newspapers everywhere. Although a jury of colonists later cleared Preston and all but two of his men of the charges against them, nothing that was said at the trial could erase the image of British brutality against British subjects.

On the very day that Captain Preston's men fired on the crowd at Boston, the new British prime minister, Lord North, repealed the Townshend Acts. Like Rockingham, North wanted to give no ground on the question of parliamentary control of the colonies. For this reason, he kept the tax on tea.

Success Weakens Colonial Unity

Repeal of the Townshend Acts allowed the colonists to return to their ordinary routines. But the boycott that began in 1768 exposed growing divisions be​tween the merchant elite and the coalition of small merchants, artisans, and laborers. Despite the boy​cott, many wealthy merchants had secretly im​ported and sold British goods whenever possible. When repeal came in 1770, artisans and laborers still faced poor economic prospects and were reluctant to abandon the boycott. But few merchants, large or small, would agree to continue it. The boycott collapsed.

Many elite colonists abandoned the radical activism they had shown in the 1760s in favor of social conservatism. Their fear of British tyranny dimmed as their fear of the lower classes' demand for political power grew. Artisans and laborers continued to press for broader participation in lo​cal politics and for more representative political machinery. "Many of the poorer People," observed one supporter of expanded political participation, "deeply felt the Aristocratic Power, or rather the intolerable Tyranny of the great and opulent." The new political language employed by these com​mon men made their social superiors uneasy. The colonial elite found its impassioned appeals to rights and liberties returning to haunt it.


The Crisis Renewed

Lord North's government took care not to disturb the calm that followed the repeal of the Town​shend Acts. Between 1770 and 1773, North pro​posed no new taxes on the colonists and made no major changes in colonial policy. American politi​cal leaders took equal care not to make any open challenges to British authority. But this political truce had its limits. It certainly did not extend to smugglers and customs men.

Disturbing the Peace of the Early 1770s

Despite the repeal of the Townshend duties, the British effort to crack down on American smug​gling continued. Rhode Island merchants were es​pecially angry and frustrated by the highly effec​tive customs operation in their colony. They took their revenge in June 1772 by burning a customs patrol boat, the Gaspee, that had run aground as it chased an American vessel.

Rhode Islanders interpreted the burning of the Gaspee as an act of political resistance. The British called it vandalism. The British government ap​pointed a royal commission to investigate the raid but could find no witnesses or evidence to support an indictment. The British found the con​spiracy of silence among the Rhode Islanders appalling.

In turn, American political leaders found the royal commission appalling. They were convinced that the British had intended to take suspects back to Britain for trial and thus deprive them of a jury of their peers. They read this as further evidence of the plot to destroy American liberty.

Lord North British prime minister during the American Revolution.

activism The assertive use of militant action, such as demonstrations and strikes, to support a contro​versial position.

conservatism The desire to maintain the existing or traditional order.

indictment A formal written statement that charges someone with the commission of a crime.

The Gasp& incident convinced leaders of the American resistance that they needed to coordi​nate their efforts to monitor British moves throughout the colonies. They organized commit​tees of correspondence that were instructed to circulate reports of any incidents to the other com​mittees. These committees were also a good mech​anism for coordinating protest or resistance. Thus the colonists put in place their first permanent ma​chinery of protest.

The Tea Act and the Tea Party

During the early 1770s, colonial activists worked to keep the political consciousness of the 1760s alive. They commemorated American victories over British policy and observed the anniversary of the Boston Massacre with solemn speeches and ser​mons. Without major British provocation, how​ever, any new mass action was unlikely.

In 1773, Parliament provided that provocation when it rescued the East India Tea Company from bankruptcy. To bail out the company, Parliament offered it a government loan and permission to ship tea directly from its warehouses in India to the colonies. This arrangement would bypass British middlemen, cut shipping costs, and allow the company to lower the price of its tea in Amer​ica. Even with the three-penny tax on tea that remained from the Townshend era, British tea would be cheaper than the Dutch tea smuggled into the colonies. Lord North supported the Tea Act when he realized that if Americans purchased the cheaper British tea, they would also pay the tea tax and confirm Parliament's right to tax the colonies.

The Tea Act galvanized American protest. Colonists read it as another sign of a conspiracy against their well-being and their liberty. They were troubled that the government had altered its colonial trade policy to suit the needs of a special interest, the East India Tea Company. They feared that the cheaper prices for tea were a temporary measure that would last only until all foreign teas had been driven off the market. And they per​ceived the snare that Lord North had set for them: if they drank cheap tea, they would be legitimizing Parliament's right to tax them.

Colonists mobilized their resistance in 1773 with the skill acquired from a decade of experience. In many colonies, crowds met the ships carrying the East India Company tea and used violent threats to persuade ship captains to return to Britain with the tea still on board. But in Massachusetts, Governor Thomas Hutchinson refused to allow the tea ships to leave Boston harbor without unloading. Boston's activists took him at his word. On December 16, 1773, some sixty men, thinly disguised as Indians, boarded the tea ships. They dumped 342 chests of tea, worth almost £10,000, into Boston harbor.

The Intolerable Acts

The Boston Tea Party delighted colonial activists everywhere, especially in New England. The Crown, however, failed to see the humor in this deliberate destruction of valuable private property. Lord North decided to make an example of Boston and Massa​chusetts. The four harsh acts that Parliament passed in 1774 soon became known in the colonies as the Intolerable Acts. The Port Act closed the port of Boston until the city paid for the destroyed tea. The Massachusetts Government Act transferred much of the power of the colony's assembly to the royal gov​ernor. The colony's town meetings, which had served as forums for anti-British sentiment and protest, also came under the governor's direct con​trol. A third measure, the Justice Act, allowed royal officials charged with capital crimes to stand trial in

committees of correspondence Groups formed throughout the colonies in 1772 to quickly circulate news of British oppression.

Tea Act British law (1773) that lowered the price of British tea but kept the tax on tea sold to America.

Boston Tea Party Protest against the Tea Act staged by Boston patriots in 1773; they boarded ships carrying British tea and dumped the tea into Boston harbor.

Intolerable Acts The name colonists gave to four laws that Parliament passed in 1774 to punish Boston for the Boston Tea Party.

town meeting A legislative assembly of towns​people characteristic of local government in New England.

capital crime An offense punishable by death.

London rather than before local juries. A new Quar​tering Act gave military commanders the authority to quarter troops in private homes. To see that these laws were enforced, the king named Thomas Gage, commander of the British troops in North America, as the acting governor of Massachusetts.

At the same time that those punitive measures were passed, the British government issued a com​prehensive plan for the government of Canada. The timing of the Quebec Act may have been a co​incidence, but its provisions angered Americans. The Quebec Act granted the French in Canada the right to worship as Catholics, to retain their lan​guage, and to keep many of their legal practices. The Quebec Act also expanded the borders of Canada into the Ohio valley at the expense of the English-speaking colonies' claims. This act seemed to be one more blow in the attack on American liberty.

The king expected the harsh punishment of Massachusetts to isolate that colony from its neigh​bors. But in every colony, newspapers urged read​ers to see Boston's plight as their own. "This horrid attack upon the town of Boston," said the South Carolina Gazette, "we consider not as an attempt upon that town singly, but upon the whole Conti​nent." George Washington declared that "the cause of Boston now is and ever will be the cause of America." Indeed the Intolerable Acts produced a wave of sympathy for the beleaguered Bostonians, and relief efforts sprang up across the colonies. The residents of Surry County, Virginia, for exam​ple, sent 150 barrels of corn and wheat to their fel​low patriots in Boston.

For many colonists, the Intolerable Acts pro​vided conclusive evidence that Great Britain was systematically oppressing them and robbing them of their liberties. Political writers began referring to the British government as the "enemy" and urged the colonists to defend themselves. In Boston, Samuel Adams and his radical followers formed a "solemn league and covenant" when they organized another boycott of British goods. As most Bostonians knew, the words "solemn league" referred to the pact made between Scottish Presbyterians and English Puritans when they challenged royal authority with arms in the 1640s. Adams and his allies had made armed rebellion their choice.

Creating a National Forum: The First Continental Congress

On September 5, 1774, delegates from every colony but Georgia gathered in Philadelphia for the First Continental Congress. Few of the delegates thought of themselves as revolutionaries. "We want no revolution," a North Carolina delegate bluntly stated. Yet he and other colonists were get​ting dangerously close to treason. Neither the king nor Parliament had authorized this Congress, which intended to resist acts of Parliament and to defy the king. People had been hanged as traitors for far less.

Radicals such as Samuel Adams wanted the Congress to endorse a total boycott of British goods. Conservatives wanted to be more concilia​tory and to petition Parliament to pay attention to American grievances. The radicals won this strug​gle when the Congress approved a boycott of all British goods to begin on December 1, 1774, and demanded the repeal of the Intolerable Acts.

Still, many delegates hoped for a course in be​tween the radicals and conservatives that would bring a peaceful resolution to the crisis. Pennsylva​nia's Joseph Galloway offered one way out by proposing a drastic restructuring of imperial rela​tions. His Plan of Union called for a Grand Coun​cil, elected by each colonial legislature, that would share with Parliament the right to originate laws for the colonies. The Grand Council and Parlia​ment would have the power to veto or disallow each other's decisions. A governor-general, ap​pointed by the Crown, would oversee the Grand Council and preserve imperial interests.

After much debate, the Congress rejected Gal​loway's compromise by the narrowest of margins. Then it was John Adams's turn to propose a

Quebec Act British law (1774) that aimed to reform the government of the former French colony of Canada; some of its provisions angered Americans.

Plan of Union Joseph Galloway's plan to restruc​ture relations between the colonies and the mother country to give the colonies a greater say about lo​cal laws while preserving their basic colonial rela​tionship with Britain.

solution. Under his skillful urging and direction, the Congress adopted the Declaration of Rights and Grievances. The declaration politely but firmly established the colonial standard for accept​able legislation by Parliament. Colonists, said the declaration, would consent to acts meant to regu​late "external commerce." But they absolutely de​nied the legitimacy of a "taxation, internal or exter​nal, for raising a revenue on the subjects of America, without their consent."

To add teeth to Adams's declaration, the dele​gates endorsed the Suffolk Resolves. These re​solves, which originated in Suffolk County, Massa​chusetts, urged citizens to arm themselves and to prepare to resist British military action. Congres​sional support for these resolutions was a clear message that American leaders were willing to rebel if politics failed.

The delegates adjourned and headed home to wait for the Crown's response. When it came, it was electric. "Blows must decide," declared King George III, "whether they are to be subject to this country or independent."

The Decision for Independence

While Americans were waiting for the king's re​sponse, a peaceful transfer of political power oc​curred in most colonies. Americans withdrew their support for royal governments and recognized the authority of anti-British, or patriot, governments. Independent local governments became a reality before any shots were fired.

Taking Charge and Enforcing Policies

The transition from royal to patriot political con​trol was peaceful in communities where anti-British sentiment was strong. Where it was weak or where the community was divided, radicals used persuasion, pressure, and open intimidation to advance the patriot cause. These radicals be​came increasingly impatient with dissent, dis​agreement, or even indecision among their neigh​bors. They demanded that loyalties be declared.


In most colonial cities and towns, patriot com​mittees enforced compliance with the boycott of British goods. These committees published viola​tors' names in local newspapers and called on the community to shun them. If public shaming did not work, most committees were ready to use threats of physical violence and to make good on them.

Suspected British sympathizers were brought before committees and made to swear oaths of support for the patriot cause. Such political pres​sure often gave way to violence. In New England, many pro-British citizens, or loyalists, came to fear for their lives. Hundreds fled to Boston, where they hoped General Gage could protect them.

The Shot Heard Round the World

As the spring of 1775 approached, General Gage decided that it was time to take action against the Massachusetts rebels. Gage planned to dispatch a force of redcoats from Boston to Concord, just twenty miles away, where the patriots had stock​piled arms.

The patriots, however, had anticipated Gage's action. When British troops began to move out of Boston in supposed secret on the night of April 18, spies in the bell tower of Old North Church sig​naled that movement to waiting riders. Within minutes, Paul Revere and his fellow messengers, William Dawes and Samuel Prescott, galloped off to sound the alarm to the militias in the surround​ing countryside (see Map 5.3).

Around sunrise on April 19, an advance guard of a few hundred redcoats reached Lexington,

Declaration of Rights and Grievances A resolu​tion, passed by the First Continental Congress in 1774, that denied Parliament's right to tax the colonies without their consent.

Suffolk Resolves Resolutions adopted in 1774 by Boston and other towns in Suffolk County, Massa​chusetts, calling on the colonists to take up arms against the British.

patriot An American colonist who opposed British rule and fought for independence.

loyalist An American colonist who supported the British side during the Revolution.
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( British troops came to Concord in April 1775 to destroy the cache of arms and ammunition stored there. In this painting, soldiers carry out the mission while their com​manding officers keep watch for the local militia. They found the Minutemen at the North Bridge, where, in a three-minute exchange of fire, five men were killed. For New Englanders, the Revolutionary War had begun. "A View of the Town of Concord," 1775. Attributed to Ralph Earle, Concord Museum, Concord, MA.

where they saw about seventy colonial militiamen waiting on the village green. Militia captain John Parker ordered his men to disperse. Some, how​ever, stood their ground. No one ordered the red​coats to fire, but shots rang out, killing eight Amer​icans. Later, Americans would insist that the first musket fired at Lexington sounded a "shot heard round the world."

The British troops marched next to Concord. They searched the nearly deserted town for weapons but found little of military value. At the appropriate moment, the Concord militia launched a surprise attack from their position above the town's North Bridge. The shocked red​coats fled in a panic back toward Boston. The Con​cord militia followed, gathering more so-called Minutemen along the path of pursuit. These American farmers, artisans, servants, and shop​keepers terrorized the young British soldiers, fir​ing on them from behind barns, stone walls, and trees. When the shaken troops reached the British encampment across the Charles River from Boston,


73 of their comrades were dead, 174 were wounded, and 26 were missing. The next day, thousands of New England militiamen poured in from the surrounding countryside and laid siege to Boston. The war had begun.

The Second Continental Congress

When the Second Continental Congress convened in Philadelphia in May 1775, it began to ready the colonies for war. It approved the creation of the Continental Army and selected George Washing​ton, the Virginia veteran of the French and Indian War, as its commander in chief.

Even after Lexington and Concord, some dele​gates still hoped to find a peaceful solution to the crisis. This sentiment led the Congress to draft the Olive Branch Petition. In this petition, the colonists offered to end their armed resistance if the king would withdraw the British military and revoke the Intolerable Acts. Few expected him to do so, for the very next day the Congress issued a public statement in defense of war preparations.

Across the Atlantic, Lord North struggled to find room for negotiations. Before receiving news of Lexington, he had proposed that Parliament suspend its taxation of the colonies if Americans would raise the money to pay for their own de​fense. North was not willing, however, to concede Parliament's right to tax the colonists.

Americans rejected Lord North's proposals in July 1775. George III rejected the Olive Branch Pe​tition in turn and instead persuaded Parliament to pass the American Prohibitory Act. This act in​structed the Royal Navy to seize American ships

Minutemen Nickname first given to the Concord militia and then applied generally to colonial mili​tia at the time of the Revolution.

Olive Branch Petition Resolution adopted by the Second Continental Congress in 1775 that offered to end armed resistance if the king would with​draw his troops and revoke the Intolerable Acts.

American Prohibitory Act British law (1775) that authorized the Royal Navy to seize all American ships engaged in trade; it amounted to a declara​tion of war.
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( MAP 5.3 The First Battles in the War for Independence, 1775 This map shows the British march to Concord and the routes taken by the three Americans who alerted the countryside of the enemy's approach. Although Paul Revere was captured by the British and did not complete his ride, he is the best remembered and most celebrated of the rid​ers who spread the alarm.

"as if the same were the ships ... of open ene​mies." King George III had effectively declared war.

The Impact of Common Sense

Although war was now a fact, few Americans called for a complete political break with Britain. Even the most ardent patriots continued to justify their actions as a means to preserve the rights guaranteed to British citizens, not to establish an independent nation.

Few colonists had yet traced the source of their oppression to George III. Then, in January 1776, Thomas Paine, an Englishman who had immi​

grated to Philadelphia several years earlier, pub​lished Common Sense. In this pamphlet, Paine attacked the monarchy in the plain language of the common people. He challenged the idea of a hereditary ruler, questioned the value of monarchy as an institution, and criticized the personal char​acter of kings. The common man, Paine insisted, had the ability to be his own king and was surely

Common Sense Revolutionary pamphlet written by Thomas Paine and published in 1776; it at​tacked George III and argued against the monar​chical form of government.

more deserving of that position than most actual kings. He dismissed George III as a "Royal Brute." Common Sense sold 120,000 copies in its first three months of publication.

Paine's defiance of royal authority and open criticism of the man who wielded it helped many of his readers to discard the last shreds of loyalty to the king and to the empire. The impact of Paine's words could be seen in the taverns and coffee​houses, where ordinary farmers, artisans, shop​keepers, and laborers took up his call for indepen​dence and the creation of a republic.

Declaring Independence

The Second Continental Congress had lagged far behind popular sentiment in moving toward inde​pendence. Then, on June 7, 1776, Virginia lawyer Richard Henry Lee rose on the floor of the Con​gress and offered this straightforward motion: "That these United Colonies are, and of right ought to be, free and independent States, that they are absolved from all allegiance to the British Crown, and that all political connection between them and the State of Great Britain is, and ought to be, totally dissolved." The Congress postponed its final vote until. July to give members time to win over fainthearted delegates and give the commit​tee appointed to draft a formal declaration of inde​pendence time to complete its work.

Four of the men appointed to the committee to draft this declaration were well-known figures: Massachusetts's John Adams, Pennsylvania's Ben​jamin Franklin, Connecticut's Roger Sherman, and New York's Robert Livingston. But these men dele​gated the task of writing the document to the fifth and youngest member of the committee, Thomas Jefferson. They chose well. The 32-year-old Virgin​ian lacked the reputation of fellow Virginians George Washington and Richard Henry Lee, but he could draw on a deep and broad knowledge of po​litical theory and philosophy. He had read the works of Enlightenment philosophers, classical theorists, and seventeenth-century English revolu​tionaries. He was also a master of written prose.

Jefferson began the Declaration of Indepen​dence with a defense of revolution based on "self-evident truths" about humanity's "unalienable


rights" to "life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi​ness." Jefferson argued that these natural rights came from the "Creator" rather than from human law, government, or tradition. Thus they were broader and more sacred than the specific "rights of Englishmen." With this philosophical ground​work in place, Jefferson moved on to list the colonists' grievances, focusing on the king's abuse of power rather than on Parliament's oppressive legislation. All government rested on the consent of the governed, he asserted, and the people had the right to overthrow any government that tyran​nized them.

Declaring Loyalties

Delegates to the Second Continental Congress ap​proved the Declaration of Independence in July 1776. Now all Americans had to choose their loyal​ties. For Americans of every region, religion, social class, and even race, this choice weighed heavily. Many wavered in the face of such a critical deci​sion. A surprising number clung to neutrality, hop​ing that the conflict could be resolved without their having to participate or take sides.

Those who did commit themselves based their decisions on many deeply held beliefs, personal considerations, and fears (see Individual Choices: Esther Quincy Sewall). For loyalists, tradition and common sense argued for acknowledging parlia​mentary supremacy and the king's right to rule. Respect for the British government tied these Americans to the empire. The advantages of re​maining within the protective circle of the most powerful nation in Europe and the dangers of waging war against it seemed too obvious to de​bate. Loyalists who were members of the colonial elite also feared that a revolution would unleash the "madness of the multitude."

Economic and social interests brought men and women to the loyalist camp as much as political

Declaration of Independence Document adopted by the Second Continental Congress in 1776 that listed the rights of man, described the abuses of George III, and declared the American colonies in​dependent of Britain.

INDIVIDUAL CHOICES

Choosing Loyalty

On November 13, 1790, Esther Quincy Sewall took up her pen to answer a letter from her brother-in-law, the famous patriot John Han​cock. Hancock had pleaded with her to return to her family and friends in their native city, Boston. "I wish it was in my power to accept of your kind invitation," Esther wrote from the isolated loyalist settlement in New Brunswick, Canada; "however this is a pleasure I must post pone for a future day."

Esther Quincy Sewall's exile from her beloved Massachusetts was voluntary. Unlike her husband, Jonathan Sewall, she had not been named a political enemy of the newly indepen​dent state. Yet despite the encouragement of her sisters and brothers, she chose to continue her exile. For Esther, the choice was a matter of personal loyalties and commitments as strong as the political ones that shaped her husband's life.

Esther Quincy first met Jonathan Sewall at a boating party in 1759. He was struck by her beauty and her good humor and placed her im​mediately in "the rank of the Agreeables." She was, he observed, a woman of "unaffected Modesty," with good judgment, delicate man​ners, and "real Good sense." Their courtship

theory did. Royal officials and merchants who traded with British manufacturers joined the loy​alists. Small farmers and tenant farmers from the "multitude" gave their support to the Crown be​cause their foes—the great planters of the South or the manor lords of New York—became patri‑

ots. The choosing of sides often hinged on local and economic conflicts rather than on imperial issues.

African-American slaves viewed the conflict in terms of their opportunities for freedom. The royal governor of Virginia, Lord Dunmore, struck a blow


began at once, but the couple did not marry un​til 1764, when Jonathan's legal career was bet​ter established. Esther's family and friends ap​proved of the match, for although Jonathan was from a poor branch of a distinguished family, his talent and ambition led them to predict a good future for the couple. Their predictions were correct. By the eve of the Revolution, Jonathan Sewall held several highly prized po​sitions in the colony's royal government, and Esther lived in quiet elegance with her husband and two sons in their Cambridge home.

The escalating conflicts of 1775 put a sudden end to the life the Sewalls knew. Jonathan Se​wall was among the first loyalists to leave America for England in 1775. Esther said good​bye to her patriot relatives and went with him. As the war dragged on, the Sewalls' finances grew strained. They moved from rooming house to rooming house, finally settling in the port city of Bristol.

Exile and the American victory made Jonathan Sewall bitter and emotionally distant. Esther Sewall bore the brunt of his despair. He vented his anger and frustration on his wife, sarcastically wishing her "tyed to the Tail of the Comet of 1668." Esther did not hide her home​sickness, and this provoked her husband's anger. He railed against the "deviltry and mat​rimony" that had ruined his life—and insisted that Esther return to America and leave him in peace.

Despite his accusations and insults, Esther never considered leaving her physically ailing and depressed husband. She accompanied him to Canada in 1787, joining a small community


of loyalist exiles in Nova Scotia. As Jonathan's condition deteriorated, Esther became his con​stant companion and nurse. On September 25, 1796, she began a three-day vigil by his bed‑

side, remaining with him until he died on Sep​tember 27. Having done her duty as a wife, Es​ther Sewall felt free to choose her own future. After twenty-one years in exile, she packed her few belongings and went home. Whatever her private regrets or satisfactions, she never recorded a word of regret at the choice of loyal​ties that shaped her life.

against slaveowning patriots when he offered free​dom in 1775 to "all indentured Servants, negroes or others . . . able and willing to bear Arms" who escaped their masters. Dunmore's policy had mixed results. It drove many uncommitted south​ern slaveholders into the revolutionary camp. At

the same time, between six hundred and two thousand slaves escaped from their masters in 1775-1776, enough to form an "Ethiopian Regi​ment" of soldiers. In the long war that followed, perhaps as many as fifty thousand slaves gained their freedom.

Most Indian tribes saw their interests best served by the Crown. Colonial territorial ambi​tions threatened the Indians along the southern and northwestern frontiers. The Continental Con​gress knew that the Indians were unlikely allies and did little to win their support.

Fewer than half of the colonists sided with the revolutionaries. Among them were people whose economic interests made independence seem worth the risk: artisans and urban laborers, merchants who traded outside the British Empire, large and small farmers, and many members of the southern planter elite. Many colonists affected by the Great Awakening's message of egalitarianism chose the patriot side. Many who became revolutionaries wanted to live under a government that encouraged its citizens to be virtuous and live simply.

As Americans armed themselves or fled from the violence they saw coming, they realized that the conflict was both a war for independence and a civil war. In the South, it pitted master against slave and backcountry farmer against the tidewa​ter elite. In New England, it set neighbor against neighbor, forcing scores of loyalist families to flee. In some families, children were set against parents and wives against husbands. Whatever the out​come of the struggle, Americans knew that it would come at a great cost.

SU M M A R Y 

Expectations 

Constraints 

Choices

Outcomes

Victory in the Great War for Empire made Great Britain the most powerful European nation. The victory also exposed conflicts between British and colonial expectations about the colonists' rights and

responsibilities. The British had to pay an enor​mous war debt while maintaining a strong army and navy. Given these constraints, the British gov​ernment chose to impose taxes on the colonies. The outcome was growing tension between mother country and colonies.

The Sugar Act of 1764 tightened customs collec​tions, the Stamp Act of 1765 taxed legal docu​ments, and the Townshend Acts of 1767 set import taxes on British products such as paint and tea. In response to these constraints, the colonists chose protest. Colonists boycotted British goods, crowds attacked royal officials, and civilians clashed with British troops. American colonists saw Parlia​ment's acts as an abuse of power and as a threat to American liberties.

Protest led to the repeal of the Townshend Acts, but political activists chose to prepare themselves for any new crises by creating committees of correspon​dence. In 1773, the British passed the Tea Act, expect​ing little American opposition. The outcome was im​mediate protest. Activists in Boston dumped tea worth thousands of pounds into the harbor.

The British moved to punish the colonists by closing the port of Boston to all trade. This action and other Intolerable Acts infuriated the colonists, who decided to take united action in support of Massachusetts. In 1774, the First Continental Con​gress met to debate the colonies' relationship to Great Britain and to issue united protests. The Congress sent a Declaration of Rights and Griev​ances to the king. The king chose to reject the colonists' appeal for compromise. Instead he de​clared that "blows must decide."

After the battles at Lexington and Concord, the Second Continental Congress began to prepare for war. Tom Paine's pamphlet Common Sense pushed many reluctant colonists into the revolutionary camp. In July 1776, the Congress issued the Decla​ration of Independence. The Declaration defended the colonists' right to resist the destruction of their liberty by a tyrannical king. In 1776, Americans faced the difficult task of choosing between loyalty to the Crown and revolution. The outcome was both a war for colonial independence and a civil war that divided families and communities across America.
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Esther Quincy Sewall


This is the home Esther Sewall chose to leave in 1775 when she accompanied her loyalist husband, Jonathan, to England on the eve of the Revolutionary War. Faced with an uncertain life abroad, she never�theless chose to stay with her husband rather than remain in Boston and enjoy the safety and certainty her friends and family provided. Harvard University Archives.














